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PROCEEDINGS 


OP 


THE   SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED   STATES, 

AT  THE    FIRST  SES8ION  OF  THE    FIFTH  CONGRESS,   BEGUN  AT  THE  CITY.  OF 

PHILADELPHIA,  MAY  16, 1797. 


The  first  session  of  the  Fifth  Congress,  under 
the  Constitution  of  Government  of  the  United 
States,  commenced  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
agreeably  to  the  Proclamation  of  the  President  i 
of  the  United  States,  of  the  twenty-fifth  day 
of  March  last,  and  the  Senate  accordingly  assem- 
bled on  this  day,  being 

Monday,  May  15, 1797. 
present : 

Thomas  Jefferson,  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States  and  President  of  the  Senate. 

John  Langdon  and  Samuel  Livermore,  from 
New  Hampshire ; 

Benjamin  Goodhue,  from  Massachusetts; 

Theodore  Foster  and  William  Bradford, 
from  Rhode  Island ; 

James  Hillbouse  and  Uriah  Tract,  from 
Connecticut ; 

Isaac  Tichenor,  from  Vermont ; 

John  Laurancb,  from  New  York  ; 

William  Bingham,  from  Pennsylvania ; 

Henry  Latimer,  from  Delaware ; 

John  E.  Ho  war  n,  from  Maryland ; 

Stevens  T.  Mason,  from  Virginia; 

Alexander  Martin  and  Timothy  Blood- 
worth,  from  North  Carolina ; 

John  Hunter,  from  South  Carolina ; 

J08IAB  Tattnall,  from  Georgia. 

The  Senators  whose  names  are  subjoined  pro- 
duced their  credentials  on  the  4th  day  of  March 
last,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  Senate,  viz :  Mr. 
Foster,  Mr.  Goodhue,  Mr.  Hillbouse,  Mr. 
Howard,  Mr.  Latimer,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  Ross, 
and  Mr.  Tichenor. 

William  Cocke,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
State  of  Tennessee,  produced  his  credentials,  and 
the  oath  required  by  law  being  administered,  he 
took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wait  on  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint  him 
that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assembled. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  proceed  to  busi- 
ness. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the  House 
is  assembled,  and  have  elected  Jonathan  Day- 
ton their  Speaker. 


A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  appoint- 
ed a  joint  committee  on  their  part,  together  with 
such  committee  as  the  Senate  may  appoint,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is 
assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any  communica- 
tions that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the' 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee,  and  that  Messrs. 
Livermore  and  Langdon  be  the  joint  committee 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Livermore  reported,  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  had  notified  him  that  a 
quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled ;  and  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  acquainted  the 
committee  that  he  would  meet  the  two  Houses  in 
the  Representatives'  Chamber  at  12  o'clock  to- 
morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  resolv- 
ed that  two  Chaplains  be  appointed  to  Congress, 
for  the  present  session,  one  by  each  House,  who 
shall  interchange  weekly ;  in  which  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  said  re- 
solution; and, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein,  and  that 
the  Right  Reverend  Bishop  White  be  the  Chap- 
lain on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 


TUESDAY,  May  16. 

William  Blount,  from  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see ;  Theodore  Sedgwick,  from  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts ;  and  John  Vining,  from  the  State  of 
Delaware,  severally  attended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  are  now 
ready  to  meet  the  Senate  in  the  Chamber  of  that 
House,  to  receive  such  communications  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  be  pleased  to 
make  to  them.    Whereupon, 

The  Senate  repaired  to  the  Chamber  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  for  the  purpose  above 
expressed. 

The  Senate  returned  to  their  own  Chamber 
and  a  copy  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  this  day  addressed  to  both  Houses 
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of  Congress,  was  read.  (For  which,  see  House 
Proceedings,  post.) 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Tracy,  Laurance, 
and  Livermore,  be  a  committee  to  report  the 
draught  of  an  Address  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  answer  to  his  Speech  this  day 
.  to  both  Houses  of  Congress. 

It  was  further  ordered  that  the  Speech  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Resolved^  That  each  Senator  be  supplied,  dur- 
ing the  present  session,  with  copies  or  three  such 
newspapers,  printed  in  any  of  the  States,  as  he 
may  choose ;  provided  that  the  same  are  furnish- 
ed at  the  rate  of  the  usual  annual  charge  for  such 
papers. 

Wednesday,  May  17. 

Richard  Stockton,  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  attended. 

The  committee  appointed  yesterday  not  being 
ready  to  report,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Thursday,  May  18. 

Henry  Tazewell,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
attended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  pro- 
ceeded to  the  choice  of  a  Chaplain  to  Congress 
on  their  part,  and  the  Rev.  Ashbel  Green  is 
duly  elected. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
draught  of  an  Address  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  answer  to  his  Speech  to  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  at  the  opening  of  the  ses- 
sion ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Friday,  May  19. 

John  Henry,  from  the  State  of  Maryland, 
attended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tracy, 

Ordered^  That  the  report  of  the  committee,  ap- 
pointed to  draught  an  Address,  in  answer  to  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  at 
the  opening  of  the  session,  be  recommitted.  And 
it  was  agreed  that  Messrs.  HenRy  and  Tazewell 
be  added  to  the  committee. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
State,  communicating,  by  order  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States;  sundry  papers,  No.  1  to  18, 
respecting  the  situation  of  affairs  of  the  United 
States  with  France,  Spain,  and  Holland ;  which 
papers  were  read. 

Ordered.  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 


Saturday,  May  20. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  report  of  an  Address  in  answer 
to  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  at  the  open- 
ins  of  the  session,  reported  sundry  amendments ; 
which  were  read. 


On  motion,  that  the  report,  as  amended,  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  it  passed  in  the 
negative. 

Ordered)  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed  until  Monday  next. 


Monday,  May  23. 

John  Brown,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  and 
Jacob  Read,  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
severally  attended. 

John  Rutherfurd,  appointed  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  New  Jersey,  produced  his  credentials, 
which  were  read,  and  the  oath  required  bv  law 
being  administered  to  him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  draught, 
reported  by  the  committee,  of  an  Address  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  in  answer  to  his 
Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  session,  and  having 
agreed  to  sundry  amendments,  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  May  23. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  the  draught  of  an  Ad- 
dress, in  answer  to  the  Speech  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  at 
the  opening  of  the  session. 

On  motion,  to  expunge  the  following  para- 
graph, to  wit : 

"  We  are  happy,  since  our  sentiments  on  the  subject 
are  in  perfect  unison  with  yours,  in  this  public  manner 
to  declare,  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has 
been  just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations,  and  that 
those  internal  regulations,  which  have  been  established 
for  the  preservation  of  peace,  are,  in  their  nature,  pro- 
per, and  have  been  fairly  executed :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11, 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Henry,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason,  Tazewell, 
and  Tattnall. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Latimer,  Liver- 
more,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tiche- 
nor,  and  Tracy. 

And  the  report  being  further  amended,  was 
adopted,  as  follows : 

Sir  :  The  Senate  of  the  United  States  request  yon 
to  accept  their  acknowledgments  for  the  comprehen- 
sive and  interesting  detail  you  have  given,  in  your 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  on  the  existing 
state  of  the  Union. 

While  we  regret  the  necessity  of  the  present  meeting 
of  the  Legislature,  we  wish  to  express  our  entire  ap- 
probation of  your  conduct  in  convening  it  on  this  mo- 
mentous occasion. 

The  superintendence  of  our  national  faith,  honor, 
and  dignity,  being,  in  a  great  measure,  constitutionally 
deposited  with  the  Executive,  we  observe,  with  singular 
satisfaction,  the  vigilance,  firmness,  and  promptitude, 
exhibited  by  you,  in  this  critical  state  of  our  public 
affairs,  and  from  thence  derive  an  evidence  and  pledge 
of  the  rectitude  and  integrity  of  your  administration. 
And  we  are  sensible  it  is  an  object  of  primary  import- 
ance, that  each  branch  of  the  Government  should  adopt 
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t  language  and  system  of  conduct,  which  shall  he  cool, 
just,  and  dispassionate ;  hut  firm,  explicit,  and  decided. 
We.  are  equally  desirous,  with  you,  to  preserve 
peace  and  friendship  with  all  nations,  and  are  happy  to 
be  informed,  that  neither  the  honor  nor  interests  of  the 
United  States  forbid  advances  for  securing. those  desi- 
rable objects,  by  amicable  negotiation  with  the  French 
Republic  This  method  of  adjusting  national  differen- 
ces is  not  only  the  most  mild,  but  the  most  rational  and 
humane,  and  with  Governments  disposed  to  be  just, 
can  seldom  mil  of  success,  when  fairly,  candidly,  and 
sincerely,  used.  If  we  have  committed  errors,  and  can 
be  made  sensible  of  them,  we  agree  with  you  in  opin- 
ion that  we  ought  to  correct  them,  and  compensate  the 
injuries  which  may  have  been  consequent  thereon ; 
and  we  trust  the  French  Republic  will  be  actuated  by 
the  same  just  and  benevolent  principles  of  national 
policy. 

We  do,  therefore,  most  sincerely  approve  of  your  de- 
termination to  promote  and  accelerate  an  accommoda- 
tion of  our  existing  differences  with  that  Republic,  by 
negotiation,  on  terms  compatible  with  the  rights,  duties, 
interests,  and  honor,  of  our  nation.  And  you  may  rest 
assured  of  our  most  cordial  co-operation,  so  far  as  it  may 
become  necessary,  in  this  pursuit. 

Peace  and  harmony  with  all  nations  is  our  sincere 
wish ;  but,  such  being  the  lot  of  humanity,  that  nations 
will  not  always  reciprocate  peaceable  dispositions,  it  is 
our  firm  belief  that  effectual  measures  of  defence  will 
tend  to  inspire  that  national  self-respect  and  confidence 
at  home,  which  is  the  unfailing  source  of  respectability 
abroad,  to  cheek  aggression,  and  prevent  war. 

While  we  are  endeavoring  to  adjust  our  differences 
with  the  French  Republic,  by  amicable  negotiation,  the 
progress  of  the  war  in  Europe,  the  depredations  on  our 
commerce,  the  personal  injuries  to  our  citizens,  and  the 
general  complexion  of  affairs,  prove  to  us  your  vigilant 
care,  in  recommending  to  our  attention  effectual  meas- 
ures of  defence. 

Those  which  you  recommend,  whether  they  relate 
to  external  defence,  by  permitting  our  citizens  to  arm 
for  the  purpose  of  repelling  aggressions  on  their  com- 
mercial rights,  and  by  providing  sea  convoys,  or  to  in- 
ternal defence,  by  increasing  the  establishments  of  ar- 
tillery and  cavalry,  by  forming  a  provisional  army,  by 
revising  the  militia  laws,  and  fortifying,  more  complete- 
ly, our  ports  and  harbors,  will  meet  our  consideration, 
under  the  influence  of  the  same  just  regard  for  the  se- 
curity, interest,  and  honor,  of  our  country,  which  dic- 
tated your  recommendation. 

Practices  so  unnatural  and  iniquitous,  as  those  you 
state,  of  our  own  citizens,  converting  their  property 
and  personal  exertions  into  the  means  of  annoying  our 
trade,  and  injuring  their  fellow-citizens,  deserve  legal 
severity  commensurate  with  their  turpitude. 

Although  the  8enate  believe  that  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  our  country  does  not  depend  on  general 
and  extensive  political  connexions  with  European  na- 
tions, yet  we  can  never  lose  sight  of  the  propriety  as 
well  as  necessity  of  enabling  the  Executive,  by  suffi- 
cient and  liberal  supplies,  to  maintain,  and  even  extend, 
our  foreign  intercourse,  as  exigencies  may  require,  re- 
posing full  confidence  in  the  Executive,  in  whom  the 
Constitution  has  placed  the  powers  of  negotiation. 

We  learn,  with  sincere  concern,  that  attempts  are  in 
operation  to  alienate  the  affections  of  our  fellow-citizens 
from  their  Government.  Attempts  so  wicked,  wherever 
they  exist,  cannot  mil  to  excite  our  utmost  abhorrence. 
A  Government  chosen  by  the  people  for  their  own  safe- 
ty and  happiness,  and  calculated  to  secure  both,  cannot 


lose  their  affections,  so  long  as  its  administration  pur- 
sues the  principle  upon  which  it  was  erected.  And 
your  resolution  to  observe  a  conduct  just  and  impartial 
to  all  nations,  a  sacred  regard  to  our  national  engage- 
ments, and  not  to  impair  the  rights  of  our  Government, 
contains  principles  which  cannot  fail  to  secure  to  your 
administration  the  support  of  the  National  Legislature, 
to  render  abortive  every  attempt  to  excite  dangerous 
jealousies  among  us,  and  to  convince  the  world  that 
our  Government,  and  your  administration  of  it,  cannot 
be  separated  from  the  affectionate  support  of  every  good 
citizen.  And  the  Senate  cannot  suffer  the  present  oc- 
casion to  pass,  without  thus  publicly  and  solemnly  ex- 
pressing their  attachment  to  the  Constitution  and  Gov- 
ernment of  their  country ;  and  as  they  hold  themselves 
responsible  to  their  constituents,  their  consciences,  and 
their  God,  it  is  their  determination,  by  all  their  exertions, 
to  repel  every  attempt  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the 
people  from  the  Government,  so  highly  injurious  to  the 
honor,  safety,  and  independence  of  the  United  States. 

We  are  happy,  since  our  sentiments  on  the  subject 
are  in  perfect  unison  with  yours,  in  this  public  manner 
to  declare,  that  we  believe  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  been  just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations,  and 
that  those  internal  regulations  which  have  been  estab- 
lished for  the  preservation  of  peace,  are  in  their  nature 
proper,  and  have  been  fairly  executed. 

And  we  are  equally  happy  in  possessing  an  entire 
confidence  in  your  abilities  and  exertions  in  your  sta- 
tion to  maintain  untarnished  the  honor,  preserve  the 
peace,  and  support  the  independence  of  our  country;  to 
acquire  and  establish  which,  in  connexion  with  your 
fellow- citizens,  has  been  the  virtuous  effort  of  a  princi- 
pal part  of  your  life. 

To  aid  you  in  these  arduous  and  honorable  exertions, 
as  it  is  our  duty,  so  it  shall  be  our  faithful  endeavor. 
And  we  flatter  ourselves,  sir,  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  present  session  of  Congress  will  manifest  to  the 
world,  that,  although  the  United  States  love  peace,  they 
will  be  independent  That  they  are  sincere  in  their 
declarations  to  be  just  to  the  French,  and  all  other  na- 
tions, and  expect  the  same  in  return. 

If  a  sense  of  justice,  a  love  of  moderation  and  peace, 
shall  influence  their  councils,  which  we  sincerely  hope, 
we  shall  have  just  grounds  to  expect  peace  and  amity 
between  the  United  States  and  all  nations  will  be  pre- 
served. 

But  if  we  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  experience  injuries 
from  any  foreign  Power,  and  the  ordinary  methods  by 
which  differences  are  amicably  adjusted  between  na- 
tions shall  be  rejected,  the  determination  "  not  to  sur- 
render in  any  manner  the  rights  of  the  Government" 
being  so  inseparably  connected  with  the  dignity,  in- 
terest, and  independence  of  our  country,  shall  by  us  be 
steadily  and  inviolably  supported. 

THOMAS  JEFFERSON, 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  President  of  the  Senate. 

Ordered)  That  the  committee  who  prepared 
the  Address  wait  on  the  President  of  the  united 
States,  and  desire  him  to  acquaint  the  Senate  at 
what  time  and  place  it  will  be  most  convenient 
for  him  that  it  should  be  presented. 

Mr.  Tracy  reported  from  the  committee  that 
they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  he  would  receive  the  Address 
of  the  Senate  to-morrow,  at  12  o'clock,  at  his 
own  house. 

Resolved.  That  the  Senate  will,  to-morrow,  at 

*  *  * 
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12  o'clock,  wait  oa  the  President  of  the  United 
States  accordingly. 


Wednesday,  May  24. 

Elijah  Paine,  from  the  State  of  Vermont,  at- 
tended. 

Agreeably  to  the  resolution  of  yesterday,  the 
Senate  waited  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  Vice  President,  in  their  name, 
presented  the  Address  then  agreed  to. 

To  which  the  President  made  the  following 
reply : 

Mr.  Vice  President, 

and  Gentlemen  of  the  Senate : 

It  would  be  an  affectation  in  me  to  dissemble  the 
pleasure  I  feel  on  receiving  this  kind  Address. 

My  long  experience  of  the  wisdom,  fortitude,  and 
patriotism,  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  enhances 
in  my  estimation  the  value  of  those  obliging  expressions 
of  your  approbation  of  my  conduct,  which  are  a  gen- 
erous reward  for  the  past,  and  an  affecting  encourage- 
ment to  constancy  and  perseverance  in  future. 

Our  sentiments  appear  to  be  so  entirely  in  unison, 
that  I  cannot  but  believe  them  to  be  the  rational  result 
of  the  understandings  and  the  natural  feelings  of  the 
hearts  of  Americans  in  general,  on  contemplating  the 
present  state  of  the  nation. 

While  such  principles  and  affections  prevail,  they 
will  form  an  indissoluble  bond  of  union,  and  a  sure 
pledge  that  our  country  has  no  essential  injury  to  ap- 
prehend from  any  portentous  appearances  abroad.  In 
a  humble  reliance  on  Divine  Providence,  we  may  rest 
assured,  that,  while  we  reiterate  with  sincerity  our  en- 
deavors to  accommodate  all  our  differences  with  France, 
the  independence  of  our  country  cannot  be  diminished, 
its  dignity  degraded,  or  its  glory  tarnished,  by  any  na- 
tion or  combination  of  nations,  whether  friends  or  ene- 


mies. 


JOHN  ADAMS. 


The  Senate  returned  to  their  own  Chamber, 
and  adjourned. 

Thursday)  May  25. 
The  Senate  transacted  no  business  to-day. 


Friday,  May  26. 

Humphrey  Marshall,  from  the  State  of  Ken- 
tucky, attended. 

The  Senate  adjourned,  without  transacting  any 
business,  to  Monday. 

•     Monday,  May  29. 

James  Ross,  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
attended. 

Mr.  Read  gave  notice  that  he  would,  to-mor- 
row, move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  prevent 
the  exportation  of  arms  and  ammunition  from 
t    the  United  States,  for  a  limited  time* 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Sedgwick. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Speech  as  relates  to  building  and  equipping,  with- 
in the  United  States,  cruisers  to  commit  depreda- 
tions on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  and 
so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  citizens  of  the  Uni- 


ted States  fitting  out  privateers,  taking  the  com- 
mand, or  entering  on  board  of  them,  and  commit- 
ting spoliations  on  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Livbrmorb,  Lad- 
rance,  and  Read,  to  consider  and  report  thereon ; 
and  that  the  said  committee  be  authorized  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  bills,  or  otherwise. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Sedgwick. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  or  the  President's 
Speech  as  relates  to  a  revision  of  the  laws  for  or- 
ganizing, arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia  be 
referred  to  Messrs.  Howard,  Latimer,  Tichenor, 
Foster,  and  Laura nce?  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  that  the  satd  committee  be  author- 
ized to  report  by  bill  or  bills,  or  otherwise. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Sedgwick,  that  so  much  of 
the  President's  Speech  as  relates  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  permanent  system  of  naval  defence,  and 
authorizing  the  arming  of  vessels  the  property  of 
individuals,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee  to 
consider  and  report ;  and  that  the  said  commit- 
tee be  authorized  to  report  by  bill  or  bills,  or  oth- 
erwise. 

A  motion  was  made  that  this  motion  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow;  and  it  passed  in  the  neg- 
ative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  that  the  words, 
"and  authorizing  the  arming  of  vessels  the  prop- 
erty of  individuals,"  be  expunged,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  17,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yeas— Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Hunter,  Langdon,  Livennore,  Martin,  Maeon,  Taze- 
well, and  TattnalL 

Nats*— Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Goodhue,  'Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Paine, 
Read,  Ross,  Rutherrurd,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tichenor, 
Tracy,  and  Vining. 

And  it  was  agreed  that  the  original  motion  be 
referred  to  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Bingham,  Brad- 
ford, Henry,  and  Rutherfurd. 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Speech  as  related  to  providing  means  of  addition- 
al defence,  by  an  augmentation  of  the  regular  ar- 
tillery and  cavalry,  and  making  arrangements  for 
forming  a  provisional  army,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Tracy,  Sedgwick,  Marshall,  Ross,  and  Vin- 
ing, to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate ; 
and  that  the  said  commitee  be  authorized  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  bills,  or  otherwise. 


Tuesday,  May  30. 

Conformable  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr. 
Read  had  permission  to  introduce  a  bill  prohibit- 
ing, for  a  limited  time,  the  exportation  of  arms 
and  ammunition  ;  which  bill  was  read  a  first  time, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Wednesday.  May  31. 

The  bill  prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time,  the  ex- 
portation of  arms  ana  ammunition,  was  read  the 
second  time, and  referred  to  Messrs.  Read,  Brown, 
and  Blood  worth,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 
to  the  Senate. 
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Thursday,  June  1. 

Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  to  prevent  citizens 
of  the  United  States  privateering  against  nations 
in  amity,  or  against  citizens  of  the  United  States; 
which  was  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the 
second  reading. 

Friday,  June  2. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time, 
the  exportation  of  arms  and  ammunition,  reported 
sundry  amendments;  which  were  read  and 
adopted. 

Ordered.  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

The  bill  to  prevent  citizens  of  the  United 
States  privateering  against  nations  in  amity,  or 
against  citizens  of  the  United  States,  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
communication  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  accompanying  his  specie  account  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  31st  of  March  last,  together 
with  bis  account  of  receipts  and  expenditures  in 
the  War  Department,  for  the  same  period ;  which 
were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Monday,  June  5. 

The  bill  prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time,  the  ex- 
portation of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  en- 
couraging the  importation  thereof,  was  read  the 
third  time ;  and,  being  further  amended, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed; and  that  the  title  thereof  be,  "An  act 
prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time,  the  exportation  of 
arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  encouraging  the 
importation  thereof." 

The  bill  to  prevent  citizens  of 'the  United 
States  privateering  against  nations  in  amity  with, 
or  against  citizens  of,  the  United  States,  was  read 
the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
prevent  citizens  of  the  United  States  privateer- 
ing against  nations  in  amity  with,  or  against  citi- 
zens of,  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Speech  as 
relates  to  providing  means  of  additional  defence, 
by  an  augmentation  of  the  regular  artillery  and 
cavalry,  and  making  arrangements  for  forming  a 
provisional  army,  reported  a  bill ;  which  was  read 
the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


The  bill  for  raising  and  organising  an  addi- 
tional corps  of  artillerists  and  engineers  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Speech  as 
relates  to  providing  means  of  additional  defence, 
by  an  augmentation  of  the  regular  artillery  ana 
cavalry,  and  making  arrangements  for  forming  a 
provisional  army,  reported  a  bill ;  which  was  read 
the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Speech  as 
relates  to  the  establishment  of  a  permanent  sys- 
tem of  naval  defence,  and  authorizing  the  arm- 
ing of  vessels  the  property  of  individuals,  re- 
ported a  bill ;  which  was  read  the  first  time,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Wednesday,  June  7. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  protection  of  the 
trade  of  the  United  States  was  read  the  second 
time ;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  bill  for  raising  and  organizing  an  addi- 
tional corps  of  artillerists  and  engineers  was  read 
the  third  time ;  and  being  further  amended,  on 
the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmatives-yeas  18,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Meter*.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Lawrence,  Livermore, 
Marshall,  Paine,  Read,  Rom,  Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick, 
8tockton,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Vining. 

Nats — Messrs.  Blount,  Bradford,  Cocke,  Langdon, 
Martin,  Mason,  Tazewell,  and  Tattnall. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An 
act  for  raising,  and  organizing  an  additional  corps 
of  artillerists  and  engineers." 


Tuesday,  June  6. 

Mr.  La  no  don  presented  to  the  Senate  the  peti- 
tion of  Samuel  Cutts  and  others,  merchants,  of 
u)e  State  of  New  Hampshire,  praying  compensa- 
tion for  certain  spoliations  committed  on  their 
property,  in  the  prosecution  of  fair  and  legal  com- 
merce, by  the  armed  vessels  of  foreign  nations ; 
which  petition  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 


Thursday,  June  8. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  en- 
titled u  An  act  prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time,  the 
exportation  of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  en- 
couraging the  importation  thereof,"  with  amend- 
ments; in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  providing  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion,  to  strike  out  of  the  first  section  the 
following  words : 

"  And  also  to  procure,  by  purchase  or  otherwise,  and 
cause  to  be  fitted  out,  manned,  and  employed,  a  num- 
ber of  vessels,  not  exceeding  nine,  to  carry  not  exceed- 
ing twenty  guns  each/' 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11, 
nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Hunter,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  Taze- 
well, and  Tattnall. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bradford,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Henry, 
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Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  MarahaH, 
Paine,  Read,  Roes,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Stockton, 
Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Vining. 


Friday,  June  9. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  entitled 
"  An  act  prohibiting,  for  a  limited  time,  the  ex- 
portation of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  en- 
couraging the  importation  thereof." 

Ordered,  That  the  amendments  be  referred  to 
Messrs.  Ross,  Read,  and  Brown,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  prevent  citizens  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  privateering  against  nations  in  amity 
with,  or  against  citizens  of,  the  United  States," 
with  amendments,  in  which  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  providing  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  States,  and  it  was  agreed  to  amend 
the  third  section  to  read  as  follows : 

«  8sc.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  may  employ  tfie  said  frigates, 
and  the  said  vessels,  to  protect  the  ships  and  cargoes 
belonging  solely  to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
and  also  the  harbors  and  seacoast  of  the  United  States, 
in  such  manner,  and  under  such  regulations,  as  shall 
in  no  ways  contravene  either  the  laws  of  nations  or 
any  existing  treaties  between  the  United  States  and 
foreign  nations." 

On  motion,  further  to  amend  the  section,  by 
striking  out  the  words  "  and  also,"  and,  in  lieu 
thereof,  inserting  '*  within,"  and  in  the  following 
line,  before  the  word  "seacoast,"  to  insert  the 
words  "on  the,"  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  13,  nays  15,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Cocke,  Foster, 
Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mar- 
shall, Mason,  Tazewell,  and  Tattnall. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Brown,  Good- 
hue, Henry,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Paine,  Read,  Ross, 
Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tichenor,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  section  as  amended, 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  15, 
nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Goodhue,  Henry, 
Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Ruth- 
erford, Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tichenor,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Foster,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Marshall, 
Mason,  Tazewell,  and  Tattnall. 

Ordered,  That  the  bill  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  prohibiting, 
for  a  limited  time,  the  exportation  of  arms  and 
ammunition,  and  fox  encouraging  the  importation 
thereof,"  reported,  that  the  same  be  adopted,  which 
report  was  read.  * 


Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the  said 
amendments. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Tichenor  be  appointed  a 
committee  for  enrolled  bills,  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  jointly  with  such  committee  as  may  be 
appointed  for  that  purpose  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 


Monday,  June  12. 

Ordered,  That  the  amendments  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
prevent  citizens  of  the  United  States  privateering 
against  nations  in  amity  with,  or  against  citizens 
of,  the  United  States,"  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee who  originally  reported  the  bill,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Goodhue  reported,  from  the  committee  to 
whom  was  referred  the  bill  providing  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
report  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  light 
dragoons  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  appointing  a  joint  com- 
mittee on  enrolled  bills,  and  have  appointed  a 
committee  on  their  part. 


Tuesday,  June  13. 

Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to 
prevent  citizens  of  the  United  States  privateering 
against  nations  in  amity  with,  or  against  citizens 
ot  the  United  States."  reported  that  the  same  be 
adopted. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the  said 
amendments. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was.referred  the  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States. 

On  motion,  to  strike  out  the  eighth  section,  as 
reported  by  tne  committee,  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  8.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  author- 
ized and  empowered,  should  he  deem  it  expedient,  to 
cause  to  be  procured,  by  purchase  or  otherwise,  and  to 
be  fitted  out,  manned,  and  employed,  a  number  of  ves- 
sels, not  exceeding  nine,  to  carry  not  exceeding  twenty 
guns  each :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  12, 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Foster,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason, 
Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Goodhue,  Henry, 
Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Paine,  Read, 
Rutherfurd,  Stockton,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Vining. 

And  the  report,  being  amended,  was  adopted. 
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On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  expunge  the  second 
section  of  the  original  bill ;  and  the  other  sections 
of  the  original  bill  being  amended,  it  was  order- 
ed that  it  pass  to  the  third  reading  as  amended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  light  dra- 
goons; and,  after  progress,  the  further  considera- 
tion thereof  was  postponed. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

I  have  received  information  from  the  Commissioner, 
appointed  on  the  pert  of  the  United  States,  pursuant 
to  the  third  article  of  our  treaty  with  Spain,  that  the 
running  and  marking  of  the  boundary  line,  between 
the  coloniee  of  East  and  West  Florida,  and  the  terri- 
tory of  the  United  States,  have  been  delayed  by  the 
officers  of  His  Catholic  Majesty ;  and  that  they  have 
declared  their  intention  to  maintain  his  jurisdiction, 
and  to  suspend  the  withdrawing  his  troops  from  the 
military  posts  they  occupy  within  the  territory  of  the 
United  States,  until  the  two  Governments  shall,  by  ne- 
gotiation, have  settled  the  meaning  of  the  second  arti- 
cle, respecting  the  withdrawing  of  the  troops,  garrisons, 
or  settlements,  of  either  party,  in  the  territory  of  the 
other;  that  is,  whether,  when  the  Spanish  garrisons 
withdraw,  they  are  to  leave  the  works  standing,  or  to 
demolish  them  ;  and,  until,  by  an  additional  article  to 
the  treaty,  the  real  property  of  the  inhabitants  shall  be 
secured;  and,  likewise,  until  the  Spanish  officers  are 
rare  the  Indians  will  be  pacific.  The  two  first  ques- 
tion*, if  to  be  determined  by  negotiation,  might  be  made 
sahjects  of  discussion  for  years,  and  as  no  limitation  of 
tune  can  be  prescribed  to  the  other,  a  certainty  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Spanish  officers  that  the  Indians  will  be 
pacific,  it  will  be  impossible  to  suffer  it  to  remain  an 
obstacle  to  the  fulfilment  of  the  treaty  on  the  part  of 
Spain. 

To  remove  the  first  difficulty,  I  have  determined  to 
leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the  officers  of  His  Catholic 
Majesty,  when  they  withdraw  bis  troops  from  the  forts 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  8tates,  either  to  leave 
the  works  standing,  or  to  demolish  them ;  and  to  re- 
move the  second,  I  shall  cause  an  assurance  to  be  pub- 
lished, and  to  be  particularly  communicated  to  the  Min- 
ister of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  and  to  the  Governor  of 
Louisiana,  that  the  settlers  or  occupants  of  the  lands  in 
question,  shall  not  be  disturbed  in  their  possessions  by 
the  troops  of  the  United  States ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
that  they  shall  be  protected  in  all  their  lawful  claims ; 
and  to  prevent  or  remove  every  doubt  on  this  point,  it 
merits  the  consideration  of  Congress,  whether  it  will 
not  be  expedient,  immediately,  to  pass  a  law,  giving 
positive  assurances  to  those  inhabitants,  who,  by  fair 
and  regular  grants,  or  by  occupancy,  have  obtained 
legal  titles  or  equitable  claims  to  lands  in  that  country, 
prior  to  the  final  ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Spain,  on  the  twenty-fifth  of  April, 
1796. 

This  country  is  rendered  peculiarly  valuable  by  its 
inhabitants,  who  are  represented  to  amount  to  nearly 
four  thousand,  generally  well  affected,  and  much  at- 
tached to  the  United  States,  and  zealous  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  government  under  their  authority. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  to  your  consideration  the 
expediency  of  erecting  a  government  in  the  district  of 
the  Natchez,  similar  to  that  established  for  the  territory 


northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  but  with  certain  modifica- 
tions, relative  to  titles  or  claims  of  land,  whether  of  in- 
dividuals or  companies,  or  to  claims  of  jurisdiction  of 
any  individual  State. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
United  States,  June  12,  1797. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  for  copsideration. 

Wednesday,  June  14. 

Ordered,  That  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  12th  instant,  with  the 
papers  accompanying  it,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Tracy,  Brown,  and  Ross,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  light  dra- 
goons; which  was  amended,  and  on  the  question 
to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  negative — yeas  13,  nays  15,  as 
follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Goodhue,  Latimer,  Lau- 
rance,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherfurd, 
Sedgwick,  8tockton,  Tichenor,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Bradford,  Brown, 
Cocke,  Foster,  Henry,  Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Langdon, 
Martin,  Mason,  Ross,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  not  pass. 


Thursday,  June  15. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  protection  of  the 
trade  of  the  United  States  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and;  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  as 
amended,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative, 
yeas  16,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Goodhue,  Hen- 
ry, Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Paine,  Read,  Ross, 
Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and 
Yining. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,'  Cocke, 
Foster,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed,  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  providing  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  States." 

Mr.  Goodhue  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  prevent 
the  arming  of  private  ships,  except  in  certain 
cases,  and  under  certain  regulations. 


Friday,  June  16. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr.  Good- 
hue obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  prevent 
the  arming  of  private  ships,  except  in  certain 
cases,  and  under  certain  regulations ;  which  was 
read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  for  the  further 
defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States  ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 
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The  bill  was  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Laurance,  Henry,  and  Read, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Saturday,  June  17. 

The  bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships, 
except  in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regula- 
tions, was  read  the  second  time ;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 


Monday,  June  19. 

Mr.  Laurance,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide 
for  the  further  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of 
the  United  States,"  reported  that  the  bill  pass 
without  amendment. 
.  Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  directing  the  appointment 
of  agents,  in  relation  to  the  sixth  article  of  the 
Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation,  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,"  and 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  enti- 
tled '  An  act  concerning  the  registering  and  re- 
cording of  ships  and  vessels;'"  in  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read  twice;  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Bingham,  and 
Langdon,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  first  mentioned  in  the  message  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships,  except 
*   in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regulations; 
and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Speech  as 
relates  to  providing  means  of  additional  defence, 
by  an  augmentation  of  the  regular  artillery  and 
cavalry,  and  making  arrangements  for  forming  a 
provisional  army,  reported  a  bill,  which  was  read 
the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


to  Messrs.  Tazewell,  Henry,  and  Brown,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide 
for  the  further  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of 
the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  to  strike  out  the  third  section  of  the 
bill,  as*  follows: 

"  Sbc.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  8tates  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  empow- 
ered to  authorize  any  of  the  States,  which  were  found 
indebted  to  the  United  8tates  in  a  settlement  of  ac- 
counts between  them  and  the  respective  States,  to  ex- 
pend, under  his  direction,  the  sums  respectively  due 
from  them,  in  fortifying  their  ports  and  harbors,  and 
the  sums,  which  may  be  so  expended,  shall  be  passed  to 
the  credit  of  the  said  States,  on  account  of  the  balances 
found  and  reported  by  the  commissioners  for  settling 
the  accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  indi- 
vidual States,  to  be  due  from  the  said  States  to  the 
United  States :  Provided,  The  said  States  shall  and  do 
cede  to  the  United  States  the  lands  or  places  on  which 
such  fortifications  shall  be  so  erected,  in  cases  when 
the  lands  are  the  property  of  such  States :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  9,  nays 
18,  as  follows: 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Langdon,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Henry,  Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurence, 
Livermore,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick 
Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  do  not  con- 
cur  in  the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An 
act  for  raising  and  organizing  an  additional  corps 
of  artillerists  and  engineers." 

A  motion  was  made,  to  add,  after  the  14th  rule. 
a  new  one,  as  follows: 

"  And  when  a  motion  shall  be  made  for  striking  out 
any  period,  section,  or  clause,  in  a  report,  resolution,  or 
bill,  it  shall  always  be  in  order  to  move  any  amend- 
ment or  amendments  of  such  period,  section,  or  clause, 
and  such  amendment,  or  amendments,  shall  always  be 
decided  before  the  question  on  striking  out  is  put." 

And,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 


Tuesday,  June  20. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  tbe  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  directing  a  detachment 
from  the  militia  of  the  United  States;"  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Laurance,  Tazewell,  and  Bradford,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  directing 
the  appointment  of  agents,  in  relation  to  the  sixth 
article  of  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and 
Navigation,  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 


Wednesday,  June  21. 

Mr.  Laurance,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
directing  a  detachment  from  (he  militia  of  the 
United  States,"  reported  that  the  bill  pass  without 
amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re* 
presentatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  (i  An  act 
in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  '  An  act  concerning 
the  registering  and  recording  of  ships  and  ves- 
sels," reported  sundry  amendments;  which  were 
read  and  adopted. 
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Orderedj  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships,  except 
in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regulations. 


Friday,  June  23. 

.A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  in  addition  to  an  act,  entitled  *  An  act 


Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy,    concerning  the  registering  and  recording  of  ships 
Tazewell,  Goodhue,  Livermore,  and  Bingham,  ;  and  vessels." 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate.         j      Mr.  Tazewell,  from   the  committee  to  whom 

The  bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United  !  was  referred  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  directing 
States,  under  certain  restrictions,  to  raise  a  pro-  .  the  appointment  of  agents  in  relation  to  the  sixth 
visional  army,  was  read  the  second  time;  and, ,  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and 
after  debate,  Navigation,  between  the  United  States  and  Great 

Orrfererf,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof  [  Britain,"  reported  sundry  amendments;  which 


be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Thursday,  June  22. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Having  sent  the  report  and  documents  which  accom- 
pany this  Message  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
compliance  with  their  desire,  expressed  in  their  reso- 
lution of  the  tenth  of  this  month,  I  think  it  proper  to 
send  duplicates  to  the  Senate  for  their  information. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Chitbd  8tat»s,  June  22,  1797. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  ;( An  act  directing 
a  detachment  from  the  militia  of  the  United 
States,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  that  this  bill  pass. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence, entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to 
an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  concerning  the  register- 
ing and  recording  of  ships  and  vessels,'"  was  read 
the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  resolution  "  That  the  President  of  the  Senate, 
and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, be  authorized  to  close  the  present  session 
by  adjourning  their  respective  Houses  on  the 
twenty-eighth  day  of  this  month;"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
under  certain  restrictions,  to  raise  a  provisional 
army  ;  and,  after  debate, 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill ;  and  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  9,  nays  17,  as  follows  : 

Yea  a — Messrs.  Goodhue,  Laurence,  Marshall,  Read, 
Rosa,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Tichenor,  and  Tracy. 

Nats  —  Messrs.  Bloodworm,  Blount,  Bradford, 
Brown,  Cocke,  Foster,  Hunter,  Hillhouse,  Howard, 
Langdon,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  Paine, 
Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  the  bill  was  lost. 


were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate^ 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  on 
the  28th  instant;  and,  after  debate, 

Orderedj  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  Tuesday  next. 

Mr.  Read  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  request  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  em- 
powering the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
lay,  regulate,  and  revoke,  embargoes,  during  the 
recess  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Tract  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  request  leave  to  introduce  a  bill 
directing  the  period  at  which  the  next  session  of 
Congress  shall  commence. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
made  the  20th  instant  for  an  additional  rule ;  and, 
it  was  agreed  to  postpone  the  consideration  there- 
of until  the  next  session  of  Congress. 


was  re- 
United 


Saturday,  June  24. 

The  following  confidential  Message 
ceived  from  the  President  of  the 
States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

of  the  House  of  Representatives  • 

The  Dey  of  Algiers  has  manifested  a  predilection  for 
American  built  vessels,  and,  in  consequence,  has  de- 
sired that  two  vessels  might  be  constructed  and  equip- 
ped, as  cruisers,  according  to  the  choice  and  taste  of 
Captain  O'Brien.  The  coat  of  two  such  vessels,  built 
with  live  oak  and  cedar,  and  coppered,  with  guns  and 
all  other  equipments  complete,  is  estimated  at  forty-five 
thousand  dollars.  The  expense  of  navigating  them  to 
Algiers  may,  perhaps,  be  compensated,  by  the  freight 
of  the  stores  with  which  they  may  be  loaded  on  account 
of  our  stipulations  by  treaty  with  the  Dey. 

A  compliance  with  the  Dey's  request  appears  to  me 
to  be  of  serious  importance.  He  will  repay  the  whole 
expense  of  building  and  equipping  the  two  vessels ;  and 
as  he  has  advanced  the  price  of  our  peace  with  Tripoli, 
and  become  pledged  for  that  of  Tunis,  the  United 
States  seem  to  be  under  peculiar  obligations  to  provide 
this  accommodation ;  and  I  trust  that  Congress  will 
authorize  the  advance  of  money  necessary  for  that 
purpose. 

It  also  appears  to  be  of  importance  to  place  at  Al- 
giers a  person  as  Consul,  in  whose  integrity  and  ability 
much  confidence  may  be  placed,  to  whom  a  consider- 
able latitude  of  discretion  should  be  allowed,  for  the 
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interest  of  the  United  State*  in  relation  to  their  com- 
merce. That  country  is  so  remote  as  to  render  it  im- 
practicable for  the  Consul  to  ask  and  receive  instruc- 
tions in  sudden  emergencies.  He  may  sometimes  find 
it  necessary  to  make  instant  engagements  for  money, 
or  its  equivalent,  to  prevent  greater  expenses  or  more 
serious  evils.  We  can  hardly  hope  to  escape  occasions 
of  discontent  proceeding  from  the  Regency,  or  arising 
from  the  misconduct,  or  even  the  misfortunes,  of  our 
commercial  vessels  navigating  in  the  Mediterranean 
sea ;  and  unless  the  causes  of  discontent  are  speedily 
removed,  the  resentment  of  the  Regency  may  be  ex- 
erted with  precipitation  on  our  defenceless  citizens,  and 
their  property,  and  thus  occasion  a  tenfold  expense  to 
the  United  States.  For  these  reasons  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  expedient  to  vest  the  Consul  at  Algiers  with  a 
degree  of  discretionary  power,  which  can  be  requisite 
in  no  other  situation.  And  to  encourage  a  person  de- 
serving the  public  confidence  to  accept  so  expensive 
and  responsible  a  situation,  it  appears  indispensable  to 
allow  him  a  handsome  salary.  I  should  confer  on  such 
a  Consul  a  superintending  power  over  the  Consulates 
for  the  States  of  Tunis  and  Tripoli,  especially  in  re- 
spect to  pecuniary  engagements,  which  should  not  be 
made  without  his  approbation 

While  the  present  salary  of  two  thousand  dollars  a 
year  appears  adequate  to  the  Consulates  of  Tunis  and 
Tripoli,  twice  that  sum  probably  will  be  requisite  for 
Algiers. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uhitid  States,  June  23,  1797.  , 

• 

Ordered.  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr.  Read 
obtained  permission  to  introduce  a  bill  to  autho- 
rize the  President  of  the  United  States  to  lay, 
regulate,  and  revoke  embargoes;  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "An  act  directing  the  appoint- 
ment of  agents,  in  relation  to  the  sixth  article  of 
the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation, 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain ;" 
which  were  in  part  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  ask  a  confer- 
ence on  the  act  passed  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress, entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  of  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress ;"  and  have  appointed 
a  committee  for  the  purpose  on  (heir  part. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
providing  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States,"  with  amendments;  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr. 
Tracy  obtained  permission  to  introduce  a  bill 
ascertaining  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress. 

The  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for 
the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States," 
were  read. 


Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private 
ships,  except  in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain 
regulations,  reported  sundry  amendments ;  which 
were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate. 


Monday,  June  26. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  lay,  regulate,  and  revoke  embar- 
goes, was  read  the  second  time. 

On  motion  to  expunge  the  first  section  of  the 
bill,  as  follows : 

"  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentative* of  the  Vnited  States  of  America  in  Con- 
fress  assembled,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
tates  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  and  empowered 
whenever  in  his  opinion  the  public  safety  shall  so  re- 
quire, to  lay  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the 
ports  of  the  United  States ;  or  upon  the.  ships  and  ves- 
sels of  the  United  States,  or  the  ships  and  vessels  of 
any  foreign  nation ;  or  upon  ships  and  vessels  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  any  foreign  nation,  destined  to  any 
particular  foreign  ports  or  places,  under  such  regulations 
as  the  circumstances  of  the  case  may  require,  and  to 
continue  or  revoke  the  same  whenever  he  shall  think 
proper.  And  the  President  is  hereby  fully  authorized 
to  give  all  such  orders  to  the  officers  of  the  United 
States  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  the  same  into  rail 
effect :  Provided,  The  authority  aforesaid  shall  not  be 
exercised  while  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  shall 
be  in  session ;  and  any  embargo  which  may  be  laid  by 
the  President  as  aforesaid  shall  cease  and  determine  in 
fifteen  days  from  the  actual  meeting  of  Congress  next 
after  laying  the  same." 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  12. 
nays  15,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Bradford,  Brown, 
Cocke,  Henry,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason. 
Tattnall  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Marshall,  Paine, 
Read,  Ross,  Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Ordered.  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  on  the  24th'  instant. 
Mr.  Tracy  had  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  ascer- 
tain the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress ; 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  24th  instant,  asking  a  conference  on 
the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,"  was  considered. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  not  agree  to  the 
proposed  conference. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  protection  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  States." 

Resolved,  That  they  agree  to  the  amendments 
to  the  2d,  4th,  and  5th  sections,  and  disagree  to  all 
the  other  amendments  to  the  said  bill. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  directing 
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the  appointment  of  agents  in  relation  to  the  sixth 
article  of  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and 
Navigation,  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain.'9  was  read  the  third  time ;  and,  being  fur- 
ther amended, 
Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 


Tuesday,  June  27. 

The  bill  to  ascertain  the  time  for  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Congress  was  read  the  second  time. 

On  motion,  to  insert ik  December,"  in  place  of 
-November,"  in  the  first  enacting  clause ;  it  passed 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Brown,  Henry, 
Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Mason,  Read,  Ross,  Ruth- 
erford, 3edgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and 
Vining. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Cocke,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Hfflhouse,  Langdon,  Livennore,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Paine,  Tichenor,  and  Tracy. 

And  the  bill  being  further  amended, 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  for  an  ad- 
journment of  Congress  on  the  28th  instant,  and  it 
was  agreed  to  amend  the  resolution,  by  inserting 
"  the  Id  of  July"  for  the  time  of  adjournment. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  resolution  as  amend- 
ed, it  passed  in  the  negative. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  directing  the  appointment  of  agents  in 
relation  to  the  sixth  articleof  the  Treaty  of  Amity, 
Commerce,  and  Navigation,  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain';" 

They  have  passed  a  bill  entitled,  "  An  act  lay- 
ing duties  on  licenses  for  selling  foreign  wines  and 
foreign  distilled  spirituous  liquors  by  retail,"  and 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  continue  in  force,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  act,  and  sections  of  acts,  therein 
mentioned ;"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate ; 

They  insist  on  their  amendments  to  the  bill,  en- 
titled "  An  act  providing  for  the  protection  of  the 
trade  of  the  United  States."  ask  a  conference 
thereon,  and  have,  appointed  managers  on  their 
part 

The  bills  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives were  read  and  ordered  to  a  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
their  amendments  to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  di- 
recting the  appointment  of  agents  in  relation  to 
the  sixth  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Com- 
merce, and  Navigation,  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain."    Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  from  their  said 
amendments.  • 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  asking  a 
conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two 
Houses  on  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for 
the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States." 


Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  proposed 
conference,  and  that  Messrs.  Tazewell  and  Good- 
hue be  managers  at  the  same  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Hunter  presented  the  petition  of  Stephen 
Drayton,  late  a  deputy  quartermaster  general  in 
the  American  Army,  praying  for  liquidation  and 
payment  of  certain  demands  against  the  United 
States,  therein  mentioned;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Secretary 
for  the  Department  of  War,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate  at  the  next  session  of 
Congress. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  lay,  regulate,  and  revoke  embargoes, 
was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  12,  nays  15,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  How- 
ard, Hunter,  Latimer,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherfurd,  Sedg- 
wick, Stockton,  and  Tracy. 
Nats— Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Blount,  Bradford,  Brown, 
Cocke,  Henry,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Mason,  Paine,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and  Tichenor. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  not  pass. 


Wednesday,  June  28. 

-The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  the  act,  and  sec- 
tions of  acts,  therein  mentioned,"  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tract,  Hen- 
ry, and  Bloodworth,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tazewell  reported  from  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  confer  on 
the  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,"  that  the  committee  could  not  agree 
to  a  report.    Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  adhere  to  their  dis- 
agreement to  the  amendment  to  the  first  amend- 
ment. 

On  motion,  to  recede  from  their  disagreement 
to  the  amendment  for  adding  three  additional 
sections  to  the  end  of  the  bill,  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion,  to  amend  the  said  amendment,  a 
question  of  order  was  by  the  Vice  Prebident 
submitted  to  the  Senate,  to  wit: 

Is  it  in  order,  in  the  present  case,  for  the  Sen- 
ate to  recede  from  their  disagreement  to  an 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment?  And  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative. 

And  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  said  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recede  from  their 
disagreement  to  all  the  amendments  to  the  said 
bill,  except  the  first 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  laying 
duties  on  licenses  for  selling  foreign  wines  ana 
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foreign  distilled  spirituous  liquors  by  retail,"  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Paine,  Ross,  and  Goodhue,  to  consider  and  re* 
port  thereon  to  the  Senate/ 

The  bill  to  ascertain  the  time  for  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Congress  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
amended. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
ascertain  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress." 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  to 
prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships,  except  in 
certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regulations ;  and, 
aftej  debate,  the  further  consideration  thereof  was 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Thursday,  June  29. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
continue  in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  the  act,  and 
sections  of  acts,  therein  mentioned,"  reported  that 
it  pass  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  recede  from  their 
first  amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  protection 
of  the  trade  of  the  United  States." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships, 
except  in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regula- 
tions ;  and,  having  amended  the  report, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted;  together  with 
the  amendment  thereto,  to  Messrs.  Marshall, 
Ross,  and  Read,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 
to  the  Senate. 


Friday,  June  30. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  with  the  copy  of  a 
letter  in  answer  to  one  from  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  the  law  providing 
compensation  to  the  members  of  Congress ;  which 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Read,  Stockton,  and  Livermore,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate,  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
ascertain  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress," with  amendments,  in  which  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  continue 
in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  the  act  and  sections 
of  acts  therein  mentioned,"  was  read  the  third 
time  ;  and,  being  further  amended, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
entitled  "An  act  to  ascertain  the  time  for  the  next 
meeting  of  Congress ;"  and, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  letter  from  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  reported 
a  bill  for  allowing  full  mileage  to  the  members  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States;  which  was  read  twice  by  unani- 
mous consent,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  12th  instant,  reported  a 
bill  for  confirming  the  titles  to  certain  holders  of 
lands  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  United 
States ;  which  was  read  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  Tracy  further  reported,  from  the  commit- 
tee last  mentioned,  on  that  part  of  the  Message 
which  recommends  the  expediency  of  erecting  a 
government  in  the  district  of  the  Natche2,  similar 
to  that  established  for  the  territory  northwest  of 
the  river  Ohio,  that  the  committee  could  come  to 
no  resolution. 


Saturday,  July  1. 

James  Gunn,  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  at- 
tended. 

The  bill  for  confirming  jhe  titles  to  certain 
holders  of  lands  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the 
United  States,  was  read  the  second  time;  and, 
after  debate. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
some,  and  agree  to  other,  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate, with  an  amendment  to,  the  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  to  continue  in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  the 
act  and  sections  of  acts  therein  mentioned  ;" 

They  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for 
reviving  and  continuing  suits  and  process  in  the 
Circuit  Court  for  the  district  of  North  Carolina," 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Hillhousb  notified  the  Senate  that  he 
should,  on  Monday,  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill 
further  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  stock  standing 
to  the  credit  of  certain  States. 

Mr.  Paine,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  laying 
duties  on  licenses  for  selling  foreign  wines  and 
foreign  distilled  spirituous  liquors  by  retail,"  re- 
ported sundry  amendments,  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  for  allowing  fulUmileage  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States,  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An  act  for 
allowing  full  mileage  to  the  members  of  the  Sen- 
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ate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States." 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  reviving  and 
continuing  suits  and  process  in  the  Circuit  Court 
for  the  district  of  North  Carolina,"  was  read  the 
first  time,  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  and  third  times. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
u  An  act  to  continue  in  force,  for  a  limited  time, 
the  act  and  sections  of  acts  therein  mentioned." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  from  their 
amendments  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  agree  to  their  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Tbagy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  confidential  Message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  of  the  23d  of  June 
last,  reported  a  bill,  in  addition  to  the  law  of  the 
United  States,  concerning  Consuls  and  Vice  Con- 
suls ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Monday,  July  3. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  on  the  first  instant. 
Mr.  Hillhouse  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill 
further  to  authorize  the  transfer  of  the  stock 
standing  to  the  credit  of  certain  States;  which 
was  read,  and  by  unanimous  consent  the  bill  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Hillhouse,  Laurance.  and  Tracy,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  in  addition  to  the  law  of  the  United 
States  concerning  Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  by  unanimous  consent 
it  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion  that  the  compensation  provided  be 
three  thousand,  .instead  of  four  thousand  dollars, 
it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed; and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act,  in 
addition  to  the  law  of  the  United  States  concern- 
ing Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
*  bill  entitled  u  An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped 
Teilam,  parchment,  and  paper,"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  was  read,  and  by 
unanimous  consent  the  bill  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Ross,  Tracy,  and 
Bingham,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

PRESinENT  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES  I 

GoUlemm  of  the  Senate, 

and  House  of  Representatives  .• 

The  whole  of  the  intelligence  which  has  for  some 
tone  put  been  received  from  abroad,  the  correspon- 
taoe  between  this  Governmentand  the  Ministers  of  the 
belligerent  Powers  residing  here,  and  the  advices  from 
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the  officers  of  the  United  8tates,  civil  and  military,  upon 
the  frontiers,  all  conspire  to  show,  in  a  very  strong 
light,  the  critical  situation  of  our  country.  That  Con- 
gress might  be  enabled  to  form  a  more  perfect  judgment 
of  it,  and  of  the  measures  necessary  to  be  taken,  I  have 
directed  the  proper  officers  to  prepare  such  collections 
of  extracts  from  the  public  correspondence  as  might 
afford  the  clearest  information.  The  reports  made  to 
me,  from  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Secretary  of 
War,  with  a  collection  of  documents  from  each  of  them, 
are  now  communicated  to  both  Houses  of  Congress.  I 
have  desired  that  the  Message,  reports,  and  documents, 
may  be  considered  as  confidential,  merely  that  the,  mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  Congress  may  be  apprized  of 
their  contents  before  they  should  be  made  public  As 
soon  as  the  two  Houses  shall  have  heard  them,  I  shall 
submit  to  their  discretion  the  publication  of  the  whole  or 
any  such  parts  of  them  as  they  shall  judge  necessary  or 
expedient  for  the  public  good. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
Uxitxd  Statxs,  July  3,  1797. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read. 

On  motion,  the  copy  of  a  letter  communicated 
with  the  Message  was  again  read,  in  the  hearing 
of  Mr.  Blount,  who  was  absent  when  it  was  read 
the  first  time :  and  who,  on  being  requested  to  de- 
clare whether  he  was  the  author  of  this  letter  or 
not,  observed,  that  he  wrote  a  letter  to  Carey,  but 
was  unable  to  say  whether  the  copy  was  a  correct 
one  or  not,  without  recurrence  to  his  papers ;  and 
desired  that  he  might  have  until  to-morrow  to 
reply. 

Ordered,  That  the  Message  and  papers  lie  for 
consideration. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  on  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  laying 
duties  on  licenses  for  selling  foreign  wines  and 
foreign  distilled  spirituous  liquors  by  retail;"  and, 
after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 


Tuesday,  July  4. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  third 
instant,  with  the  papers  therein  referred  to. 

Mr.  Cocke  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter  address- 
ed to  him,  signed  William  Blount,  purporting, 
that  it  was  necessary  for  him,  the  said  William 
Blount,  to  have  further  time  for  recurrence  to 
his  papers  and  other  evidence  to  remove  suspicion. 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  Message  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  third 
instant,  and  the  papers  accompanying  the  same,  as 
relates  to  a  letter  purporting  to  have  been  written 
by  William  Blount,  a  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  what,  in  their  opinion,  it  is 
proper  for  the  Senate  to  do  thereon ;  and  that 
the  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records,  relating  to  the  subject 
committed  to  them,  and  that  Messrs.  Ross, 
Stockton,  Henry,  Sedgwick,  and  Read,  be  the 
committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Senate  be,  for  the  present, 
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under  an  injunction  of  secrecy  on  the  papers  re- 
ferred to  in  the  above  mentioned  Message. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  reported  by  the  committee  on  the 
bill  entitled  "  An  act  laying  duties  on  licenses  for 
selling  foreign  wines  and  foreign  distilled  spiritu- 
ous liquors  by  retail ;"  which  were  adopted,  and 
the  bill  was  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  making  additional  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  Government  for  the  year  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,"  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent, 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Goodhue,  and  Liverm ore,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hill  ho  use.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  further  to  authorize  the  trans- 
fer of  the  stock  standing  to  the  credit  of  certain 
States,  reported  an  amendment,  which  was  read 
and  adopted ;  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  it  was 
read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass j  and  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
revive  and  continue  in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  an 
act  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of 
the  stock  standing  to  the  credit  of  certain  States." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships,  ex- 
cept in  certain  cases,  and  under  certain  regula- 
tions. 

On  motion,  to  strike  out  the  first  section,  report- 
ed by  the  committee,  as  an  amendment,  in  the 
words  following : 

"  Ssc.  1.  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in 
Congress  assembled,  That  no  private  ship  or  vessel,  be- 
longing to,  or  registered  in  the  name  or  names  of,  a 
citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  which  shall  be 
armed,  shall  be  cleared  out,  or  permitted  to  depart  from 
the  United  States:  Provided,  the  foregoing  prohibi- 
tion shall  not  extend  to  any  ship  or  vessel  .really  and 
truly  freighted  and  employed  in  the  Mediterranean  or 
African  trade,  or  for  a  voyage  beyond  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope  or  Cape  Horn,  and  armed  as  has  been 
usual  in  those  trades  or  voyages,  for  defence  against 
unlawful  violence." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  yeas  16 — 
nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bradford,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lrvermore,  Martin,  Paine, 
Ross,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tichenor,  Tra- 
cy, and  Vining. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Gunn,  Henry,  Howard,  Hunter,  Marshall,  Read,  Tatt- 
nall, and  Tazewell. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

Wednesday,  July  5. 

Mr.  Roes,  from  the  committee  on  part  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of 


the  3d  instant,  made  report;  and  the  report  was 
read. 

Ordered,  That  the  Vice  Pbesidext  notify 
William  Blount,  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, by  letter,  to  attend  the  Senate. 

The  Vice  President  accordingly  addressed  to 
him  the  following  letter,  by  the  Doorkeeper: 

Sen  ats  Cham  bib,  July  5, 1797. 

8ik  :  You  are  hereby  required  to  attend  the  Senate, 
in  your  place,  without  delay. 
By  order  of  the  Senate ; 

TH.  JEFFERSON. 

President  of  the  Senate. 

William  Biovkt,  Esq., 

Senator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee, 

On  motion  that  it  be 

"  Resolved,  That  the  letter  said  to  have  been  written 
by  William  Blount,  together  with  the  several  notes  that 
passed  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  British 
Minister,  relative  to  the  said  letter,  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  members11 — 

It  was  agreed  that  the  consideration  of  this  mo- 
tion be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  re- 
specting the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  of  the  3d  instant,  and  the  papers  accompa- 
nying the  same,  be  taken  off. 

The  Vice  President  acquainted  the  Senate  that 
the  Doorkeeper  had  returned  his'  letter  addressed 
agreeably  to  their  order  to  William  Blount,  as 
on  inquiry  he  could  not  be  found. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  lay- 
ing duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and 
paper,"  reported  that  the  bill  pass  without  amend- 
ment ;  and  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  consent, 
that  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  readings  this  time. 

On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  the  question  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  7, 
as  follows: 

Y*A8— Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
Livermore,  Marshall,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherftird. 
Sedgwick,  8tockton,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Vining. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Cocke,  Hun- 
ter, Martin,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  mak- 
ing additional  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
Government,  for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety-seven,'1  reported  an  amendment, 
which  was  read  and  adopted;  and  the  bill  was 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  laying 
duties  on  licenses  for  selling  foreign  wines  and  for- 
eign distilled  spirituous  liquors  by  retail,"  was  read 
the  third  time,  and,  being  further  amended,  it  was 
resolved  that  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a 
bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  a  loan  of  money," 
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in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Se- 
nate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent, 
it  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Hill- 
hocse.  Read,  and  Gunn,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Vice  President  obtained  leave  of  absence 
for  the  remainder  of  the  session. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  confirming  the  titles  to  certain  holders  of 
lands  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  United  States; 
and,  after  debate,  it  was  ordered  that  the  further 
consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until  to- 
morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  hare  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  laying  an  additional  duty  on 
salt  imported  into  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent, 
it  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Good- 
hue, Baadford,  and  Brown,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Thursday,  July  6. 

The  Vice  President  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  choice  of  a  President  pro  tem- 
pore, as  the  Constitution  provides,  and  the  Hon. 
William  Bradford  was  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, entitled  "An  act  laying  an  addi- 
tional duty  on  salt  imported  into  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes."  reported  that  the  bill  pass. 

The  bill  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making 
additional  appropriations  for  the  support  pf  Gov- 
ernment, for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-seven,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  to  strike  out  the  sum  of  sixty  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars,  appropriated  for  the 
expense  of  foreign  intercourse,  for  the  purpose  of 
inserting  fifty -one  thousand  five  hundred  dollars, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays 
17,  as  follows : 

Y  us— Messrs.  Bloodworm,  Blount,  Brown,  Cocke, 
Foster,  Henry,  Hunter,  Martin,  Tazewell,  aad  Tattnall. 

Nits — Messrs.  Bradford,  Goodhue,  Gunn,  HiUhouse, 
Howard,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Livermore,  'Marshall, 
ftine,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Tichenor, 
Tracy,  and  Vining. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  that  part  of  the  President's  Message  of 
the  3d  instant,  which  relates  to  a  letter,  purport- 
ing to  have  been  written  by  William  Blount, 
Esquire,  together  with  the  papers  accompanying 
the  same,  made  a  farther  report ;  which  was  read. 
Upon  which, 

Mr.  Blount  read  in  his  place  a  declaration, 


purporting  that  he  should  attend  in  his  seat,  from 
time  to  time,  to  answer  to  any  allegations  that 
might  be  brought  against  him. 

Ordered,  That  tae  consideration  of  the  report 
of  the  committee  be  postponed  until  11  o'clock, 
to-morrow  morning. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Blount,  that  he  be  heard 
by  counsel  on  the  subject-matter  of  this  report—* 

A  motion  was  made  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  this  motion  until  to-morrow,  and  it  passed 
in  the  negative. 

Resolved,  That  Mr.  Blount  be  heard  by  coun- 
sel, not  exceeding  two,  to-morrow  morning,  at  11 
o'clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  furnish  Mr. 
Blount  with  attested  copies  of  such  papers  as  he 
may  point  out,  respecting  the  subject  this  day  re- 
ported on  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  Hillhouse,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, entitled  u  An  act  authorizing  a  loan 
of  money,"  reported  that  the  bill  pass  without 
amendment  j  and  the  bill  was  read  tne  third  time, 
and  passed. 


Friday,  July  7. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  resolution,  that  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  be 
authorized  to  close  the  present  session,  by  ad- 
journing their  respective  Houses  on  Monday,  the 
10th  day  of  this  month ;  in  which  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  House  of  Representatives  have  passed  a 
bill  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Lewis,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

Resolved,  That  the  instructions  to  the  com- 
mittee to  whom  was  referred  that  part  of  the 
President's  Message,  of  the  3d  instant,  which  re- 
lates to  a  letter,  purporting  to  have  been  written 
by  William  Blount,  Esq.,  together  with  the  pa- 
pers accompanying  the  same,  be  amended,  by 
adding,  after  the  word  "  records,"  the  following 
words :  "  and  particularly  the  papers  of  Wilham 
Blount,  Esquire." 

Agreeably  to  the  order  of  the  day,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  report  of 
the  above-mentioned  committee,  made  yesterday. 

On  motion,  that  such  printers  as  may  request 
it,  be  accommodated  with  stands  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate,  to  enable  them  to  take  notes  of  their 
proceedings  on  the  present  Occasion,  it  passed  in 
the  negative. 

Mr.  Blount  notified  the  Senate  that  Jared  In- 
gersol  and  Alexander  J.  Dallas  are  the  counsel 
he  has  employed,  agreeably  to  the  vote  of  the 
Senate  passed  yesterday. 

The  President  requested  of  Mr.  Blount  to 
declare,  whether,  or  not,  he  was  the  author  of  a 
letter,  a  copy  of  which  was  communicated  with 
the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
of  the  3d  instant. 

Mr.  Blount  declined  to  answer.  » 
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On  motion,  in  consequence  of  the  request  of  the 
counsel  above-mentioned,  that  they  have  until 
Monday  next  to  prepare  themselves  to  show  cause 
why  the  report  of  the  committee  should  not  be 
adopted:  After  debate,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
question  before  the  Senate  be  postponed,  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  a  special  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  by  Mr.  Sitoreaves,  one  of  their 
members,  in  the  words  following : 

"  Mr.  President :  I  am  commanded,  in  the  name  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  of  all  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  to  impeach  William  Blount,  a  Sen- 
ator of  the  United  States,  of  high  crimes  and  misde- 
meanors ;  and  to  acquaint  the  Senate  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  will,  in  due  time,  exhibit  particular 
articles  against  him,  and  make  good  the  same. 

"  I  am  further  commanded  to  demand  that  the  said 
William  Blount  be  sequestered  from  his  seat  in  the 
Senate ;  and  that  the  Senate  do  take  order  for  his  ap- 
pearance to  answer  the  said  impeachment." 

A  motion  was  made  as  follows : 

• 

"  Pursuant  to  a  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States,  by  Samuel  8itgreaves, 
Esquire,  a  member  of  that  House,  that  they,  in  then- 
own  name,  and  in  the  name  of  all  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  have  impeached  William  Blount,  a 
member  of  the  Senate,  of  high  crimes  and  misdemea- 
nors, and  that  in  due  time  they  will  exhibit  articles 
against  him,  and  make  good  the  same ;  and  they  hav- 
ing demanded  that  the  said  William  Blount  be  seques- 
tered from  his  seat  in  this  House ;  and  that  the  Senate 
do  take  order  for  his  appearance  to  answer  to  the  said 
impeachment : 

«  Resolved,  That  the  said  William  Blount  be,  and 
he  hereby  is,  sequestered  from  his  seat  in  the  Senate, 
and  that  he  be  taken  into  custody  of  the  Messenger  of 
this  House,  until  he  shall  enter  into  recognizance,  him- 
self in  the  sum  of dollars,  with  two  sufficient 

sureties  in  the  sum  of dollars  each,  to  appear 

and  answer  such  articles  of  impeachment  as  may  be 
exhibited  against  him." 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  fill  the  first  blank 
with  twenty  thousand,  and  the  other  blank  with 
fifteen  thousand. 

A  motion  was  then  made  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  this  motion  until  to-morrow,  and  it 
passed  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  divide  the  motion, 
and  that  the  question  be  taken  on  the  words,  "be, 
and  he  hereby  is,  sequestered  from  his  seat  in  the 
Senate,  and  that  he." 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  this  division  of  the  question  until 
to-morrow. 

And  the  resolution  was  adopted,  as  follows : 

**  Pursuant  to  a  message  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  8tates  by  Samuel  8itgreaves, 
Esq.,  a  member  of  that  House,  that  they,  in  their 
own  name,  and  in  the  name  of  all  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  have  impeached  William  Blount,  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors ; 
and  that,  in  due  time,  they  will  exhibit  articles  against 
him,  and  make  good  the  same ;  and  they  having  de- 
manded that  the  said  William  Blount  be  sequestered 
from  his  seat  in  this  House,  and  that  the  Senate  take 


order  for  his  appearance,  to  answer  to  the  said  impeach- 
ment : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  said  William  Blount  be  taken 
into  custody  of  the  Messenger  of  this  House,  until  he 
shall  enter  into  recognizance,  himself  in  the  sum  of 
twenty  thousand  dollars,  with  two  sufficient  sureties  in 
the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand  dollars  each,  to  appear  and 
answer  such  articles  of  impeachment  as  may  be  exhib- 
ited against  him." 

Whereupon  Mr.  Blount  named  his  sureties, 
and  they  were  satisfactory  to  the  Senate. 

The  PRESiDENTthen  named  Mr.  Blount  and  his 
sureties,  who  arose  while  the  recognizance  was 
read,  and  being  approved  by  the  Senate,  it  was  exe- 
cuted in  their  presence,  in  the  form  as  follows: 

"  Be  it  remembered,  That,  on  the  seventh  day  of  Juh, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-seven,  personally  appeared  before  the  Presi- 
dent pro  tempore,  and  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
William  Blount,  Esq.,  Senator  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, Thomas  Blount,  Esq.,  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  8tates,  from  the  State  of 
North  Carolina,  and  Pierce  Butler,  Esq.,  of  South  Ca- 
rolina, who  severally  acknowledged  themselves  to  owe  to 
the  United  States  of  America  the  following  sums,  that 
is  to  say :  The  said  William  Blount,  the  sum  of  twenty 
thousand  dollars,  and  the  said  Thomas  Blount  and 
Pierce  Butler,  each,  the  sum  of  fifteen  thousand  dollars, 
to  be  levied  on  their  respective  goods  and  chattels,  lands, 
and  tenements,  on  the  condition  following,  that  is  to 
say: 

"  The  condition  of  the  foregoing  recognizance  is  sock, 
that  if  the  said  William  Blount  shall  appear  before  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  to  answer  to  certain 
charges  of  impeachment  to  be  exhibited  against  him  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and 
not  depart  therefrom  without  leave,  that  then  the  shore 
recognizance  shall  cease  to  exist,  otherwise  be  and  re- 
main in  full  force  and  virtue.  . 

"  Sealed  and  delivered  in  Senate  of  the  United  States, 
this  seventh  day  of  July,  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-seven. 

«  WILLIAM  BLOUNT,  [l.  s.] 
«  THOMA8  BLOUNT,  f l.  s.] 
«  PIERCE  BUTLER,      [l.  s.] 

"  Attest :  Samuel  A.  Otis,  Secretary  of  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States." 


Saturday,  July  8. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled  "  An 
act  making  additional  appropriations  for  the  sup- 
port of  Government  for  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,"  with  an  amend- 
ment; in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  their 
amendment  to  the  bill  last  mentioned ;  and  con- 
curred therein. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
notify  the  House  of  Representatives  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  their  message  of  yesterday,  hy  the 
Honorable  Mr.  Sitgreaves,  one  of  their  mem- 
bers, they  have  caused  William  Blount  to  recog- 
nize, in  the  sum  of  twenty  thousand  dollars  prin- 
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cipal,  with  two  sureties  in  the  sum  of  fifteen 
thousand  dollars  each,  to  appear  and  answer  to 
the  impeachment  mentioned  in  their  message. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  Lewis,"  was  read  the  first  time,  and  or- 
dered to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Hunter  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition 
of  Phoebe  Harwood,  praying  support  in  her  ad- 
vanced age  and  widowhood ;  her  husband  having 
deceased  in  imprisonment  during  the  late  war; 
aod  the  petition  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie*  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
that  part  of  the  President's  Message  which  relates 
to  a  letter  purporting  to  have  been  written  by 
William  Blount,  Esq.,  together  with  the  papers 
accompanying  the  same. 

On  motion,  Mr.  Justice  Smith  was  desired  to 
attend  and  administer  the  oath  to  such  witnesses 
as  might  be  adduced. 

On  motion,  Mr.  Martin  and  Mr.  Cocke,  of  the 
Senate,  being  sworn,  severally  testified,  on  inspec- 
tion of  the  letter  said  to  be  written  by  Mr.  Blount, 
that  it  was  his  handwriting,  they  being  acquaint- 
ed therewith,  and  having  seen  him  write. 

The  President  then  said : 

"  William  Blount,  Esq.,  yon  have  now  an  opportunity, 
agreeably  to  the  vote  of  Senate,  in  pursuance  of  your 
own  request,  by  your  counsel,  to  show  cause,  why  the 
report  of  the  committee  should  not  be  adopted." 

Mr.  Blount  was  heard  by  his  counsel,  Mr.  In- 
gersol  and  Mr.  Dallas ;  and,  after  debate, 

A  motion  was  made  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  committee  to  the  next 
ses.«ion  of  Congress ;  and  it  was  decided  in  the 
negative — yeas  7,  nays  19,  as  follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Cocke,  Gunn, 
Martin,  Tazewell,  and  Tattnall. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bradford,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Henry,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Laurance,  Livennore,  Marshall,  Read,  Ross,  Ruther- 
ford, Sedgwick,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Yining. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the 
committee,  as  follows : 

"  The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  that  part  of 
the  President's  Message  which  relates  to  a  letter  pur- 
porting to  have  been  written  by  William  Blount,  Esq., 
one  of  the  Senators  from  the  State  of  Tennessee,  to- 
gether with  the  papers  accompanying  the  same,  having 
had  the  same  under  their  consideration,  beg  leave  to 
make  a  further  report : 

"  That  Mr.  Blount  having  declined  an  acknowledg- 
ment or  denial  of  the  letter  imputed  to  him,  and  having 
failed  to  appear,  to  give  any  satisfactory  explanation 
respecting  it,  your  committee  sent  for  the  original  letter, 
which  accompanies  this  report,  and  it  is  in  the  follow- 
ing words : 

'  Colonel  King's  Iron  Works,  April  21,  1797. 

'  Dkab  Cabkt  :  I  wished  to  have  seen  you  before  I 
returned  to  Philadelphia ;  but  I  am  obliged  to  return  to 
the  lession  of  Congress,  which  commences  on  the  15th 
of  May. 

'  Among  other  things  that  I  wished  to  have  seen  you 


about,  was  the  business  Captain  Chesholm  mentioned 
to  the  British  Minister  last  winter  at  Philadelphia. 

*  I  believe,  but  am  not  quite  sure,  that  the  plan  then 
talked  of  will  be  attempted  this  fall ;  and  if  it  is  at- 
tempted, it  will  be  in  a  much  larger  way  than  then 
talked  of;  and  if  the  Indians  act  their  part,  I  have  no 
doubt  but  it  will  succeed.  A  man  of  consequence  has 
gone  to  England  about  the  business,  and  if  he  makes 
arrangements  as  he  expects,  I  shall  myself  have  a  hand 
in  the  business,  and  probably  shall  be  at  the  head  of  the 
business  on  the  part  of  the  British.  You  are,  however, 
to  understand,  that  it  is  not  yet  quite  certain  that  the  plan 
will  be  attempted ;  yet,  you  will  do  well  to  keep  things 
in  a  proper  train  of  action,  in  case  it  should  be  attempt- 
ed, and  to  do  so,  will  require  all  your  management — I 
say  require  all  your  management,  because  you  must 
take  care,  in  whatever  you  say  to  Rogers,  or  any  body 
else,  not  to  let  the  plan  be  discovered  by  Hawkins, 
Dinsmore,  Byers,  or  any  other  person  in  the  interest  of 
the  United  States  or  Spain. 

'  If  I  attempt  this  plan,  I  shall  expect  to  have  you, 
and  all  my  Indian  country  and  Indian  friends,  with  me ; 
but  you  are  now  in  good  business  I  hope,  and  you  are 
not  to  risk  the  loss  of  it  by  saying  anything  that  will 
hurt  you,  until  you  again  hear  from  me.  Where  Cap- 
tain Chesholm  is  I  do  not  know ;  I  left  him  in  Phila- 
delphia in  March,  and  he  frequently  visited  the  Minis- 
ter and  spoke  upon  the  subject ;  but  I  believe  he  will 
go  into  the  Creek  nation  by  way  of  South  Carolina  or 
Georgia.  He  gave  out  he  was  going  to  England,  but 
I  did  not  believe  him.  Among  other  things  that  you 
may  safely  do,  will  be  to  keep  up  my.  consequence  with 
Watts,  and  the  Creeks  and  Cherokees  generally,  and 
you  must  by  no  means  say  anything  in  favor  of  Haw- 
kins, but,  as  often  as  you  can,  with  safety  to  yourself 
you  may  teach  the  Creeks  to  believe  he  is  no  better 
than  he  should  be.  Any  power  or  consequence  he  gets, 
will  be  against  our  plan.  Perhaps  Rogers,  who  has 
no  office  to  lose,  is  the  best  man  to  give  out  talks 
against  Hawkins.  Read  the  letter  to  Rogers,  and  if 
you  think  it  best  to  send  it  to  him,  pu^a  wafer  in  it, 
and  forward  it  to  him  by  a  safe  hand,  or  perhaps  you 
had  best  send  for  him  to  come  to  you,  and  speak  to  him 
yourself  respecting  the  state  and  prospect  of  things. 

4 1  have  advised  you,  in  whatever  you  do,  to  take  care 
of  yourself.  I  have  now  to  tell  you  to  take  care  of  me 
too  ;  for  a  discovery  of  the  plan  would  prevent  the  suc- 
.cess  and  much  injure  all  the  parties  concerned. 

1  It  may  be  that  the  Commissioners  may  not  run  the 
line  as  the  Indians  expect  oi  wish,  and,  in  that  case,  it 
is  probable  the  Indians  may  be  taught  to  blame  me  for 
making  the  treaty.  To  such  complaints  against  me,  if 
such  there  are,  it  may  be  said  by  my  friends,  at  proper 
times  and  places,  that  Doublehead  confirmed  the  treaty 
with  the  President,  at  Philadelphia,  and  receives  as 
much  as  5,000  dollars  a  year,  to  be  paid  to  the  nation, 
over  and  above  the  first  price :  indeed,  it  may  with 
truth  be  said,  that,  though  I  made  the  treaty,  that  I 
made  it  by  the  instructions  of  the  President,  and,  in 
feet,  it  may  with  truth  be  said,  that  I  was,  by  the  Pres- 
ident, instructed  to  purchase  much  more  land  than  the 
Indians  would  agree  to  sell.  This  sort  of  talk  will  be 
throwing  all  the  blame  offme  upon  the  late  President,and 
as  he  is  now  out  of  office,  it  will  be  of  no  consequence 
how  much  the  Indians  blame  him.  Among  other 
things  that  may  be  said  for  me  is,  that  I  was  not  at  the 
running  of  the  line,  and  that  if  I  had  been,  it  would 
have  been  run  more  to  their  satisfaction.  In  short,  you 
understand  the  subject,  and  must  take  care  to  give  out 
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the  proper  talks,  to  keep  up  my  consequence  with  the 
Creeks  and  Cherokees.  Can't  Rogers  contrive  to  get 
the  Creeks  to  desire  the  President  to  take  Hawkins  out 
of  the  nation  1  for,  if  he  stays  in  the  Creek  nation  and 
gets  the  good  will  of  the  nation,  he  can  and  will  do 
great  injury  to  our  plan.  When  you  have  read  this 
letter  over  three  times,  then  burn  it.  I  shall  be  at 
Knoxville  in  July  or  August,  when  I  will  send  for 
Watts,  and  give  him  the  whiskey  I  promised  him. 
<  I  am,  Ac,  WILLIAM  BLOUNT.' 

"  Two  Senators,  now  present  in  the  Senate,  have 
declared  to  the  committee  that  they  are  well  acquainted 
with  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Blount,  and  have  no  doubt 
that  this  letter  was  written  by  him.  Your  committee 
have  examined  many  letters  from  Mr.  Blount  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  a  number  of  which  are  herewith  sub- 
mitted, as  well  as  the  letter  addressed  by  Mr.  Blount  to 
Mr.  Cook,  his  colleague  in  the  Senate,  and  to  this  com- 
mittee, respecting  the  business  now  under  considera- 
tion ;  and  find  them  all  to  be  of  the  same  handwriting 
with  the  letter  in  question.  Mr.  Blount  has  never  de- 
nied this  letter,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  when  the  copy 
transmitted  to  the  8enate  was  read  in  his  presence,  on 
the  3d  instant,  he  acknowledged  in  his  place  that  he  had 
written  a  letter  to  Carey,  of  which  he  had  preserved  a 
copy,  but  could  not  then  decide  whether  the  copy  read 
was  a  true  one.  Your  committee  are  therefore  fully 
persuaded  that  the  original  letter  now  produced  was 
written  and  sent  to  Carey  by  Mr.  Blount  They  also 
find  that  this  man,  Carey,  to  whom  it  was  addressed,  is, 
to  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Blount,  in  the  pay  and  em- 
ployment of  the  United  States,  as  their  interpreter  to 
the  Cherokee  nation  of  Indians,  and  an  assistant  in  the 
public  factory  at  Tellico  Blockhouse.  That  Hawkins, 
who  is  so  often  mentioned  in  this  letter  as  a  person  who 
must  be  brought  into  suspicion  among  the  Creeks,  and 
if  possible  driven  from  his  station,  is  the  superintendent 
of  Indian  affairs  for  the  United  States  among  the  South- 
ern Indians ;  Dinsmore  is  agent  for  the  United  8tates 
in  the  Cherokee  nation ;  and  Byers,  one  of  the  agents 
in  the  public  factory  at  Tellico  Blockhouse. 

"  The  plan  hinted  at  in  this  extraordinary  letter,  to 
be  executed  under  the  auspices  of  the  British,  is  so  ca- 
pable of  different  constructions  and  conjectures,  that 
your  committee  at  present  forbear  giving  any  decided 
opinion  respecting  it ;  except  that  to  Mr.  Blount's  own 
mind,  it  appeared  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  interests 
of  the  United  8tates  and  of  Spain,  and  he  was  there-' 
fore  anxious  to  conceal  it  from  both.  But,  when  they 
consider  his  attempts  to  seduce  Carey  from  his  duty,  as 
a  faithful  interpreter,  and  to  employ  him  as  an  engine 
to  alienate  the  affections  and  confidence  of  the  Indians, 
from  the  public  officers  of  the  United  States  residing 
among  them ;  the  measures  he  has  proposed  to  excite 
a  temper  which  must  produce  the  recall  or  expulsion  of 
our  superintendent  from  the  Creek  nation ;  his  insidi- 
ous advice  tending  to  the  advancement  of  his  own  pop- 
ularity and  consequence,  at  the  expense  and  hazard  of 
the  good  opinion  which  the  Indians  entertain  of  this 
Government,  and  of  the  treaties  subsisting  between  us 
and  them,  your  committee  have  no  doubt  that  Mr. 
Blount's  conduct  has  been  inconsistent  with  his  public 
duty,  renders  him  unworthy  of  a  further  continuance 
of  his  present  public  trust  in  this  body,  and  amounts  to 
a  high  misdemeanor.  They,  therefore,  unanimously 
recommend  to  the  Senate  an  adoption  of  the  following 
resolution : 

"Resolved,  That  William  Blount,  Esq.,  one  of  the 
Senators  of  the  United  States,  having  been  guilty  of  a 


high  misdemeanor,  entirely  inconsistent  with  his  public 
trust  and  duty  as  a  Senator,  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  ex- 
pelled from  the  Senate  of  the  United  States." 

The  report  was  adopted — yeas  25,  nay  1 ;  as 
follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Bradford, 
Brown,  Cocke,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Gunn,  Henry,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more,  Martin,  Marshall,  Read,  Ross,  Rutherford,  Sedg- 
wick, Tattnall,  Tichenor,  Tracy,  and  Vining. 

Mr.  Tazewell  voted  in  the  negative. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  William  Blount,  Esq., 
one  of  the  Senators  of  the  United  States,  baling 
been  guilty  of  a  high  misdemeanor,  entirely  incon- 
sistent with  his  public  trust  and  duty  as  a  Senator, 
be,  and  he  hereby  is,  expelled  from  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States. 

On  this,  Mr.  Butler,  in  behalf  of  himself  and 
Mr.  Thomas  Blount,  the  other  surety,  surren- 
dered the  person  of  William  Blount,  the  princi- 
pal, to  the  Senate,  and  requested  to  be  discharged 
from  their  recognizance.    Whereupon,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  they  be  discharged  from  their 
recognizance,  and  that  the  Secretary  enter  an  en- 
dorsement on  the  back  of  the  bond  as  follows: 

"  And  now,  to  wit,  on  this  eighth  day  of  July,  1797, 
the  Honorable  Thomas  Blount  and  Pierce  Bulta, 
Esq's.,  came  into  the  8enate  and  surrendered  Wil- 
liam Blount,  Esq.,  for  whom  they  became  bound 
yesterday." 

On  motion, 

Resolved,  That  William  Blount  be  taken  into 
the  custody  of  the  Messenger  of  this  House,  until 
he  shall  enter  into  recognizance,  himself,  in  the 
sum  of  one  thousand  dollars,  with  two  sufficient 
sureties,  in  the  sum  of  five  hundred  dollars  each ; 
to  appear  and  answer  such  articles  of  impeach- 
ment as  may  be  exhibited  against  him  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  on  Monday  next. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  7th 
instant,  proposing  an  adjournment  of  the  two 
Houses,  on  Monday  the  10th  instant;  and  con- 
curred therein. 


Monday,  July  10. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Thomas  Lewis,"  was  read  the  second  time, 
and  on  motion  that  the  bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time,  it  was  objected  to.    So  the  bill  was  lost. 

Mr.  Bingham  laid  before  the  Senate  the  peti- 
tion of  William  Montgomery,  and  others,  remon- 
strating on  the  hardship  of  the  "  act  laying  duties 
on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper;" 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Messenger  of  the  Senate  made  the  follow- 
ing return,  on  their  order  of  the  8th  instant : 

"  Agreeably  to  the  order  of  the  Senate,  the 
within  mentioned  William  Blount  having  en- 
tered into  recognizance,  I  have  returned  the  same 
into  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate/5 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  transmit  to  the 
Executive  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  an  attested 
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copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  on  the  re- 
port of  the  committee,  of  the  sixth  instant,  for 
the  expulsion  of  William  Blount. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  confirming  the  titles  to  certain  holders  of 
lands  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  United 
States ;  and^after  debate. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

On  motion,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  before  tbe 
President  of  the  United  States  an  attested  copy 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  his  Message 
of  the  third  instant,  transmitting  a  letter,  signed 
William  Blount,  directed  to  Mr.  Carey. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  entered  on  the  Journal  of 
the  Senate,  that  William  Blount  failed  making 
his  appearance  this  day,  agreeably  to  the  recog- 
nizance entered  into  on  the  eighth  instant. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Tract  and  Mr.  Read  be  a 
joint  committee,  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  with 


such  as  the  House  of  Representatives  may  ap- 
point on  their  part,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  notify  him  that,  unless  he  may 
have  any  further  communications  to  make  to  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress,  they  are  ready  to  ad- 
journ. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  appoint- 
ed a  joint  committee  on  their  part  to  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify  him 
that,  unless  he  may  have  any  further  communica- 
tions to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress, 
they  are  ready  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Tracy  reported,  from  the  joint  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  agreeably  to  order,  who  replied, 
that  he  had  no  further  communication  to  make  to 
Congress,  except  a  respectful  and  affectionate 
farewell. 

The  President  then  adjourned  the  Senate 
without  day. 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


OF   TH1 


HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

AT  THE   FIRST   8ES3ION   OF   THE    FIFTH   CONGRE8S,   BEGUN   AT   THE   CITY  OF 

PHILADELPHIA,  MONDAY,  MAY  15,  1797. 


In  pursuance  of  the  authority  given  by  the 
Constitution,  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  on  the  25th  day  of  March  last,  caused  to 
be  issued  the  Proclamation  which  follows: 

BY  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES  OF 

AMERICA : 

A  PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  of 
America  provides  that  the  President  may,  on  extraor- 
dinary occasions,  convene  both  Houses  of  Congress ; 
and  whereas  an  extraordinary  occasion  exists  for  con- 
vening Congress,  and  divers  weighty  matters  claim 
their  consideration,  I  have  therefore  thought  it  neces- 
utj  to  convene,  and  I  do  by  these  presents  convene 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  at  the 
City  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania, on  Monday   the  fifteenth  day  of  May  next, 
hereby  requiring  the  Senators  and  Representatives  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and 
every  of  them,  that,  laying  aside  all  other  matters  and 
earea,  they  then  and  there  meet  and  assemble  in  Con- 
gress, in  order  to  consult  and  determine  on  such  mea- 
sve*  as  in  their  wisdom  shall  be  deemed  meet  for  the 
safety  and  welfare  of  the  said  United  States. 
In  testimony  whereof,  I  have  caused  the  seal  of  the 
United  States  of  America  to  be  affixed  to 
these  presents,  and  signed  the  same  with  my 
hand.     Done  at  the  City  of  Philadelphia  the 
[l.  s.]    twenty-fifth  day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
seven,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United 
States  of  America  the  twenty-first 

JOHN  ADAM3. 
By  the  President: 

TllCOTIT  PlCKSHIKO, 

Secretary  of  State. 


Monday,  May  15,  1797. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  the  Proclama- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
of  the  25th  of  March  last,  for  the  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, the  following  members  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives appeared,  produced  their  credentials, 
and  took  their  seats,  to  wit : 

Prom  New  Hampshire — Abiel  Foster  and 
Jonathan  Freeman. 

From  Massachusetts — Theophilus  Bradbury, 
Dviqht  Foster,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr..  Sam- 
uel Lyman,  Harrison  Qray  Otis,  John  Reed, 


Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  George 
Thatcher,  Joseph  ^radley  Varnum,  and  Peleo 
Wadsworth. 

From  Rhode  Island — Christopher  G.  Champ- 
lin  and  Elisha  R.  Potter. 

From  Connecticut — Joshua  Coit,  Samuel  W. 
Dana,  James  Davenport,  Chauncey  Goodrioh, 
Roger  Griswold,  and  Nathaniel  Smith. 

From  Vermont — Matthew  Lyon. 

From  New  York — David  Brooks,  James  Coch- 
ran, Lucas  Elmendorph,  Henry  Glen,  Jona- 
than N.  Havens,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  Ed- 
ward Livingston,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Philip 
Van  Cortlandt,  and  John  Williams. 

From  New  Jersey — Jonathan  Dayton,  Jambs 
H.  Imlay.  and  Mark  Thompson. 

From  Pennsylvania — David  Bard,  John  Chap- 
man, George  Ege,  Albert  Gallatin,  John 
Andre  Hanna,  Thomas  Hartley,  John  Wilkes 
Kittera,  Blair  M'Clenachan,  Samuel  Sit- 
greave8,  John  SwANWiCK,and  Richard  Thomas. 

From  Maryland — George  Baer,  jr..  William 
Craik,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  William 
Hindman.  William  Matthews,  and  Richard 
Sprigg,  jr. 

From  Virginia — Samuel  Jordan  Cabell, 
Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  John  Dawson,  Thomas  Evans,  Wil- 
liam B.  Giles,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  David 
Holmes.  Walter  Jones,  James  Machir,  Dan- 
iel Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas, 
Abram  Trigg,  and  Abraham  Venable. 

From  North  Carolina — Thomas  Blount,  Na- 
than Bryan,  James  Gillespie,  William  Barry 
Grove,  Matthew  Locke,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Richard  Stanford,  and  Robert  Williams. 

From  South  Carolina — Robert  Goodloe  Har- 
per, John  Rutledge,  ir.,  and  William  Smith, 
(of  Charleston  District.) 

From  Georgia — Abraham  Baldwin  and  John 
Milledge. 

And  a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number,  being  present, 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  choice 
of  a  Speaker;  and,  upon  examining  the  ballots, 
a  majority  of  the  votes  of  the  whole  House  was 
found  in  favor  of  Jonathan  Dayton,  one  of  the 
Representatives  for  the  State  of  New  Jersey: 
whereupon, 
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Mr.  Dayton  was  conducted  to  the  Chair,  from 
whence  he  made  his  acknowledgments  to  the 
House,  as  follows: 

"  Accept,  gentlemen,  my  acknowledgments  for  the 
very  flattering  mark  of  approbation  and  confidence  ex- 
hibited in  this  second  call  to  the  Chair,  by  a  vote  of  this 
House. 

"  Permit  me,  most  earnestly,  to  request  of  you  a  con- 
tinuance of  that  assistance  and  support,  which  were, 
upon  all  occasions,  during  the  two  preceding  sessions, 
very  liberally  afforded  to  me ;  and,  without  which,  all 
my  exertions  to  maintain  the  order,  and  expedite  the 
business  of  the  House,  must  be,  in  a  great  degree,  un- 
successful." 

ELECTION  OF  CLERK,  dec 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that,  accord- 
ing to  former  proceedings,  the  next  business  would 
be  to  proceed  to  the  choice  or  a  Clerk.  He  read 
one  of  the  rules  of  the  House,  which  says,  that 
previous  to  the  election  of  any  officer,  for  whom 
others  than  members  are  eligible,  a  nomination 
shall  be  made.  He  left  the  House  to  decide  whe- 
ther a  nomination  ought  to  be  made  in  this  case. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  that  a  nomination  ought 
to  be  made,  and  named  John  Beckley. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  this  case  came  under  the 
rule,  and  that  it  was  proper  a  nomination  should 
take  place ;  because,  if  it  were  wished  to  choose 
a  fresh  person  to  the  office,  it  would  be  necessary 
some  inquiry  should  be  made  of  the  member  who 
proposed  him,  with  respect  to  his  fitness  and  quali- 
fications for  the  business ;  they  ought  also  to  hear 
from  such  member  any  objection  which  might  lie 
against  the  person  who  now  fills  the  office. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said  that  no  nomination  had 
been  made  on  former  similar  occasions. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  observed  that  the  rules  of  a  for- 
mer House  were  not  binding  upon  a  new  House, 
until  that  House  had  determined  that  they  should 
be  so.  It  had  been  the  practice  heretofore,  on  the 
meeting  of  a  new  Congress,  that  the  rules  of  the 
former  House  should  be  binding  on  them,  until 
otherwise  determined;  but,  as  no  such  vote  had 
vet  been  passed,  and  as  in  a  former  instance  there 
had  been  a  previous  nomination  when  a  Clerk 
was  to  be  chosen,  he  saw  no  reason  for  it  in  the 
present  case.  A  similar  attempt  for  a  nomination 
was  made  at  the  time  the  last  Clerk  was  chosen, 
but  it  did  not  obtain,  nor  could  he  discover  why 
gentlemen  should  be  so  anxious  for  a  nomination 
at  present. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  as  no  vote  had  been  passed 
for  adhering  to  the  former  rules,  they  were  not 
binding  on  the  House.  He  thought  it  could  make 
no  difference  in  the  event  whether  there  was  a 
nomination  or  not. 

Mr.  Claiborne  was  in  favor  of  a  nomination. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  the  question  before 
them  was,  whether  they  would  then  proceed  to 
the  choice  of  a  Clerk  or  not.  He  asked  what  pur- 
pose could  be  answered  by  a  nomination  ?  If  it 
were  to  inquire  into  the  character  of  the  person 
proposed,  time  would  be  necessam  whereas  they 
must  immediately  proceed  to  the  choice  of  a 
Clerk,  as  their  business  could  not  be  recorded 


until  he  was  appointed ;  besides,  he  doubted  no 
gentlemen  had  already  determined  for  whom  the] 
would  vote,  and  therefore  it  would  answer  n 
purpose. 

Mr.  Macon  allowed  that  no  nomination  wa 
made  at  the  last  election  of  a  Clerk,  but  he  said , 
nomination  was  made  for  the  Sergeant-at- Arms 
and  others,  and  he  thought  that  the  same  ste; 
ought  to  be  taken  with  respect  to  the  choice  of  ; 
Clerk. 

Mr.  Giles  repeated  his  wigh  for  a  nominatioE 
for  the  reasons  he  had  before  stated ;  but  he  wa 
not  very  solicitous  which  of  the  methods  wa 
adopted. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  recollect  that  there  ha< 
been  any  nomination  on  former  occasions  for  « 
Clerk  ;  but  he  thought  it  immaterial  whether  h< 
was  chosen  to-day  or  to-morrow,  since  he  belie? 
ed  the  present  Clerk  would  be  considered  in  offict 
until  a  new  one  should  be  chosen,  and  they  wer< 
not,  therefore,  without  a  Clerk  to  record  thei 
proceedings. 

The  question  being  put  for  immediately  going 
into  the  choice  of  a  Clerk,  it  was  carried ;  and  the 
votes  having  been  collected,  the  Speaker  ap 
pointed  Messrs.  W.  Smith  and  Livingston  ai 
tellers;  when,  having  examined  the  votes.  Mr 
Smith  reported  that  there  were — 

For  Jonathan  Williams  Condy      -        -    41 

Fot  John  Beckley  -    40 

Mr.  Condt  being  therefore  elected,  he  was  seol 
for,  and  soon  after  introduced,  and  took  his  seal 
at  the  Clerk's  table. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that  Mr.  Bradbury  be 
appointed  to  administer  the  Constitutional  oath 
to  the  Speaker  ;  which  was  carried,  and  the  oath 
administered  accordingly. 

The  Speaker  then  proceeded  to  qualify  all  the 
members  present,  (viz:  eighty-one,)  by  States, 
three  or  four  at  a  time,  who  all  took  the  follow- 
ing  oath,  (except  two  members,  who  being  Qua- 
kers, took  their  affirmation :)  "  I do  solemnly 

swear  that  I  will  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States." 

The  affirmation  of  office,  and  the  affirmation  to 
support  the  Constitution,  was  also  administered  to 
the  Clerk. 

It  was  then  moved  and  carried,  that  a  message 
be  sent  to  the  Senate,  to  inform  them  that  a  quo- 
rum of  the  House  is  assembled,  and  have  chosen 
a  Speaker. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  formed  a  quo- 
rum. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  choice  of  a 
Sergeant-at- Arms,  Doorkeeper,  and  Assistant 
Doorkeeper,  when  Joseph  Wheaton  was  unani- 
mously elected  as  Sergeant-at- Arms ;  Thomas 
Claxton  as  Doorkeeper;  and  Thomas  Dunn  as 
Assistant  Doorkeeper. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  moved  that  a  committee  be 
appointed,  jointly  with  such  committee  as  may 
be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  wait 
on  the  President,  to  inform  him  that  quorums  of 
both  Houses  are  assembled,  and  ready  to  receire 
any  communication  which  he  may  tnink  proper 
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to  make  to  them.  Agreed  to,  and  Messrs.  Vbna- 
slc.  Kitteha,  and  Freeman,  (Mass.,)  were  ap- 
pointed a  committee.  Subsequently  a  message 
was  received  from  the  Senate,  informing  the 
House  that  they  had  concurred  with  the  House 
in  choosing  a  committee  to  wait  upon  the  Presi- 
dent, and  had  appointed  Messrs.  Livermore  and 
Langdon  on  that  committee. 

Mr.  Williams  made  the  usual  motion  direct- 
ing the  Clerk  to  cause  each  member  to  be  served 
daily  with  three  of  such  of  the  daily  papers  of  this 
city  as  he  may  choose. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  omit- 
ting the  words  papers  of  this  city,  in  order  that 
members  might  be  at  liberty  to  take  any  other 
papers;  which  was  negatived,  and  the  original 
motion  carried. 

Mr.  Williams  moved  that  a  Committee  of 
Elections  should  be  chosen.  The  Speaker  said 
that  this  motion  was  superseded  by  a  standing 
rule  of  the  House  to  the  same  effect.  A  motion 
was  then  made  that  a  Committee  of  Election 
should  be  chosen ;  which  was  done,  and  Messrs. 
Coit,  Varncm,  Williams,  Dent,  Harrison, 
Hartley,  and  Baldwin,  were  appointed. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that  the  Rules  and  Re- 
gulations of  the  late  House  of  Representatives 
shall  be  deemed  those  of  this  House,  until  an  al- 
teration or  revision  shall  take  place.  Carried, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  revise  the  Rules.  Agreed  to,  and  a 
committee  of  three  appointed. 

Mr.  Venable.  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
wait  upon  the  President,  reported  that  the  Presi- 
dent would  meet  the  two  Houses  in  that  House 
to-morrow  at  twelve  o'clock. 

On  motion,  adjourned  till  to-morrow  at  eleven 
o'clock. 


Tuesday,  May  16. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New  Jer- 
sey. James  Schureman  and  Thomas  Sinnickbon; 
from  Virginia,  John  Trigg  ;  and  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, Thomas  Sumpter,  appeared,  produced 
their  credentials,  were  qualified,  and  took  their 
seats  in  the  House.  • 

On  motion, 

Resolved,  That  two  Chaplains  of  different  de- 
nominations be  appointed  to  Congress  for  the  pre- 
sent session,  one  by  each  House,  to  interchange 
weekly. 

CHAPLAINS  TO  THE  SENATE. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the  House 
that  they  had  appointed  the  Rev.  Bishop  White 
as  their  Chaplain,  to  interchange  weekly  with 
the  Chaplain  to  be  appointed  by  that  House. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  wished  that  the  choosing  of  a 
Chaplain  for  that  House  might  be  the  order  of 
the  day  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Macon  believed  it  was  not  necessary  that 
any  notice  should  be  given  for  the  purpose;  it 
might  be  the  order  for  any  day  on  which  the  gen- 
tleman chose  to  bring  forward  the  subject. 


The  Speaker  said  the  notice  was  not  necessary, 
but  was  not  improper  to  be  given. 

PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

It  being  near  twelve  o'clock,  the  Speaker  ob- 
served, that  it  had  been  usual  on  similar  occasions 
to  the  present,  to  send  a  message  to  the  Senate, 
to  inform  them  that  the  House  is  now  ready  to 
attend  them  in  receiving  the  communication  of 
the  President,  agreeably  to  his  appointment: 
such  a  message  was  agreed  to,  and  sent  accord- 
ingly. 

Soon  after,  the  members  of  the  Senate  entered, 
and  took  the  seats  assigned  them;  and  a  little 
after  twelve,  the  President  or  the  United 
States  entered,  and  took  the  Chair  of  the  Speak- 
er, (which  he  vacated  on  the  entrance  of  the 
Senate,  the  President  and  Clerk  of  the  Senate 
being  placed  on  the  right  hand  of  the  Chair,  and 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
the  Clerk  on  the  left.)  After  sitting  a  moment, 
he  rose,  and  delivered  the  following  Speech: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .- 

The  personal  inconveniences  to  the  members  of  the 
Senate,  and  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  leaving 
their  families  and  private  affairs,  at  this  season  of  the 
year,  are  so  obvious,  that  I  the  more  regret  the  extra- 
ordinary occasion  which  has  rendered  the  convention 
of  Congress  indispensable. 

It  would  have  afforded  me  the  highest  satisfaction  to 
have  been  able  to  congratulate  you  on  a  restoration  of 
peace  to  the  nations  of  Europe,  whose  animosities 
have  endangered  our  tranquillity;  but  we  have  still 
abundant  cause  of  gratitude  to  the  Supreme  Dispenser 
of  national  blessings,  for  general  health  and  promising 
seasons ;  for  domestic  and  social  happiness ;  for  the 
rapid  progress  and  ample  acquisitions  of  industry, 
through  extensive  territories;  for  civil,  political,  and 
religious  liberty.  While  other  States  are  desolated 
with  foreign  war,  or  convulsed  with  intestine  divisions, 
the  United  States  present  the  pleasing  prospect  of  a 
nation  governed  by  mild  and  equal  laws,  generally  sat- 
isfied with  the  possession  of  their  rights ;  neither  en- 
vying the  advantages  nor  fearing  the  power  of  other 
nations ;  solicitous  only  for  the  maintenance  of  order 
and  justice,  and  the  preservation  of  liberty;  increasing 
daily  in  their  attachment  to  a  system  of  government, 
in  proportion  to  their  experience  of  its  utility ;  yielding 
a  ready  and  general  obedience  to  laws  flowing  from  the 
reason,  and  resting  on  the  only  solid  foundation — the 
affections  of  the  people. 

It  is  with  extreme  regret  that  I  shall  be  obliged  to 
turn  your  thoughts  to  other  circumstances,  which  ad- 
monish us  that  some  of  these  felicities  may  not  be  last- 
ing ;  but,  if  the  tide  of  our  prosperity  is  full,  and  a  re- 
flux commencing,  a  vigilant  circumspection  becomes 
us,  that  we  may  meet  our  reverses  with  fortitude,  and 
extricate  ourselves  from  their  consequences  with  all  the 
skill  we  possess,  and  all  the  efforts  in  our  power. 

In  giving  to  Congress  information  of  the  state  of  the 
Union,  and  recommending  to  their  consideration  such 
measures  as  appear  to  me  to  be  necessary  or  expedient, 
according  to  my  Constitutional  duty,  the  causes  and 
the  objects  of  the  present  extraordinary  session  will  be 
explained. 

After  the  President  of  the  United  States  received 
information  that  the  French  Government  had  expressed 
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serious  discontents  at  some  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  these  States,  said  to  affect  the  interests  of 
France,  he  thought  it  expedient  to  send  to  that  country 
a  new  Minister,  fully  instructed  to  enter  on  such  ami- 
cable discussions  and  to  give  such  candid  explanations 
as  might  happily  remove  the  discontents  and  suspicions 
i>f  the  French  Government  and  vindicate  the  conduct 
of  the  United  8tates.  For  this  purpose  he  selected 
from  among  his  fellow-citi2ens  a  character  whose  in- 
tegrity, talents,  experience,  and  services,  had  placed  him 
in  the  rank  of  the  most  esteemed  and  respected  in  the 
nation.  The  direct  object  of  his  mission  was  expressed 
in  his  letter  of  credence  to  the  French  Republic,  being 
"  to  maintain  that  good  understanding  which,  from  the 
commencement  of  the  alliance,  had  subsisted  between 
the  two  nations,  and  to  efface  unfavorable  impressions.; 
banish  suspicions,  and  restore  that  cordiality  which  was 
at  once  the  evidence  and  pledge  of  a  friendly  union ;" 
and  his  instructions  were  to  the  same  effect,  "  faithfully 
to  represent  the  disposition  of  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States,  (their  disposition  being 
one ;)  to  remove  jealousies  and  obviate  complaints,  by 
showing  that  they  were  groundless ;  to  restore  that  mu- 
tual confidence  which  had  been  so  unfortunately  and 
injuriously  impaired,  and  to  explain  the  relative  inter- 
ests of  both  countries  and  the  real  sentiments  of  his 
own." 

A  Minister  thus  specially  commissioned,  it  was  ex- 
pected, would  have  proved  the  instrument  of  restoring 
mutual  confidence  between  the  two  Republics;  the 
first  step  of  the  French  Government  corresponded  with 
that  expectation.  A  few  days  before  his  arrival  at  Pa- 
ris, the  French  Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  informed 
the  American  Minister,  then  resident  at  Paris,  of  the 
formalities  to  be  observed  by  himself  in  taking  leave, 
and  by  his  successor  preparatory  to  his  reception. 
These  formalities  they  observed ;  and  on  the  ninth  of 
December  presented  officially  to  the  Minister  of  For- 
eign Relations,  the  one  a  copy  of  his  letters  of  recall, 
the  other  a  copy  of  his  letters  of  credence.  These  were 
laid  before  the  Executive  Directory ;  two  days  after- 
wards, the  Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  informed  the 
recalled  American  Minister  that  the  Executive  Direc- 
tory had  determined  not  to  receive  another  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  from  the  United  States  until  after  the 
redress  of  grievances  demanded  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, and  which  the  French  Republic  had  a  right 
to  expect  from  it  The  American  Minister  immedi- 
ately endeavored  to  ascertain  whether,  by  refusing  to 
receive  him,  it  was  intended  that  he  should  retire  from 
the  territories  of  the  French  Republic,  and  verbal  an- 
swers were  given  that  such  was  the  intention  of  the 
Directory.  For  his  own  justification  he  desired  a  writ- 
ten answer;  but  obtained  none  until  towards  the  last 
of  January ;  when  receiving  notice  in  writing  to  quit 
the  territories  of  the  Republic,  he  proceeded  to  Amster- 
dam, where  he  proposed  to  wait  for  instruction  from 
this  Government  During  his  residence  at  Paris,  cards 
of  hospitality  were  refused  him,  and  he  was  threatened 
with  being  subjected  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Minister 
of  Police,  but  with  becoming  firmness  he  insisted  on 
the  protection  of  the  law  of  nations,  due  to  him  as  the 
known  Minister  of  a  foreign  Power.  You  will  derive 
further  information  from  his  despatches!  which  will  be 
laid  before  you. 

As  it  is  often  necessary  that  nations  should  treat,  for 
the  mutual  advantage  of  their  affairs,  and  especially  to 
accommodate  and  terminate  differences,  and  as  they 
can  treat  only  by  Ministers,  the  right  of  embassy  is  well 


known,  and  established  by  the  law  and  usage  of  na- 
tions ;  the  refusal  on  the  part  of  France  to  receive 
our  Minister  is  then  the  denial  oi  a  right;  but  the 
refusal  to  hear,  him,  until  we  have  acceded  to  their  de- 
mands, without  discussion,  and  without  investigation, 
is  to  treat  us  neither  as  allies,  nor  as  friends,  nor  as  a 
sovereign  State. 

With  this  conduct  of  the  French  Government,  il 
will  be  proper  to  take  into  view  the  public  audience 
given  to  the  late  Minister  of  the  United  States,  on  his 
taking  leave  of  the  Executive  Directory.  The  Speech 
of  the  President  discloses  sentiments  more  alarming 
than  the  refusal  of  a  Minister ;  because  more  dangerous 
to  our  independence  and  union  ;  and  at  the  same  time 
studiously  marked  with  indignities  towards  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  It  evinces  a  disposition 
to  separate  the  people  of  the  United  8tates  from  the 
Government ;  to  persuade  them  that  they  have  differ- 
ent affections,  principles,  and  interests,  from  those  of 
their  fellow-citizens,  whom  they  themselves  have  chosen 
to  manage  their  common  concerns ;  and  thus  to  pro- 
duce divisions  fatal  to  our  peace.  Such  attempts  ought 
to  be  repelled  with  a  decision  which  shall  convince 
France,  and  the  world,  that  we.  are  not  a  degraded 
people,  humiliated  under  a  colonial  spirit  of  fear  and 
sense  of  inferiority,  fitted  to  be  the  miserable  instru- 
ments of  foreign  influence  ;  and  regardless  of  national 
honor,  character,  and  interest 

I  should  have  been  happy  to  have  thrown  a  veil  over 
these  transactions,  if  it  had  been  possible  to  conceal 
them ;  but  they  have  passed  on  the  great  theatre  of  the 
world,  in  the  face  of  all  Europe  and  America,  and  with 
such  circumstances  of  publicity  and  solemnity  that  they 
cannot  be  disguised,  and  will  not  soon  be  forgotten ; 
they  have  inflicted  a  wound  in  the  American  breast ;  it 
is  my  sincere  desire,  however,  that  it  may  be  healed. 
It  is  my  desire,  and  in  this  I  presume  I  concur  with 
you,  and  with  our  constituents,  to  preserve  peace  and 
friendship  with  all  nations ,  and  believing  that  neither 
the  honor  nor  the  interest  of  the  United  States  abso- 
lutely forbid  the  repetition  of  advances  for  securing 
these  desirable  objects  with  France,  I  shall  institute  a 
fresh  attempt  at  negotiation,  and  shall  not  fail  to  pro- 
mote and  accelerate  an  accommodation,  on  terms  com- 
patible with  the  rights,  duties,  interests,  and  honor  of 
the  nation.  If  we  have  committed  errors,  and  these 
can  be  demonstrated,  we  shall  be  willing  to  correct 
them.  If  we  have  done  injuries,  we  shall  be  willing,  on 
conviction,  to  redress  them ;  and  equal  measures  of  jus- 
tice we  have  a  right  to  exjpect  from  France  and  every 
other  nation. 

The  diplomatic  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  France  being  at  present  suspended,  the  Govern- 
ment has  no  means  of  obtaining  official  information  from 
that  country ;  nevertheless,  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  the  Executive  Directory  passed  a  decree,  on  the 
second  of  March  last,  contravening,  in  part,  the  Treaty 
of  Amity  and  Commerce,  of  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  seventy-eight,  injurious  to  our  lawful  com- 
merce, and  endangering  the  lives  of  our  citizens.  A 
copy  of  this  decree  will  be  laid  before  you. 

While  we  are  endeavoring  to  adjust  all  our  differ- 
ences with  France  by  amicable  negotiation,  the  pro- 
gress of  the  war  in  Europe,  the  depredations  on  our 
commerce,  the  personal  injuries  to  our  citizens,  and 
general  complexion  of  affairs,  render  it  my  indispensa- 
ble duty  to  recommend  to  your  consideration  effectual 
measures  of  defence. 

The  commerce  of  the  United  States  has  become  an 
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interesting  object  of  attention,  whether  we  consider  it 
in  relation  to  the  wealth  and  finances,  or  the  strength 
ind  resources  of  the  nation.  With  a  sea-coast  of  near 
two  thousand  miles  in  extent,  opening  a  wide  field  for 
fisheries,  navigation,  and  commerce,  a  great  portion  of 
our  citizens  naturally  apply  their  industry  and  enter- 
prise to  these  objects.  Any  serious  and  permanent  in- 
jury to  commerce,  would  not  fail  to  produce  the  most 
embarrassing  disorders;  to  prevent  it  from  being  un- 
dermined and  destroyed,  it  is  essential  that  it  receive 
an  adequate  protection. 

The  Naval  Establishment  must  occur  to  every  man 
who  considers  the  injuries  committed  on  our  commerce, 
the  insults  offered  to  our  citizens,  and  the  description  of 
vessels  by  which  these  abuses  have  been  practised.  As 
the  sufferings  of  our  mercantile  and  seafaring  citizens 
cannot  be  ascribed  to  the  omission  of  duties  demandable, 
considering  the  neutral  situation  of  our  country,  they 
are  to  be  attributed  to  the  hope  of  impunity,  arising 
from  a  supposed  inability  on  our  part  to  afford  protec- 
tion. To  resist  the  consequences  of  such  impressions 
on  the  minds  of  foreign  nations',  and  to  guard  against 
the  degradation  and  servility  which  they  must  finally 
stamp  on  the  American  character,  is  an  important  duty 
of  Government. 

A  Naval  power,  next  to  the  Militia,  is  the  natural 
defence  of  the  United  States.  The  experience  of  the 
last  war  would  be  sufficient  to  show,  that  a  moderate 
Naval  force,  such  as  would  be  easily  within  the  present 
abilities  of  the  Union,  would  have  been  sufficient  to 
have  baffled  many  formidable  transportations  of  troops 
from  one  State  to  another,  which  were  then  practised. 
Our  sea-coasts,  from  their  great  extent,  are  more  easily 
annoyed  and  more  easily  defended  by  a  Naval  force 
than  any  other.  With  all  the  materials  our  country 
abounds;  in  skill,  our  naval  architects  and  navigators 
are  equal  to  any ;  and  commanders  and  seamen  will 
not  be  wanting. 

Bat  although  the  establishment  of  a  permanent  sys- 
tem of  Naval  defence  appears  to  be  requisite,  I  am  sensi- 
ble it  cannot  be  formed  so  speedily  and  extensively  as 
the  present  crisis  demands.  Hitherto  I  have  thought 
proper  to  prevent  the  sailing  of  armed  vessels,  except 
on  voyages  to  the  East  Indies,  where  general  usage, 
and  the  danger  from  pirates,  appeared  to  render  per  mis- 
son  proper ;  yet  the  restriction  has  originated  solely 
from  a  wish  to  prevent  collusions  with  the  Powers  at 
war,  contravening  the  act  of  Congress  of  June,  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-four,  and  not  from 
any  doubt  entertained  by  me  of  the  policy  and  proprie- 
ty of  permitting  our  vessels  to  employ  means  of  de- 
fence, while  engaged  in  a  lawful  foreign  commerce.  It 
remains  for  Congress  to  prescribe  such  regulations  as 
will  enable  our  seafaring  citizens  to  defend  themselves 
against  violations  of  the  law  of  nations ;  and,  at  the 
Bfnie  time,  restrain  them  from  committing  acts  of  hos- 
tility against  the  Powers  at  war.  In  addition  to  this 
voluntary  provision  for  defence  by  individual  citizens,  it 
appears  to  me  necessary  to  equip  the  frigates,  and  pro- 
vide other  vessels  of  inferior  force  to  take  under  convoy 
itch  merchant  vessels  as  shall  remain  unarmed. 

'Hie  greater  part  of  the  cruisers  whose  depredations 
°*ve  been  most  injurious,  have  been  built,  and  some  of 
them  partially  equipped  in  the  United  States.  Although 
ja  effectual  remedy  may  be  attended  with  difficulty,  yet 
I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to  present  the  subject  gen- 
ettlU  to  your  consideration.  If  a  mode  can  be  devised 
"7  the  wisdom  of  Congress  to  prevent  the  resources  of 
u*  United  8tates  from  being  converted  into  the  means 


of  annoying  our  trade,  a  great  evil  will  be  prevented. 
With  the  same  view  I  think  it  proper  to  mention  that 
some  of  our  citizens  resident  abroad  have  fitted  out  pri- 
vateers, and  others  have  voluntarily  taken  the  command, 
or  entered  on  board  of  them,  and  committed  spoliations 
on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States.  Such  unnatu- 
ral and  iniquitous  practices  can  be  restrained  only  by 
severe  punishments. 

But  besides  a  protection  of  commerce  on  the  seas,  I 
think  it  highly  necessary  to  protect  it  at  home,  where  it 
is  collected  in  our  most  important  ports.  The  distance 
of  the  United  States  from  Europe,  and  the  well  known 
promptitude,  ardor,  and  courage  of  the  people,  in  defence 
of  their  country,  happily  diminish  the  probability  of  inva- 
sion :  nevertheless,  to  guard  against  sudden  and  predato- 
ry incursions,  the  situation  of  sbme  of  our  principal  sea- 
ports demands  your  consideration ;  and  as  our  country 
is  vulnerable  in  other  interests  besides  those  of  its  com- 
merce, you  will  seriously  deliberate  whether  the  means 
of  general  defence  ought  not  to  be  increased  by  an  ad- 
dition to  the  regular  artillery  and  cavalry,  and  by  ar- 
rangements for  forming  a  provisional  army. 

With  the  same  view,  and  as  a  measure,  which  even  in 
a  time  of  universal  peace  ought  not  to  be  neglected,  I  re- 
commend to  your  consideration  a  revision  of  the  laws  for 
organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia,  to  ren- 
der that  natural  and  safe  defence  of  the  country  effica- 
cious. Although  it  is  very  true,  that  we  ought  not  to 
involve  ourselves  in  the  political  system  of  Europe,  but 
to  keep  ourselves  always  distinct  and  separate  from  it 
if  we  can,  yet  to  effect  this  separation,  early,  punctual, 
and  continual  information  of  the  current  chain  of 
events,  and  of  the  political  projects  in  contemplation,  is 
no  less  necessary  than  if  we  were  directly  concerned  in 
them.  It  is  necessary  in  order  to  the  discovery  of  the 
efforts  made  to  draw  us  into  the  vortex,  in  season  to 
make  preparations  against  them.  However  we  may 
consider  ourselves,  the  maritime  and  commercial  Powers 
of  the  world  will  consider  the  United  States  of  America 
as  forming  a  weight,  in  that  balance  of  power  in  Eu- 
rope, which  never  can  be  forgotten  or  neglected.  It 
would  not  only  be  against  our  interest,  but  it  would  be 
doing  wrong  to  one  half  of  Europe,  at  least,  if  we 
should  voluntarily  throw  ourselves  into  either  scale.  It 
is  a  natural  policy  for  a  nation  that  studies  to  be  neu- 
tral, to  consult  with  other  nations  engaged  in  the  same 
studies  and  pursuits.  At  the  same  time  that  measures 
ought  to  be  pursued  with  this  view,  our  treaties  with 
Prussia  and  Sweden,  one  of  which  is  expired,  and  the 
other  near  expiring,  might  be  renewed. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ; 

It  is  particularly  your  province  to  consider  the  state 
of  the  public  finances ;  and  to  adopt  such  measures  re- 
specting them  as  exigencies  shall  be  found  to  require. 
The  preservation  of  public  credit,  the  regular  extin- 
guishment of  the  public  debt,  and  a  provision  of  funds 
to  defray  any  extraordinary  expenses,  will  of  course 
call  for  your  serious  attention.  Although  the  imposition 
of  new  burdens  cannot  be  in  itself  agreeable,  yet  there 
is  no  ground  to  doubt  that  the  American  people  will 
expect  from  you  such  measures  as  their  actual  engage- 
ments, their  present  security,  and  future  interests  de- 
mand. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .* 

The  present  situation  of  our  country  imposes  an  ob- 
ligation on  all  the  departments  of  Government  to  adopt 
an  explicit  and  decided  conduct    In  my  situation,  an 
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exposition  of  the  principles  by  which  my  administration 
will  be  governed  ought  not  to  be  omitted. 

It  is  impossible  to  conceal  from  ourselves  or  the 
world,  what  has  been  before  observed,  that  endeavors 
have  been  employed  to  foster  and  establish  a  division 
between  the  Government  and  people  of  the  United 
States.  To  investigate  the  causes  which  have  encour- 
aged this  attempt  is  not  necessary ;  but  to  repel  by  de- 
cided and  united  councils  insinuations  so  derogatory  to 
the  honor,  and  aggressions  so  dangerous  to  the  Consti- 
tution, union,  and  even  independence,  of  the  nation,  is 
an  indispensable  duty. 

It  must  not  be  permitted  to  be  doubted,  whether  the 
people  of  the  United  8tates  will  support  the  Govern- 
ment established  by  their  voluntary  consent,  and  ap- 
pointed by  their  free  choice,  or  whether  by  surrendering 
themselves  to  the  direction  of  foreign  and  domestic  fac- 
tions, in  opposition  to  their  own  Government,  they  will 
forfeit  the  honorable  station  they  have  hitherto  main- 
tained. 

For  myself,  having  never  been  indifferent  to  what 
concerned  the  interests  of  my  country,  devoted  the  best 
part  of  my  life  to  obtain  and  support  its  independence, 
and  constantly  witnessed  the  patriotism,  fidelity,  and 
perseverance  of  my  fellow-citizens,  on  the  most  trying 
occasions,  it  is  not  for  me  to  hesitate  or  abandon  a 
cause  in  which  my  heart  has  been  so  long  engaged. 

Convinced  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has 
been  just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations ;  that  those 
internal  regulations,  which  have  been  established  by 
law  for  the  preservation  of  peace,  are  in  their  nature 
proper,  and  that  they  have  been  fairly  executed ;  no- 
thing will  ever  be  done  by  me  to  impair  the  national 
engagements,  to  innovate  upon  principles,  which  have 
been  so  deliberately  and  uprightly  established,  or  to 
surrender  in  any  manner  the  rights  of  the  Government. 
To  enable  me  to  maintain  this  declaration,  I  rely  upon 
God  with  entire  confidence,  on  the  firm  and  enlighten- 
ed support  of  the  National  Legislature,  and  upon  the 
virtue  and  patriotism  of  my  fellow-citizens. 

JOHN  ADAM8. 

Having  concluded  his  Speech,  after  presenting 
a  copy  of  it  to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
another  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, the  President  retired,  as  did  also  the 
members  of  the  Senate ;  and  the  Speaker  having 
resumed  his  Chair,  he  read  the  Speech :  After 
which,  on  motion,  it  was  ordered  to  be  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  May  17. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
Hampshire,  William  Gordon  and  Jeremiah 
Smith;  from  Pennsylvania,  Andrew  Gregg; 
appeared,  produced  their  credentials,  were  quali- 
fied, and  took  their  seats. 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  choice 
of  a  Chaplain.  On  counting  the  votes  they  were 
as  follows: 

Rev.  Dr.  Ashbel  Green  60 ;  Dr.  Priestley  12 ; 
Rev.  Mr.  Carroll  2 ;  Rev.  Mr.  Helmuth  1. 

Dr.  Green  was  consequently  chosen. 

THE  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  Mr.  Dent,  in  the  Chair,  on  the  Presi- 
dent's Speech.    It  was  read  by  the  Clerk. 


Mr.  Craik  then  moved  a  resolution,  which. 
observed,  was  merely  a  matter  of  form,  is 
had  been  one  to  the  same  effect,  on  every  sirai 
occasion.  It  was,  "that  it  is  the  opinion  of 
committee,  that  a  respectful  Address  should; 
presented  to  the  President,  in  answer  to' 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  contau 
assurances,  that  this  House  will  take  into  cc 
e ration  the  various  and  important  matters 
mended  to  their  consideration."  The  commi 
agreed  to  the  resolution.  They  rose,  and  it  it 
diately  passed  the  House  in  the  common  form.' 

On  motion,  it  was  Ordered,  That  a  commit! 
be  appointed  to  prepare  an  Answer  to  the  Sj 

Mr.  V enable,  Mr.  Kittera,  Mr.  FreemI 
Mr.  Rutledoe,  and  Mr.  Oris  wold,  were  nc 
nated  to  report  the  Answer. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Williams,  the  Speech 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  od 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Giles  then  moved  to  adjourn.  The  He 
accordingly  rose  at  half  past  12  o'clock. 


Thursday,  May  18. 
COMMITTEE  ON  UNFINISHED  BU8IKB 

Mr.  Coit  moved  that  a  Standing  Committer 
Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Hartley  hoped  that  snch  a  commiti 
would  not  be  appointed,  as,  if  all  the  unfinii 
business  of  last  session  were  to  be  reported 
acted  upon,  the  session  would  be  protracted  to' 
length  which  he  trusted  was  not  the  wish  of  tl 
members  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Coit  observed,  that  the  appointment  of 
such  a  committee  did  not  infer  tnat  the  Hou* 
would  go  into  the  consideration  of  all  the  unfin- 
ished business  which  might  be  reported ;  but  there 
might  be  some  subjects  which  would  require  at- 
tention, particularly  any  laws  which  might  be 
about  to  expire. 

Mr.  Thatcher  was  opposed  to  the  appointment 
of  this  committee  ;  he  was  against  attending  u 
any  private  business ;  he  wished  only  to  attend  \< 
the  important  subject  for  which  they  had  beet 
called  together.  As  to  any  laws  being  about  t< 
expire,  he  did  not  believe  there  were  any,  as  al 
such  were  attended  to  last  session. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  there  was  no  necessity  fc 
this  committee.  He  thought  the  question,  hon 
ever,  of  some  importance,  as  the  decision  upon 
would  show  whether  the  House  intended  to  a 
tend  to  ordinary  business,  or  merely  to  that  whtc 
would  arise  from  the  Speech  of  the  Presiden 
For  his  part,  he  wished  to  get  away  as  soon  i 
possible,  and,  therefore,  to  confine  tneir  busine 
to  that  subject  upon  which  they  were  called  ' 
deliberate  ;  and,  though  the  Speech  contained 
variety  of  important  objects,  he  hoped  they  shoui 
soon  be  able  to  get  through  them.  He  hope 
therefore,  no  business  would  be  taken  up  um 
that  was  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Sitqreaves  said,  the  opposition  to  the  a 
pointment  of  this  committee  was  totally  withoi 
object.  It  should  be  recollected,  he  said,  that  tl 
appointment  of  this  committee  was  a  part  of  tl 
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landing  Roles  of  the  House ;  unless  it  were  att- 
ainted, therefore,  there  would  be  a  contravention 
*  a  rule.  [Mr.  S.  read  the  rule.]  For  his  own 
at.  be  was  not  prepared  to  say  with  the  gentle- 
tan  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Thatcher^  that 
ttre  were  no  laws  which  would  expire  before 
le  next  session  of  Congress.  It  was  true?  that 
tese  had  been  attended  to  last  session ;  but  it  was 
Iso  true,  that  laws  which  were  passed  for  a  lim- 
ed time,  were  said  to  be  for  so  long,  "  and  until 
it  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress ;"  and  this 
asion,  being  an  extraordinary  one,  might  put  a 
mod  to  some  of  such  laws.  But,  suppose  this 
tre  not  the  case,  what  mischief,  he  asked,  could 
le  appointment  of  the  committee  effect?  He 
»ld  see  none.  It  would,  by  reporting  the  un- 
wshed  business,  and  any  expiring  laws  (if  such 
Kre  were)  take  the  trouble  of  inquiry  from  the 
louse;  and,  when  the  business  was  reported,  any 
art  of  it  might  be  taken  up  or  not  as  the  House 
bould  determine.  It  might,  therefore,  be  of  some 
dyantage,  but  could  be  of  no  disadvantage,  to  ap- 
oi ot  this  committee. 

Mr.  Coit  (after  obtaining  leave  to  speak  a  third 
ime  on  the  same  subject)  said,  his  principal  ob- 
ect  in  the  motion  he  had  made,  was  to  attend  to 
•xpiring  laws.  The  gentleman  from  Massachus- 
etts was  mistaken,  when  he  asserted  no  law 
roald  expire  before  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
fess. One  he  recollected;  there  might  be  others ; 
t  was  a  law  passed  May  6, 1796,  relative  to  reve- 
nue cutters,  which  was  to  remain  in  force  for  one 
year,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress ;  of  course  it  would  expire,  if  no 
provision  was  made  to  prevent  it,  with  this  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  Thatcher  withdrew  his  objection  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Giles  did  not  know  that  the  appointment 
of  (his  committee  would  protract  the  session  j  but 
if  gentlemen  attended  to  the  duties  of  this  com- 
mittee, they  would  find  that,  if  the  House  were  to 
attend  to  all  the  subjects  upon  which  they  were 


was  only  to  extend  to  expiring  laws,  he  should 
hire  no  objection  to  its  being  appointed ;  but, 
should  a  general  report  be  made,  and  the  House 
act  upon  it,  the  session  would  be  extended  to  a 
period  beyond  what  any  member  contemplated. 

Mr.  Hartley  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
be  appointed,  as  he  said  there  were  from  ninety  to 
onehuadred  private  cases  on  the  list  of  unfinished 
business,  to  consider  which  would  make  a  long 
session.  If  it  were  intended  merely  to  inquire 
what  laws  were  expiring,  he  would  agree  to  it, 
but  not  otherwise.  The  rules  which  were  before 
them,  he  said,  were  intended  only  for  their  ordi- 
nary annual  sessions,  and  not  to  govern  an  extra- 
ordinary meeting  like  the  present.  If  this  com- 
mittee were  appointed,  they  might  proceed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Claims.  He 
hoped  they  should  not  decide  any  thing,  before 
(bey  had  disposed  of  the  President's  Speech.         » 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  this  business  would  be 


settled  so  as  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  a  committee  would  be  appointed  and  after- 
wards discharged  from  all  other  parts  of  their 
duty  except  what  related  to  expiring  laws. 

The  question  being  put,  it  was  carried,  there 
being  51  votes  in  favor  of  it ;  and  a  committee  of 
three  were  appointed  accordingly. 

Mr.  N.  then  moved  that  the  committee  be  dis- 
charged from  "examining  and  reporting,  from  the 
Journal  of  last  session,  aU  such  matters  as  were 
then  depending  and  undetermined ;  and  also 
from  revising  the  laws  for  the  establishment  of 
offices,  and  from  reporting,  from  time  to  time, 
such  provisions  and*  expenses  attending  them  as 
may  appear  to  have  become  necessary. 

Mr.  Giles  seconded  the  motion.  The  only  ob- 
jection which  he  had  to  this  procedure  was,  that 
it  was  rather  awkward  first  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee, and  then  to  discharge  it  from  a  great  part 
of  its  duties;  but  having  appointed  the  commit- 
tee, he  hoped  this  course  would  be  taken,  as  gen- 
tlemen would  recollect  how  easy  it  was  to  glide 
from  one  step  of  business  to  another,  which  was 
not  at  first  intended,  when  so  mucti  lay  before 
them. 

Mr.  Craik  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it 
would  be  improper  to  act  upon  any  of  the  unfin- 
ished business  of  last  session.  He  telt  as  strong  a 
disposition  to  make  the  present  session  a  short 
one  as  other  gentlemen ;  but  to  enable  them  to  do 
the  business  properly,  he  thought  the  best  way 
would  be  to  suffer  this  committee  to  take  the 
whole  of  it  before  them,  as   it  was  not  in  the 

Jower  of  individual  members  to  go  over  the 
ournal  of  last  session,  and  say  what  was  neces- 
sary to  be  gone  into.  Upon  a  view  of  the  subject, 
there  might  be  measures  which  it  would  be  essen- 
tial to  have  acted  upon ;  and,  after  the  report  was 
made,  the  House  would  not  be  obliged  to  take  up 
any  tiling  which  it  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
do,  and  therefore  no  inconvenience  could  arise 
from  it. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  said,  whatever  might  be  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  this  question,  there 
was  one  case  which  he  thought  in  some  degree 
connected  with  the  subject  of  the  President's 
Speech,  which  he  wished  to  be  considered.  It 
was  the  case  of  North  &  Vesey,  of  Charleston, 
merchants,  who  prayed  for  the  refunding  of  Cer- 
tain duties.  There  were  circumstances  in  this 
case,  he  believed,  which  were  infringements  of 
existing  treaties. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  if  they  gave  way  to  business  of 
this  sort,  they  might  expect  to  sit  all  the  Summer, 
as  every  member  had  business  entrusted  to  him 
which  fee  thought  of  the  first  importance.  He 
hoped  they  should  attend  only  to  the  business 
upon  which  they  were  called. 

Mr.  Swanwick  hoped,  if  the  present  motion 
were  agreed  to,  an  exception  would  be  made  in 
favor  of  the  case  he  had  mentioned. 

The  Speaker  said  the  exception  would  not  be 
in  order. 

Then,  Mr.  Swanwick  added,  he  should  vote 
against  the  motion,  as  he  looked  on  this  business 
of  the  first  importance,,  and  that  whilst  we  were 
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exposition  of  the  principles  by  which  my  administration 
will  be  governed  ought  not  to  be  omitted. 

It  is  impossible  to  conceal  from  ourselves  or  the 
world,  what  has  been  before  observed,  that  endeavors 
have  been  employed  to  foster  and  establish  a  division 
between  the  Government  and  people  of  the  United 
States.  To  investigate  the  causes  which  have  encour- 
aged this  attempt  is  not  necessary ;  but  to  repel  by  de- 
cided and  united  councils  insinuations  so  derogatory  to 
the  honor,  and  aggressions  so  dangerous  to  the  Consti- 
tution, union,  and  even  independence,  of  the  nation,  is 
an  indispensable  duty. 

It  must  not  be  permitted  to  be  doubted,  whether  the 
people  of  the  United  States  will  support  the  Govern- 
ment established  by  their  voluntary  consent,  and  ap- 
pointed by  their  free  choice,  or  whether  by  surrendering 
themselves  to  the  direction  of  foreign  and  domestic  fac- 
tions, in  opposition  to  their  own  Government,  they  will 
forfeit  the  honorable  station  they  have  hitherto  main- 
tained. 

For  myself,  having  never  been  indifferent  to  what 
concerned  the  interests  of  my  country,  devoted  the  best 
part  of  my  life  to  obtain  and  support  its  independence, 
and  constantly  witnessed  the  patriotism,  fidelity,  and 
perseverance  of  my  fellow-citizens,  on  the  most  trying 
occasions,  it  is  not  lor  me  to  hesitate  or  abandon  a 
cause  in  which  my  heart  has  been  so  long  engaged. 

Convinced  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has 
been  just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations ;  that  those 
internal  regulations,  which  have  been  established  by 
law  for  the  preservation  of  peace,  are  in  their  nature 
proper,  and  that  they  have  been  fairly  executed ;  no- 
thing will  ever  be  done  by  me  to  impair  the  national 
engagements,  to  innovate  upon  principles,  which  have 
been  so  deliberately  and  uprightly  established,  or  to 
surrender  in  any  manner  the  rights  of  the  Government 
To  enable  me  to  maintain  this  declaration,  I  rely  upon 
God  with  entire  confidence,  on  the  firm  and  enlighten- 
ed support  of  the  National  Legislature,  and  upon  the 
virtue  and  patriotism  of  my  fellow-citizens. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Having  concluded  his  Speech,  aftei  presenting 
a  copy  of  it  to  the  President  of  the  Senate,  and 
another  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, the  President  retired,  as  did  also  the 
members  of  the  Senate ;  and  the  Speaker  haying 
resumed  his  Chair,  he  read  the  Speech :  After 
which,  on  motion,  it  was  ordered  to  be  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  May  17. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
Hampshire,  William  Gordon  and  Jeremiah 
Smith;  from  Pennsylvania.  Andrew  Gregg; 
appeared,  produced  their  credentials,  were  quali- 
fied, and  took  their  seats. 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  choice 
of  a  Chaplain.  On  counting  the  votes  they  were 
as  follows: 

Rev.  Dr.  Ashbel  Green  60 ;  Dr.  Priestley  12 ; 
Rev.  Mr.  Carroll  2;  Rev.  Mr.  Helmuth  1. 

Dr.  Green  was  consequently  chosen. 

THE  PRESIDENTS  8PEECH. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  Mr.  Dent,  in  the  Chair,  on  the  Presi- 
dent's Speech.    It  was  read  by  the  Clerk. 


Mr.  Craik  then  moved  a  resolution,  which*  he* 
observed,  was  merely  a  matter  of  form,  as  there 
had  been  one  to  the  same  effect,  on  every  similar 
occasion.  It  was,  "that  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
committee,  that  a  respectful  Address  should  be 
presented  to  the  President,  in  answer  to  his 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  containing 
assurances,  that  this  House  will  take  into  consid- 
eration the  various  and  important  matters  recom- 
mended to  their  consideration."  The  committee 
agreed  to  the  resolution.  They  rose,  and  it  imme- 
diately passed  the  House  in  the  common  form. 

On  motion,  it  was  Ordered,  That  a  committee 
be  appointed  to  prepare  an  Answer  to  the  Speech. 

Mr.  Venable,  Mr.  Kittera,  Mr.  Freeman, 
Mr.  Rutledge,  and  Mr.  Griswold,  were  nomi- 
nated to  report  the  Answer. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Williams,  the  Speech  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Giles  then  moved  to  adjourn.  The  House 
accordingly  rose  at  half  past  12  o'clock. 


Thursday,  May  18. 
COMMITTEE  ON  UNFINISHED  BU8INESS. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  that  a  Standing  Committee  of 
Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Hartley  hoped  that  such  a  committee 
would  not  be  appointed,  as,  if  all  the  unfinished 
business  of  last  session  were  to  be  reported  and 
acted  upon,  the  session  would  be  protracted  to  a 
length  which  he  trusted  was  not  the  wish  of  the 
members  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Coit  observed,  that  the  appointment  of 
such  a  committee  did  not  infer  that  the  House 
would  go  into  the  consideration  of  all  the  unfin- 
ished business  which  might  be  reported ;  but  there 
might  be  some  subjects  which  would  reouire  at- 
tention, particularly  any  laws  which  might  be 
about  to  expire. 

Mr.  Thatcher  was  opposed  to  the  appointment 
of  this  committee ;  he  was  against  attending  to 
any  private  business  ;  he  wished  only  to  attend  to 
the  important  subject  for  which  they  had  been 
called  together.  As  to  any  laws  being  about  to 
expire,  he  did  not  believe  there  were  any,  as  all 
such  were  attended  to  last  session. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  there  was  no  necessity  for 
this  committee,  lie  thought  the  question,  how- 
ever, of  some  importance,  as  the  decision  upon  it 
would  show  whether  the  House  intended  to  at- 
tend to  ordinary  business,  or  merely  to  that  which 
would  arise  from  the  Speech  of  the  President. 
For  his  part,  he  wished  to  get  away  as  soon  as 
possible,  and,  therefore,  to  confine  tneir  business 
to  that  subject  upon  which  they  were  called  to 
deliberate  ;  and,  though  the  Speech  contained  a 
variety  of  important  objects,  he  hoped  they  should 
soon  be  able  to  get  through  them.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  no  business  would  be  taken  up  until 
that  was  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  said,  the  opposition  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  this  committee  was  totally  without 
object.  It  should  be  recollected,  he  said,  that  the 
appointment  of  this  committee  was  a  part  of  the 
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Standing  Roles  of  the  House ;  unless  it  were  ap- 
pointed, therefore,  there  would  be  a  contravention 
of  a  rule.  [Mr.  S.  read  the  rule.]  For  his  own 
part  be  was  not  prepared  to  say  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Thatcher!  that 
there  were  no  laws  which  would  expire  before 
the  next  session  of  Congress.  It  was  true?  that 
these  had  been  attended  to  last  session ;  but  it  was 
also  true,  that  laws  which  were  passed  for  a  lim- 
ited time,  were  said  to  be  for  so  long,  "  and  until 
the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress ;"  and  this 
session,  being  an  extraordinary  one,  might  put  a 
period  to  some  of  such  laws.  But,  suppose  this 
were  not  the  case,  what  mischief,  he  asked,  could 
the  appointment  of  the  committee  effect?  He 
could  see  none.  It  would,  by  reporting  the  un- 
finished business,  and  any  expiring  laws  (if  such 
there  were)  take  the  trouble  of  inquiry  from  the 
House;  and,  when  the  business  was  reported,  any 
part  of  it  might  be  taken  up  or  not  as  the  House 
should  determine.  It  might,  therefore,  be  of  some 
advantage,  but  could  be  of  no  disadvantage,  to  ap- 
point this  committee. 

Mr.  Coit  (after  obtaining  leave  to  speak  a  third 
time  on  the  same  subject)  said,  his  principal  ob- 
ject in  the  motion  he  bad  made,  was  to  attend  to 
expiring  laws.  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts was  mistaken,  when  he  asserted  no  law 
would  expire  before  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress. One  he  recollected;  there  might  be  others ; 
it  was  a  law  passed  May  6,  1796,  relative  to  reve- 
nue cutters,  which  was  to  remain  in  force  for  one 
year,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress ;  of  course  it  would  expire,  if  no 
provision  was  made  to  prevent  it,  with  this  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  Thatcher  withdrew  his  objection  to  t\te 
motion. 

Mr.  Giles  did  not  know  that  the  appointment 
of  this  committee  would  protract  the  session ;  but 
if  gentlemen  attended  to  the  duties  of  this  com- 
mittee, they  would  find  that,  if  the  House  were  to 
attend  to  all  the  subjects  upon  which  they  were 
to  report,  it  would  of  necessity  occupy  a  consider- 
able length  of  time.  [He  read  what  these  were.] 
If-  indeed,  it  were  understood  that  this  committee 
was  only  to  extend  to  expiring  laws,  he  should 
hue  no  objection  to  its  being  appointed ;  but, 
should  a  general  report  be  made,  and  the  House 
act  upon  it,  the  session  would  be  extended  to  a 
period  beyond  what  any  member  contemplated. 

Mr.  Hartley  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
he  appointed,  as  he  said  there  were  from  ninety  to 
one  hundred  private  cases  on  the  list  of  unfinished 
business,  to  consider  which  would  make  a  long 
session.  If  it  were  intended  merely  to  inquire 
what  laws  were  expiring,  he  would  agree  to  it, 
but  not  otherwise.  The  rules  which  were  before 
them,  he  said,  were  intended  only  for  their  ordi- 
nary annual  sessions,  and  not  to  govern  an  extra- 
ordinary meeting  like  the  present.  If  this  cora- 
ttiittee  were  appointed,  they  might  proceed  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Claims.  He 
hoped  they  should  not  decide  any  thing,  before 
they  bad  disposed  of  the  President's  Speech.         » 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  this  business  would  be 


settled  so  as  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House.  He 
hoped  a  committee  would  be  appointed  and  after- 
wards discharged  from  all  other  parts  of  their 
duty  except  what  related  to  expiring  laws. 

The  question  being  put,  it  was  carried,  there 
being  51  votes  in  favor  of  it ;  and  a  committee  of 
three  were  appointed  accordingly. 

Mr.  N.  then  moved  that  the  committee  be  dis- 
charged from  "examining  and  reporting,  from  the 
Journal  of  last  session,  all  such  matters  as  were 
then  depending  and  undetermined ;  and  also 
from  revising  the  laws  for  the  establishment  of 
offices,  and  from  reporting,  from  time  to  time, 
such  provisions  and*  expenses  attending  them  as 
may  appear  to  have  become  necessary. 

Mr.  Giles  seconded  the  motion.  The  only  ob- 
jection which  he  had  to  this  procedure  was,  that 
it  was  rather  awkward  first  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee, and  then  to  discharge  it  from  a  great  part 
of  its  duties;  but  having  appointed  the  commit- 
tee, he  hoped  this  course  would  be  taken,  as  gen- 
tlemen would  recollect  how  easy  it  was  to  glide 
from  one  step  of  business  to  another,  which  was 
not  at  first  intended,  when  so  rnucn  lay  before 
them. 

Mr.  Craik  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it 
would  be  improper  to  act  upon  any  of  the  unfin- 
ished business  of  last  session.  He  telt  as  strong  a 
disposition  to  make  the  present  session  a  short 
one  as  other  gentlemen ;  but  to  enable  them  to  do 
the  business  properly,  he  thought  the  best  way 
would  be  to  suffer  this  committee  to  take  the 
whole  of  it  before  them,  as  it  was  not  in  the 

Jower  of  individual  members  to  go  over  the 
ournal  of  last  session,  and  say  what  was  neces- 
sary to  begone  into.  Upon  a  view  of  the  subject, 
there  might  be  measures  which  it  would  be  essen- 
tial to  have  acted  upon ;  and,  after  the  report  was 
made,  the  House  would  not  be  obliged  to  take  up 
any  tiling  which  it  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
do,  and  therefore  no  inconvenience  could  arise 
from  it. 

Mr.  Swamwick  said,  whatever  might  be  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  this  question,  there 
was  one  case  which  he  thought  in  some  degree 
connected  with  the  subject  of  the  President's 
Speech,  which  he  wished  to  be  considered.  It 
was  the  case  of  North  &  Vesey,  of  Charleston, 
merchants,  who  prayed  for  the  refunding  of  cer- 
tain duties.  There  were  circumstances  in  this 
case,  he  believed,  which  were  infringements  of 
existing  treaties. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  if  they  gave  way  to  business' of 
this  sort,  they  might  expect  to  sit  all  the  Summer, 
as  every  member  had  business  entrusted  to  him 
which  ne  thought  of  the  first  importance.  He 
hoped  they  should  attend  only  to  the  business 
upon  which  they  were  called. 

Mr.  Swanwick  hoped,  if  the  present  motion 
were  agreed  to,  an  exception  would  be  made  in 
favor  of  the  case  he  had  mentioned. 

The  Speaker  said  the  exception  would  not  be 
in  order. 

Then,  Mr.  Swanwick  added,  he  should  vote 
against  the  motion,  as  he  looked  on  this  business 
of  the  first  importance,,  and  that  whilst  we  were 
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attending  to  our  own  rights,  we  ought,  in  some 
degree,  to  respect  those  of  other  nations. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  it  was  of  little  consequence 
how  the  matter  was  determined,  since,  if  the  mo- 
tion was  carried,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  any 
two  members  to  bring  forward  any  subject  they 
pleased.  He  thought  it  would  be  best  to  deter- 
mine to  do  no  private  business  at  all. 
.  Mr.  Hartley  observed  that  if  any  private  case 
were  taken  up,  none  deserved  attention  more  than 
that  of  Mrs.  Carmichael. 

Mr.  Nicholas  knew  that  it  was  in  the  power 
of  any  two  members  to  bring  forward  any  private 
business,  and,  if  they  could  persuade  the  House 
to  do  it.  to  have  it  decided ;  but  he  concluded,  if 
this  vote  passed,  all  such  attempts  would  be  in 
vain. 

Mr.  Thatcher  hoped  the  motion  would  pre- 
vail, as  it  was  well  known  they  had  agreed  to 
meet  a  month  sooner  than  usual  in  their  annual 
session,  on  account  of  the  number  of  private  cases 
undetermined;  and,  if  they  were  to  go  into  that 
business  now,  it  would  detain  them  in  session 
six  months. 

Mr.  Macon  believed  it  would  take  less  time  to 
go  on  in  the  usual  way,  than  to  pass  the  present 
vote;  for,  he  was  convinced  when  the  report 
should  be  made,  the  bulk  of  the  business  would 
deter  the  House  from  entering  upon  it. 

The  question  was  put  and  carried  without  a 
division. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  since  they  had  determined 
to  take  up  no  private  business,  he  wished  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  in  order  that 
they  might  take  up  the  President's  Speech. 

Mr.  Gileb  observed  that  this  would  be  prema- 
ture, since  the  President  had  promised  them  cer- 
tain papers  which  were  not  received,  and  they 
had  yet  to  determine  upon  an  Answer  to  his 
Speech. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  perhaps  the  business  would 
be  best  expedited  by.  an  adjournment,  since  it 
would  allow  the  gentlemen  on  the  committee  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose,  time  to  prepare  an  An- 
swer to  the  Speech,  and  report  it  the  earlier. 
He  made  a  motion  to  that  effect,  which  was 
carried. 


Friday,  May  19. 

Richard  Brent,  from  Virginia,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified  and  took  his 
seat. 

Mr.  Coit,  from  the  Committee  of  Elections, 
made  a  report  from  the  documents  which  they 
had  received,  of  members  entitled  to  their  seats. 

RULE  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  Speaker  observed  that  there  was  a  rule 
of  the  House  in  these  words:  '(No  committee 
shall  sit  during  the  sitting  of  the  House,  without 
special  leave."  He  thought  it  necessary  to  ob- 
serve, that  he  had  sent  to  the  committee  to  whom 
it  was  referred  to  prepare  an  Answer  to  the  Presi- 
dent's Speech,  to  learn  if  they  were  ready  to  re- 
port.   They  returned  for*  answer  that,  provided 


they  had  leave  to  sit,  they  should  be  able  to  re- 
port the  Answer  in  half  an  hour. 
On  motion,  leave  was  given. 

DOCUMENTS  REFERRED  TO  IN  THE  PRESI- 
DENT'S SPEECH. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  had 

received  a  communication  from  the  Department 

,  of  State,  containing  sundry  documents  referred  to 

I  by  the  President  in  his  Speech  to  both  Eou^ 

numbered  from  1  to  18.    He  proceeded  to  read 

No.  1,  viz : 

1.  A  letter  from  General  Pinckney  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  dated  Paris,  December  20,  1796, 
giving  an  account  of  his  arrival  at  Bordeaux; 
of  his  journey  from  thence  to  Paris,  in  which. 
■  from  the  badness  of  the  roads,  he  broke  three 
!  wheels  of  his  carriage ;  of  the  ill  treatment  he 
j  received  from  M.  Delacroix.  &c.  He  remarks, 
that  it  is  not  surprising  that  toe  French  Republic 
;  have  refused  to  receive  him,  since  they  have,  dis- 
missed no  less  than  thirteen  foreign  Ministers; 
and  since  they  have  been  led  to  believe  by  a  late 
emigrant,  that  the  United  States  was  of  no  greater 
consequence  to  them  than  the  Republics  of  Genoa 
or  Geneva.  He  also  mentions,  that  it  seemed  to 
be  the  opinion  in  France,  that  much  depended  on 
the  election  of  the  President,  as  one  of  the  candi- 
dates was  considered  as  the  friend  of  England, 
the  other  as  devoted  to  France.  The  people  of 
France,  he  observes,  have  been  greatly  deceived, 
with  respect  to  the  United  States,  by  misrepre- 
sentation, being  led  to  believe  that  the  people  and 
Government  have  different  views;  but,  adds  he, 
any  attempt  to  divide  the  people  from  the  Gov- 
ernment, ought  to  be  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  the  signal  for  rallying.  Gen.  Pinckney 
several  times  mentions  Mr.  Monroe  in  this  letter 
with  great  respect;  and  says  that  before  his  arri- 
val the  Directory  had  been  very  cool  towards 
him.  but,  since  that  time,  they  had  renewed  their 
civilities  to  him. 

2.  Is  a  report  of  Major  General  Mountflorence 
to  General  Pinckney,  dated  December  18,  1796, 
on  the  subject  ot  American  vessels  brought  prizes 
into  the  ports  of  France. 

3.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Gen.  Pinckney  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Paris,  January  6, 
1797,  in  which  he  mentions  the  distressed  situa- 
tion of  American  citizens,  arriving  in  the  ports  of 
France,  who  were  immediately  thrown  into  pri- 
son, and  could  not  be  released,  until  an  order  was 
got  from  the  American  Minister,  countersigned 
by  the  French  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs;  and 
no  Minister  being  acknowledged  there  at  present, 
no  relief  could  be  afforded.  He,  however,  ap- 
plied to  M.  Delacroix  on  their  behalf,  by  means 
of  the  secretary,  Major  Rutledge,  and  got  them 
attended  to  through  the  Minister  of  General  Po- 
lice. General  Pinckney  gives  a  further  account 
of  conversations  which  passed  between  his  secre- 
tary and  M.  Delacroix,  on  the  subject  of  his  quit- 
ting Paris,  in  which  he  told  him  he  must  do  so, 
or  he  liable  to  the  operation  of  the  police  laws : 
but  refused  to  commit  his  orders  to  writing.  He 
mentions  Barras's  answer  to  Monroe's  address  as 
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a  curious  production  ;  bat  says  it  was  not  particu- 
larly calculated  as  an  answer  to  what  was  said  by 
Mr.  Monroe,  as  he  had  it  prepared,  and  was  un- 
acquainted with  what  would  be  6a id  by  Mr. 
Mod  roe. 

4.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Gen.  Pinckney  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Amsterdam,  Febru- 
ary 18,  informing  him,  that,  having  had  official 
notice  to  quit  the  French  Republic,  he  had  gone 
to  Amsterdam. 

5.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  General  Pinckney  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Amsterdam,  March 
5.  in  which  he  observes,  that  before  he  left  Paris, 
it  was  rumored  that  the  Dutch  were  determined 
to  treat  American  vessels  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  French  had  done.  He  now  believes  that  the 
French  wished  them  to  do  so,  as  he  had  lately 
received  intelligence  that  the  Dutch  had  objected 
to  do  this,  alleging  that  it  would  be  a  great  inju- 
ry to  them,  as  they  should  then  lose  their  trade 
with  this  country,  and  if  so,  they  would  be  de- 
prived of  furnishing  that  support  to  the  French 
which  they  then  gave  them.  France  acquiesced 
because  she  saw  it  was  her  interest ;  and  having 
25,000  troops  in  Batavia,  it  was  generally  known 
that  they  could  do  what  they  pleased  with  that 
country.  The  General  adds,  with  detestation, 
that  there  are  American  citizens  who  fit  out  pri- 
vateers to  cruise  against  the  trade  of  this  country. 

6*  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Major  General 
Mountflorence  to  General  Pinckney,  dated  Paris, 
February  14,  mentioning  the  capture  of  a  vessel 
from  Boston,  and  another  from  Baltimore,  by  an 
American  citizen  on  board  a  privateer ;  adding. 
that  American  cizens  of  this  class  are  continually 
wishing  for  more  rigorous  laws  against  American 
commerce. 

7.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  the  same  to  the 
«me}  dated  Paris.  February  21,  giving  an  ac- 
eountof  two  more  American  vessels  being  brought 
into  L'Orient  by  the  same  man,  and  of  another 
vessel  taken  by  a  French  privateer. 

8.  Extract  of  a  letter  from'General  Pinckney 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Amsterdam, 
March  8,  mentioning  the  capture  of  several  Ame- 
rican vessels ;  he  also  speaks  of  the  disagreeable- 
ness  of  his  situation ;  and  was  of  opinion  that 
the  new  third  of  the  French  Councils  would  de- 
termine whether  this  country  and  France  were 
to  remain  at  peace,  or  go  to  war.  Though  the 
former  was  desirable,  he  wished  the  measures  of 
our  Government  to  be  firm. 

9-  Speech  of  Barras,  President  of  the  French 
Directory,  on  Mr.  Monroe's  recall. 

10.  The  decree  of  the  Executive  Directory  of 
Marcn  2,  relative  to  the  seizure  of  American 
Te>sek 

11.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Quincy 
Adams,  Esq.,  Minister  Resident  of  the  United 
8tates,  near  the  Batavian  Republic,  to  the  Secre- 
taryof  State,  dated  at  the  Hague,  November  4, 
1796,  giving  an  account  of  the  disposition  of  the 
people  of  that  country  towards  this,  which  he 
states  to  be  friendly;  and  this  he  attributes  to  its 
teing  their  interest  to  be  so.  This  country,  he 
remarks,  is  the  only  quarter  from  which  they  re- 
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ceive  regular  payments.  He  adds,  however,  that 
they  have  no  will  in  opposition  to  the  French 
Government. 

12.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  the  Committee  of 
Foreign  Relations  of  the  Batavian  Republic,  to 
the  above  Minister,  dated  September  27,  1796. 
making  it  appear  very  desirable  that  the  United 
States  should  join  them  in  their  common  cause 
against  Great  Britain,  reminding  him  of  the 
many  services  which  they  had  rendered  to  this 
country. 

13.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Q,uincy 
Adams  in  answer  to  the  above,  wherein  he  says 
he  shall  not  omit  to  forward  their  letter  to  his 
Government. 

14.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Quincy 
Adams  tcr  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  Hague, 
February  17,  1797,  representing  the  French  Re- 
public as  paying  as  little  attention  to  other  neu- 
tral Powers  as  to  the  United  States.  He  alludes 
to  their  conduct  towards  Hamburg,  Bremen,  Co- 
penhagen, &c. 

15.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Rufus  King,  Esq., 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  London,  March 
12,  1797,  to  the  same  effect. 

16.  A  letter  from  the  Minister  of  Spain,  resi- 
dent in  Philadelphia,  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
dated  May  6,  1797.  complaining  of  the  injurious 
operation  of  the  British  Treaty  against  Spain,  in 
three  respects,  viz  :  as  it  destroys  the  doctrine  of 
free  ships  making  free  goods ;  as  it  makes  certain 
articles  contraband  of  war,  which,  in  former  trea- 
ties, were  not  considered  so;  and  as  it  gives  to 
Great  Britain  a  right  to  navigate  the  Mississippi, 
which  that  Minister  insists  belonged  not  to  us  to 
give,  as  it  belonged  wholly  to  Spain  before  it 
gave  the  right  to  the  United  States,  by  the  late 
treaty,  to  navigate  that  river.  He  concludes  his 
letter  with  saying,  that  the  King  of  Spain  is  desi- 
rous of  harmony  between  the  two  countries,  and 
relies  upon  the  equity  of  his  complaints  for  satis- 
faction. 

17.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Spanish  Minister,  in  answer  to  the  above;  in 
which  he  acknowledges  that  the  treaty  lately 
concluded  between  the  two  countries  had  proved 
satisfactory  to  the  United  States,  as  it  put  an  end 
to  a  dispute  which  had  existed  for  many  years 
respecting  the  navigation  of  the  Mississippi,  and 
also  as  it  afforded  satisfaction  to  our  mercantile 
citizens  for  the  capture  of  our  ships  and  cargoes. 
All  these,  he  allowed,  were  acts  of  substantial 
justice;  but  all  the  other  stipulations  were  wholly 
voluntary,  and  perfectly  reciprocal.  With  respect 
to  the  three  articles  of  complaint  respecting  the 
British  Treaty,  he  justified  the  stipulations  as 
being  just  and  consistent,  and  such  as  this  coun- 
try had  a  right  to  enter  into. 

18.  A  letter  from  General  Pinckney  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  dated  Paris,  February  1, 
stating  that  the  day  after  the  arrival  of  the  news 
of  Buonaparte's  successes  in  Italy,  he  received  a 
letter  from  M.  Delacroix,  directing  him  to  leave 
Paris.  General  Pinckney  concludes  this  letter 
with  observing,  that  the  French  seem  to  speak  of 
this  country  as  if  it  were  indebted  to  them  for 
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independence,  and  not  to  any  exertions  of  our 
own.  Our  treaty  with  Great  Britain  is  execrated ; 
they  wish  us  to  have  no  connexion  with  that 
country ;  they  wish  to  destroy  the  trade  of  Great 
Britain,  and  they  look  upon  us  as  her  best  cus- 
tomer. 

The  whole  of  these  documents  having  been 
read,  on  motion,  they  were  committed  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  and  500  copies  ordered  to  be  printed. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

Mr.  Venable.  from  the  committee  to  whom  it 
was  referred  to  prepare  an  Answer  to  the  Speech 
of  the  President,  reported  one,  which  was  twice 
read  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  the  Speaker  inquiring  for  what  day  it  should 
be  made  the  order,  Mr.  W.  Smith  mentioned  to- 
morrow ;  Mr.  Nicholas,  Monday. 

Mr.  Giles  said  the  Answer  could  not  be  printed 
before  to-morrow.  As  it  was  perhaps  the  most 
important  Answer  which  was  ever  returned  to  a 
Speech  since  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Government,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  well  con- 
sidered, he  thought  Monday  was  as  early  as  it 
ought  to  be  taken  up. 

Mr.  Livingstom  said  there  was  another  reason 
for  delay.  In  the  reading  of  the  Answer,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  go  to  the  approbation  of  all  th# 
measures  of  the  Executive  in  relation  to  foreign 
nations.  If  he  were  not  wrong  in  this,  it  was  of 
the  utmost  consequence  that  the  papers  which  had 
just  been  read,  should  also  be  laid  before  them 
previous  to  its  discussion,  as  they  could  not  form 
an  opinion  on  the  subject  until  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  perusing  these  papers. 

The  question  was  carried  for  Monday. 

CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  New  presented  the  petition  of  Robert  Ru- 
therford, complaining  of  the  undue  election  of 
General  Morgan,  (for  the  district  which  he  for- 
merly represented,)  and  praying  for  redress  in  the 
premises.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that,  as  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Answer  to  the  President's  Speech  was 
made  the  order  for  Monday,  when  this  House 
adjourn,  it  might  adjourn  to  that  day.  Agreed 
to,  and  adjourned. 


Monday,  May  22. 

James  A.  Bayard,  from  Delaware,  appeared' 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
Lis  seat. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENTS  8PEECH. 

On  motion,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair,  on 
the  Answer  reported  to  the  President's  Speech, 
which  was  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  follows : 

The  committee  to  whom  it  was  referred  to  prepare  an 
Answer  to  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  communicated  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  on 
Tuesday,  the  16th  May,  1797,  report  the  following  : 


To  the  President  of  the  United  States  : 

Sir  :  The  interesting  detail  of  those  events  which 
have  rendered  the  convention  of  Congress  at  this  time 
indispensable,  (communicated  in  your  Speech  to  both 
Houses,)  has  excited  in  us  the  strongest  emotions. 
Whilst  we  regret  the  occasion,  we  cannot  omit  to  tes- 
tify our  approbation  of  the  measure,  and  to  pledge  our- 
selves that  no  considerations  of  private  inconvenience 
shall  prevent,  on  our  part,  a  faithful  discharge  of  the 
duties  to  which  we  are  called. 

We  have  constantly  hoped  that  the  nations  of  Eu- 
rope, whilst  desolated  by  foreign  wars,  or  convulsed  by 
intestine  divisions,  would  have  left  the  United  States 
to  enjoy  that  peace  and  tranquillity  to  which  the  impar- 
tial conduct  of  our  Government  has  entitled  us ;  and  it 
is  now  with  extreme  regret  we  find  the  measures  of 
the  French  Republic  tending  to  endanger  a  situation  so 
desirable  and  interesting  to  our  country. 

Upon  this  occasion,  we  feel  it  our  duty  to  express,  in 
the  most  explicit  manner,  the  sensations  which  the 
present  crisis  has  excited,  and  to  assure  you  of  our 
zealous  co-operation  in  those  measures  which  may  ap- 
pear necessary  for  our  security  or  peace. 

Although  the  first  and  most  ardent  wish  of  our  hearts 
is  that  peace  may  be  maintained  with  the  French  Repub- 
lic and  with  all  the  world,  yet  we  can  never  surrender 
those  rights  which  belong  to  us  as  a  nation ;  and  whilst 
we  view  with  satisfaction  the  wisdom,  dignity,  and 
moderation,  which  have  marked  the  measures  of  the 
Supreme  Executive  of  our  country,  in  its  attempts  to 
remove,  by  candid  explanations,  the  complaints  %nd 
jealousies  of  France,  we  feel  the  full  force  of  that  indig- 
nity which  has  been  offered  our  country  in  the  rejection 
of  its  Minister.  No  attempts  to  wound  our  rights  as  a 
sovereign  State  will  escape  the  notice  of  our  constitu- 
ents :  they  will  be  felt  with  indignation,  and  repelled 
with  that  decision  which  shall  convince  the  world  that 
we  are  not  a  degraded  people ;  that  we  can  never  sub- 
mit to  the  demands  of  a  foreign  Power  without  exami- 
nation, and  without  discussion. 

Knowing,  as  we  do,  the  confidence  reposed  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States  in  their  Government,  we 
cannot  hesitate  in  expressing  our  indignation  at  the 
sentiments  disclosed,  by  the  President  of  the  Executive 
Directory  of  France,  in  his  Speech  to  the  Minister  of 
the  United  States.  Such  sentiments  serve  to  discover 
the  imperfect  knowledge  which  France  possesses  of  the 
real  opinions  of  our  constituents.  An  attempt  to  sepa- 
rate the  people  of  the  United  8tates  from  their  Govern- 
ment, is  an  attempt  to  separate  them  from  themselves ; 
and  although  foreigners  who  know  not  the  genius  of 
our  country  may  have  conceived  the  project,  and  foreign 
emissaries  may  attempt  the  execution,  yet  the  united 
efforts  of  our  fellow-citizens  will  convince  the  world  of 
its  impracticability. 

Happy  would  it  have  been,  if  the  transactions  dis- 
closed in  your  communication  had  never  taken  place, 
or  that  they  could  have  been  concealed.  Sensibly,  how- 
ever, as  we  feel  the  wound  which  has  been  inflicted,  we 
think  with  you,  that  neither  the  honor  nor  the  interest 
of  the  United  States  forbid  the  repetition  of  advances 
for  preserving  peace ;  and  we  are  happy  to  learn  that 
fresh  attempts  at  negotiation  will  be  commenced ;  nor 
can  we  too  strongly  express  our  sincere  desires  that  an 
accommodation  may  take  place,  on  terms  compatible 
with  the  rights,  interest,  and  honor  of  our  nation. 
Fully,  however,  impressed  with  the  uncertainty  of  the 
result,  we  shall  prepare  to  meet  with  fortitude  any 
unfavorable  events  which  may  occur,  and  to  extricate 
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oarsehres  from  the  consequence*,  with  all  the  skill  we 
possess,  and  all  the  efforts  in  our  power.  Believing 
with  yon  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has  been 
just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations  ;  that  the  laws  for 
the  preservation  of  peace  have  been  proper,  and  that 
they  have  been  fairly  executed,  the  Representatives  of 
the  People  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that  they  will  give 
their  most  cordial  support  to  the  execution  of  principles 
so  deliberately  and  uprightly  established. 

The  many  interesting  subjects  which  you  have  recom- 
mended to  our  consideration,  and  which  are  so  strongly 
enforced  by  this  momentous  occasion,  will  receive  every 
attention  which  their  importance  demands;  and  we 
trust,  that  by  the  decided  and  explicit  conduct  which 
will  govern  our  deliberations,  every  insinuation  will  be 
repelled  which  is  derogatory  to  the  honor  and  indepen-  | 
dence  of  our  country.  j 

Permit  us,  in  offering  this  Address,  to  express  our 
satisfaction  at  your  pronation  to  the  first  office  in  the 
Government,  and  our  entire  confidence  that  the  pre- 
eminent talents  and  patriotism  which  have  placed  you 
in  this  distinguished  situation,  will  enable  you  to  dis- 
charge its  various  duties  with  satisfaction  to  yourself, 
and  advantage  to  pur  common  country. 

The  Clerk  having  finished  reading  the  Answer, 
the  Chairman  proceeded  to  read  it  paragraph  by 
paragraph.  The  three  first  paragraphs  were  read 
without  anything  being  said  upon  them  ;  but,  upon 
the  fourth  being  read — 

Mr.  Evans  moved,  that  instead  of  "  will  be  felt 
with  indignation?  should  be  inserted,  "will  be 
felt  with  sensibility,'"  as  a  milder  phrase ;  as  he 
wished  to  avoid  using  expressions  more  harsh  than 
was  necessary. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  his  colleague  would  give 
him  leave,  he  believed  he  had  an  amendment  to 
offer,  which  would  be  proper  to  be  offered  before 
one  he  had  moved, as  be  believed  there  was  a  rule 
in  the  House  which  forbids  the  striking  out  a  clause 
after  it  had  been  amended ;  and  if  the  amendment 
he  should  propose  obtained,  it  might  be  necessary 
to  strike  out  a  part  of  that  paragraph.  It  was  his 
intention  to  move  a  new  paragraph,  to  be  inserted 
between  the  first  and  second.  He  believed  it 
would  be  in  order  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman  wished  the  proposition  to  be 

read. 

Mr.  Nicholas  asked  if  it  was  not  always  in 
order  to  insert  a  new  section. 

The  Chairman  believed  it  was,  provided  it  was 
not  intended  as  a  substitute  for  another. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  should  candidly  avow  it 
to  be  his  intention  to  insert  several  new  sections. 
For  the  information  of  the  committee,  he  would, 
therefore,  read  the  whole,  though,  he  meant,  at 
present,  to  move  only  one. 

The  following  are  the  propositions  which  Mr. 
N.  read  in  his  place  ;  the  first  of  which  was  under 
consideration : 

After  the  first  section  insert : 

"  Although  we  are  actuated  by  the  utmost  solicitude 
for  the  maintenance  of  peace  with  the  French  Repub- 
lic, and  with  all  the  world,  the  rejection  of  our  Minis- 
ter and  the  manner  of  dismissing  him  from  the  territo- 
ries of  France,  have  excited  our  warmest  sensibility ; 
and,  if  followed  by  similar  measures,  and  a  refusal  of  all 
negotiation  on  the  subject  of  our  mutual  complaints, 


will  put  an  end  to  every  friendly  relation  between  the 
two  countries ;  but  we  flatter  ourselves  that  the  Gov- 
ernment of  France  only  intended  to  suspend  the  ordi- 
nary diplomatic  intercourse,  and  to  bring  into  operation 
those  extraordinary  agencies  which  are  in  common  use 
between  nations,  and  which  are  confined  in  their  in- 
tention to  the  great  causes  of  difference.  We  therefore 
receive  with  the  utmost  satisfaction,  your  information, 
that  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation  will  be  instituted ; 
and  we  expect  wtth  confidence  that  a  mutual  spirit  of 
conciliation,  and  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  united 
States  to  place  France  on  the  footing  of  other  countries, 
by  removing  the  inequalities  which  may  have  arisen  in 
the  operation  of  our  respective  treaties  with  them  will 
produce  an  accommodation  compatible  with  the  en- 
gagements, rights,  duties,  and  honor  of  the  tfnited 
States. 

"  We  will  consider  the  several  subjects  which  you 
have  recommended  to  our  consideration,  with  the  atten- 
tion which  their  importance  demand,  and  will  zealously 
co-operate  in  those  measures  which  shall  appear  neces- 
sary for  our  own  security  or  peace. 

"  Whatever  differences  of  opinion  may  have  existed 
among  the  people  of  the  United  States,  upon  national 
subjects,  we  cannot  believe  that  any  serious  expectation 
can  be  entertained  of  withdrawing  the  support  of  the 
people  from  their  Constitutional  agents,  and  we  should 
hope  that  the  recollection  of  the  miseries  which  she 
herself  has  suffered  from  a  like  interference,  would  pre- 
vent any  such  attempt  by  the  Republic  of  France ;  but 
we  explicitly  declare  for  ourselves  and  our  constituents 
that  such  an  attempt  would  meet  our  highest  indigna- 
tion, and  we  will  repel  every  unjust  demand  on  the 
United  States  by  foreign  countries ;  that  we  will  ever 
consider  the  humiliation  of  the  Government  as  the 
greatest  personal  disgrace." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  was  of  opinion  that  the  amend- 
ment offered  was  wholly  out  of  order,  as  it  went 
entirely  to  change  the  form  of  the  Answer;  and, 
before  it  could  be  considered,  would  require  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  the  gentleman  could 
inform  him  how  he  could  have  introduced  it  dif- 
ferently, he  should  be  obliged  to  him.  As  to  its 
being*a  substitute,  every  new  matter  introduced 
might  be  so  termed.  He  did  not  know  how  a  new 
section  could  be  introduced,  if  there  were  any 
weight  in  the  objections  urged  against  the  propri- 
ety of  this. 

Mr.  Thatcher  observed,  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  read  three  or  four  paragraphs,  in  the 
form  of  amendments.  He  presumed  he  did  not 
mean  to  add  these,  without  striking  out  some  part 
of  the  report.  He  wished  him  to  say  what  part 
he  meant  to  strike  out,  that  they  might  see  how 
the  Answer  would  stand  when  amended  in  the 
way  he  proposed.  If  they  stood  together,  they 
would  be  inconsistent. 

Mr.  Giles  presumed  it  was  the  object  of  the 
committee  to  bring  into  view  a  comparison  of 
ideas  in  some  shape  or  other,  and  he  thought  the 
amendment  proposed  was  calculated  to  produce 
this  effect.  If  he  understood  the  Answer  as  re- 
ported, it  was  predicated  upon  the  principle  of  ap- 
proving all  the  measures  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  Executive  with  respect  to  France,  whilst  the 
amendment  avoided  giving  that  approbation.  The 
simple  question  was,  which  of  the  two  grounds  the 
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House  would  take  ?  He  believed  the  best  way  of 
ascertaining  this,  would  be  to  move  to  insert,  and 
if  the  amendments  were  carried,  to  recommit  the 
report,  to  be  made  conformable  to  them. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  an  amendment  was 
carried  which  affected  other  parts  of  a  composi- 
tion, it  was  not  usual  to  strike  out,  but  to  re-com- 
mit. 

The  Chairman  having  declared  the  motion  to 
be  in  order, 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  the  present  crisis  was,  in 
his  mii|d,  the  most  serious  and  important  which 
this  country  had  known  since  the  declaration  of 
its  independence ;  and  it  would  depend  much,  per- 
haps, upon  the  Answer  which  they  were  about  to 
return  to  the  Speech  of  the  President,  whether 
we  were  to  witness  a  similar  scene  of  havoc  and 
distress  to  that  which  was  not  yet  forgotten ;  such 
as  had  been  passed  through  upon  an  important 
occasion,  but  such  as  could  be  entered  upon  only 
as  a  last  resource.  The  situation  in  which  we 
sjood  with  respect  to  France  called  for  the  most 
judicious  proceeding;  it  was  his  wish  to  heal  the 
breach,  wnich  was  already  too  wide,  by  temper- 
ate, rather  than  widen  it  by  irritating  measures. 
He  hoped,  on  this  occasion,  they  should  get  rid 
of  that  irritation  which  injury  naturally  produced 
in  the  mind.  He  declared  he  felt  for  the  insult 
which  had  been  offered  to  Mr.  Pinckney ;  and  he 
felt  more  for  him.  from  the  dignity  with  which  he 
had  borne  it,  which  had  proved  him  a  proper 
character  for  the  embassy.  He  was  sorry  that  it 
should  have  been  thought  necessary  by  the  French 
Republic  to  refuse  to  acknowledge  him  as  the 
Minister  of  this  country;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
right  to  suffer  this  first  impression  to  influence 
their  proceedings  upon  this  business.  If  the  insults 
offered  were  a  sufficient  cause  for  war,  let  the 
subject  be  examined  by  itself,  separate  from  all 
others;  but,  if  it  be  our  wish  to  proceed  with  ne- 
gotiation, he  thought  it  wisest  and  best  to  adopt 
a  firm  but  moderate  tone. 

As  he  before  observed,  he  felt  for  the  situation 
of  the  gentleman  employed  by  this  country ;  he 
thought  it  was  a  trying  one,  and  did  great  honor 
to  himself,  and  he  deserved  the  thanks  of  his  coun- 
try for  the  good  temper  with  which  he  had  sus- 
tained it ;  but  Mr.  N.  confessed  the  subject  did  not 
strike  him  with  all  the  force  witli  which  it  seem- 
ed to  have  impressed  the  mind  of  that  respectable 
character.  He  did  not  consider  the  insult  offered 
to  Government  as  going  further  than  the  ill-treat- 
ment which  our  Minister  had  received.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  circumstances,  which  appeared  in 
the  papers  laid  before  them,  in  some  degree  ac- 
counted for  the  conduct  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment. It  appears  that  at  first  the  Directory  were 
willing  to  receive  Mr.  Pinckney,  but  when  they 
saw  his  credentials  they  refused  to  acknowledge 
him.  This  circumstance,  he  said,  seemed  to  give 
a  character  to  the  transaction  which  explained  its 
meaning. 

It  will  be  recollected,  said  Mr.  N.,  thatsince  the 
cause,  or  imagined  cause  (let  it  be  one  or  the  oth- 
er) of  complaint  against  this  country,  that  there 
fcas  been  an  intercourse  between  the  two  Govern- 


ments on  this  subject.  It  was  to  be  expected  that 
if  there  had  been  any  intention  in  Government  to 
have  come  to  an  adjustment  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  our  Minister  would  have 
been  clothed  with  some  power  of  accommodation. 
Mr.  N.  supposed  that  when  the  French  Directory 
agreed  to  receive  him,  this  was  their  opinion  ;  but 
upon  seeing  his  letters  of  credence,  they  found  no 
such  power  was  given  or  intended.  [He  read  the 
object  of  his  mission  from  the  President's  Speech, 
viz :  "  faithfully  to  represent,"  &c.J 

If  these,  he  said,  were  all  the  objects  expressed 
in  his  letters  of  credence — and  if  there  had  been 
more,  the  President  would  doubtless  have  in- 
formed them  of  it — the  matter  perfectly  justified 
the  character  he  had  given  of  it. 

He  made  these  observations,  because  he  thought, 
on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  the  truth  should 
be  made  to  appear,  and  though  an  insult  had  been 
offered  to  this  country,  which  could  not  fail  to 
produce  irritation,  yet  that  irritation  should  stop 
short  of  the  point  where  it  would  produce  action, 
as  he  was  certain  any  steps  taken  which  might 
hazard  the  peace  of  the  country,  would  not  con- 
duce to  the  welfare  of  its  citizens. 

There  was  a  subject,  he  said,  which  seemed  to 
have  involved  itself  with  this,  and  of  which  he 
should  take  some  notice,  viz:  a  charge  against 
certain  persons  with  being  attached  to  the  French 
cause.  It  might,  perhaps,  be  the  opinion  of  some 
members  of  that  House,  more  particularly  of 
strangers,  that  he  was  improperly  influenced  by 
party  zeal  in  favor  of  the  French,  a  zeal  which  it 
had  been  blazoned  forth  existed  to  an  immoderate 
degree  in  this  country.  He  had  frequently  heard 
insinuations  of  this  sort,  which  he  considered  so 
groundless  as  to  be  worthy  only  of  contempt; 
but  when  charges  of  this  kind  were  made  in  the 
serious  manner  in  which  they  were  now  brought 
forward,  it  was  necessary  to  call  for  proof.  Who, 
said  he,  is  the  man  who  has  this  proof?  He  knew 
of  none.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  intercourse 
with  the  French  but  of  the  commonest  kind.  He 
wished  those  who  possessed  proofs  of  improper 
conduct  of  this  kind,  would  come  forward  and 
show  them — show  who  are  the  traitors  of  whom 
so  much  is  said.  He  was  not  afraid  of  the  im- 
pressions any  such  charges  brought  against  him 
might  make  upon  his  constituent?,  or  where  he 
was  known ;  indeed,  he  had  not  the  arrogance  to 
believe  the  charge  was  levelled  against  htm, 
though  he  believed  he  was  frequently  charged 
with  a  too  great  attachment  to  the  French  cause. 

When  he  first  came  into  that  House,  be  found 
the  French  embroiled  with  all  their  neighbors, 
who  were  endeavoring  to  tear  them  to  pieces. 
He  knew  what  had  been  the  situation  of  this 
country  when  engaged  in  a  similar  cause,  and 
was  anxious  for  their  Fuccess.  Was.  there  not 
cause  for  anxiety,  when  a  nation,  contending  for 
the  right  of  self-government,  was  thus  attacked  ? 
Especially  when  it  is  well  known,  that  if  the 
Powers  engaged  against  France  had  proved  suc- 
cessful, this  country  would  have  been  their  next 
object.  Had  they  not,  he  asked,  the  strongest 
proofs  (even  the  declarations  of  one  of  their  Gov- 
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ernors)  that  it  was  the  intention  of  England- to 
declare  war  against  America,  in  case  of  the  suc- 
cessful termination  of  the  war  against  France? 
It  redounded  to  the  honor  of  the  citizens  of  this 
country^  he  said,  that  they  had  never  shown  a 
disposition  to  embark  in  the  present  European 
war- 
He  would  mention  another  reason  for  his  feel- 
ing so  sensibly  in  favor  of  the  French  cause.  It 
was  because  he  found  so  much  indifference  to  it 
in  this  part  of  the  country.  He  shuddered  for  his 
own  country  when  he  found  such  a  disposition 
prevailing  in  any  part  of  its  citizens.  He  could 
not  calculate  upon  the  effects.  He  could  not  ac- 
count for  it;  especially  when  he  found  that  a 
disposition  unfriendly  to  Republican  Government 
had  arisen  in  the  country.  It  was  to  counteract 
this  disposition,  that  he  opposed  a  contrary  zeal, 
though  he  was  not  conscious  of  having  been  over 
zealous. 

He  could  not  help  taking  notice  of  some  cir- 
cumstances in  the  correspondence  of  Mr.  Pinck- 
ney.  because  he  believed  they  would  be  made  use 
of  to  influence  the  public  mind.  He  meant  the 
allusion  which  was  made  to  the  state  of  politics 
in  this  country.  Besides  Mr.  Pinckney's  own 
opinion,  he  speaks  of  a  late  emigrant  returned  to 
France,    who  described  this  country  as  of  no 

treater  consequence  than  Geneva  or  Genoa.  At 
rst,  he  said,  he  supposed  this  to  be  one  of  those 
things  which  tended  the  same  way  with  all  the 
rest ;  but  he  believed  this  was  not  the  case.  He 
knew  only  of  one  emigrant  who  had  returned  to 
France,  who  was  of  considerable  consequence. 
That  emigrant,  however,  was  not  the  associate  of 
the  friends  of  France  in  this  country,  but  of  those 
who  were  most  opposed  to  it ;  so  that  whatever 
opinions  he  might  have  formed  of  this  country, 
they  were  not  gathered  from  the  friends  of  the 
French.  But  he  could  not  see  any  certain  deduc- 
tion which  could  be  made  from  such  an  opinion. 

He  supposed  that  it  would  be  said  that  great 
efforts  had  been  used  by  the  French  faction  in 
that  opposition  which  had  been  made  to  particu- 
lar measures  which  have  had  relation  to  that 
country;  but  if  gentlemen  attended  to  the  busi- 
ness, it  would  be  found  that  it  was  not  in  the 
power  of  gentlemen  said  to  be  in  the  French  fac- 
tion, to  make  any  choice ;  they  have  merely  de- 
cided on  the  subject  before  them.  There  was 
no  choice  to  vote  this  way  or  that.  Whatever 
appeared  to  them  right  in  any  measure,  that  they 
were  obliged  to  do,  and  not  because  they  had  the 
power  of  doing  it;  for  it  was  not  always  right  for 
a  majority,  because  they  could  carry  a  measure, 
to  exert  tneir  power.    Suppose,  said  he,  in  the 

f  resent  instance,  there  should  be  a  majority  in  the 
louse  determined  to  carry  a  certain  measure, 
though  it  should  involve  the  nation  in  war.  could 
he,  because  he  was  called  a  French  patriot,  give 
up  his  opinion  and  join  in  the  vote/  He  could 
not.  And  if,  by  going  into  a  measure  of  this 
kind,  they  produce  division,  they  must  not  charge 
those  who  opposed  their  measures  with  it.  Those 
who  produced  the  division  must  answer  it.  He 
would  not,  if  his  life  depended  upon  it,  vote  for  a 


measure  which  he  was  convinced  was  a  mis- 
chievous one.  And  he  thought  before  gentlemen 
passed  a  vote  which  might  eventually  lead  to 
war,  they  ought  to  make  a  solemn  pause. 

He  confessed  that  he  considered  the  answer  re* 
ported  to  them,  as  going  to  decide  the  question  of 
peace  or  war  for  this  country.  He  thought  it  a 
thing  of  that  sort  which  might  have  the  worst 
possible  effect,  and  could  harve  no  good  effect.  It 
may  tend  tcfirritate,  to  prevent  any  sort  of  inquiry 
or  settlement  taking  place,  but  it  cannot  tend  to- 
wards an  adjustment  of  differences.  Gentlemen 
could  not  suppose  that  a  stormy  threat,  or  the 
most  violent  declamation  against  that  country, 
could  have  the  effect  in  view.  Does  any  gentle* 
man  believe,  said  he.  that  we  are  able  to  meet 
them  in  war  ?  If  not,  why  make  such  declara- 
tions as  shall  preclude  further  negotiation  1  We 
are  condemning  the  French  Government  because 
they  ask  for  redress,  without  listening  to  negotia- 
tion :  yet  we  say  to  them,  we  are  right ;  you  have 
no  cause  to  complain ;  all  the  departments,  of  our 
Government  have  acted  right.  The  President's 
Speech,  which  he  said  they  were  about  to  echo, 
declared  the  Government  has  been  uniformly 
right,  and  that  he  would  never  violate  the  princi- 
ples which  had  been  acted  upon. 

What,  said  Mr.  N.,  can  be  expected,  if  we  all 
act  upon  this  temper  ?  Your  declaration  with 
respect  to  France  will  probably  reach  that  coun- 
try before  any  Envoy  can  be  sent  to  endeavor  to 
negotiate  a  settlement  of  differences ;  and  when 
they  see,  that  if  negotiation  fail,  we  are  deter- 
mined on  war.  would  not  that  be  the  reason  for 
them  to  take  the  advantage  of  us  ?  And  if  our 
Envoy  was  to  be  sent  out  under  instructions  cor- 
respond inff  to  the  temper  which  seems  to  prevail, 
with  an  idea  that  all  had  been  fair  and  right  on 
our  part,  little  success  could  be  expected  from  the 
embassy.  Why  endeavor  to  frighten  them,  when 
we  are  the  weakest  Power  ?  He  did  not  mean 
to  recommend  humiliating  measures;  he  would 
pledge  himself  not  to  submit  to  insult  without 
redress ;  nor  was  any  man  more  unwilling  to 
make  mean  or  improper  concession  than  he ;  but 
the  language  of  moderation  and  justice  he  pre- 
ferred to  a  boasting  manner.  If  injury  or  error 
had  been  committed  on  our  part,  he  wished  it  to 
be  corrected.  He  considered  it  to  be  for  the  hon- 
or, credit,  and  interest  of  this  country,  that  the 
committee  should  go  into  a  fair  and  lull  exami- 
nation of  the  subject  before  them.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  examination  would  take  place. 

The  difference,  Mr.  N.  said,  between  the  Ad- 
dress reported,  and  the  proposition  he  had  brought 
forward  was  this:  the  former  approved  all  the 
measures  of  the  Executive,  and  the  latter  recom- 
mended an  inquiry  relative  to  the  operation  of 
the  British  Treaty.  It  was  this  question  upon 
which  the  committee  would  decide,  %nd  it  was  of 
importance,  he  said,  that  they  should  weigh  the 
onuses' of  difference  between  us  and  the  French 
Republic,  and  not  decide  that  we  are  right,  with- 
out examination,  because,  if,  after  being  brought 
to  hostility,  we  are  obliged  to  retract,  it  would 
show  our  former  folly  and  wantonness. 
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Mr.  N.  said  he  would  inquire  into,  the  rights  of 
France  as  they  respected  three  principal  subjects, 
which  were  more  particularly  causes  of  complaint 
between  the  two  countries.     These  were,  the 
right  of  our  vessels  carrying  English  goods,  the 
article  respecting  contraband  goods,  and  that  re- 
specting the  carrying  of  provisions.    He  knew  no 
better  way  to  determine  how  far  we  could  support 
those  articles  of  the  British  Treaty,  than  by  ex- 
tracting the  arguments  of  our  own4 Ministerial 
characters  in  support  of  these  measures.    With 
respect  to  the  question  of  free  ships  making  free 
goods,  his  impressions  were  very  different  from 
those  of  the  Secretary  of  State.    He  says,  with 
respect  to  the  regulation  of  free  ships  making  free 
goods,  it  is  not  changing  a  right  under  the  law  of 
nations ;  that  it  had  never  been  pretended  to  be  a 
right,  and  that  our  having  agreed  to  it  in  one  in- 
stance, aud  not  in  another,  was  no  just  cause  of 
complaint  by  the  French  Government.    He  advo- 
cates this  transaction  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Adet  last 
Winter.    Mr.  N.  said,  he  knew  not  what  was  the 
origin  of  the  law  of  nations  npon  the  subject ;  he 
knew  not  how  it  came  into  existence ;  it  had 
never  been  settled  by  any  convention  of  nations. 
Perhaps,  however,  the  point  now  under  considera- 
tion came  as  near  to  a  fixed  principle,  as  any  other 
of  what  are  called  the  laws  of  nations  ever  did, 
as  only  one  nation  in  Europe  could  be  excepted 
from  the  general  understanding  of  it.    Mr.  Pick- 
ering, he  thought,  seemed  not  to  have  given  full 
force  to  this  circumstance,  but  seemed  to  have 
weakened  the  evidence.    [He  referred  to  what 
Mr.  Pickering  had  said  upon  the  subject.]  It  was 
Mr.  Pickering's  idea,  that  the  stipulation  of  free 
ships  making  free  goods,  was  a  mere  temporary 
provision ;  that  it  was  not  an  article  in  the  law  of 
nations,  but  a  new  principle  introduced  by  the 
contracting  parties.    In  order  to  prove  this  was 
not  the  case,  Mr.  N.  referred  to  the  provisions  en* 
tered  into  by  the  armed  neutrality  of  the  north 
of  Europe ;  to  a  treaty  between  France  and  Spain  ; 
to  a  note  from  the  Court  of  Denmark ;  and  to  the 
declaration  of  the  United  States  themselves  on 
the  subject. 

In  his  mind,  therefore,  Mr.  N.  said,  it  became  in 
some  degree  certain,  that  this  stipulation  was  an 
article  in  the  law  of  nations,  and  tnat  an  abandon- 
ment of  it,  as  a  neutral  Power,  was  an  abandon- 
ment of  neutral  ground. 

But,  said  he,  let  us  consider  the  circumstances 
under  which  this  treaty  was  made ;  let  us  see 
whether  it  is  the  law  of  nations  or  not.  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  parties  to  make  the  law  of 
nations  as  free  as  in  their  power ;  and  if  we 
choose  to  abandon  the  principle  of  free  ships 
making  free  goods,  shall  we  call  upon  France  to 
do  the  same  ?  This  did  not  appear  to  be  consist- 
ent with  justice.  Justice  seemed  to  require  an 
opposite  coume.  If  we  could  notmaintain  this  stipu- 
lation with  all  the  world,  we  are  bound  to  allow 
France  the  same  privilege  which  we  allow  to  any 
other  nation.  It  was  not  for  the  interest  of  this 
country  to  insist  upon  the  fulfilment  of  hard  trea- 
ties, to  do  which  would  be  a  greater  loss  than 
benefit    In  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  we  had 


denied  the  right  that  free  ships  make  free  goods. 
It  was  not  indeed  wholly  given  up,  but  we  agree 
that  it  shall  be  suspended  during  the  present  war. 
He  thought  this  wrong,  and  asked  if  any  country, 
who  granted  a  privilege  to  one  nation  which  they 
refused  to  another,  could  pretend  to  any  firmness 
in  their  proceedings?  He  thought  they  could  not. 
With  respect  to  contraband  articles,  he  had 
little  to  say.  It  was  asserted  that  the  articles 
stipulated  in  the  British  Treaty  as  contraband, 
were  made  so  by  the  law  of  nations.  Where  the 
doctrine  was  found  he  could  not  say.  It  had  been 
quoted  from  Vattei;  this  authority  might  be  cor- 
rect ;  but  he  never  found  any  two  writers  on  this 
subject  agree  as  to  this  article.  In  a  late  publica- 
tion on  the  law  of  nations  (Marten's)  he  found  it 
directly  asserted  that  naval  stores  were  not  contra- 
band. But  he  said,  if  the  contrary  were  the  law 
!  of  nations,  they  were  bound  to  extend  the  same 
privilege  to  France  which  they  gave  to  England: 
they  could  not  have  one  rule  for  the  one  nation, 
and  a  different  one  for  the  other. 

The  18th  article  of  the  British  Treaty,  respect- 
ing the  carrying  of  provisions,  always  struck  him 
as  a  very  important  one.  It  dad  heretofore  been 
contended  that  this  article  did  not  go  to  any  pro- 
visions except  such  as  were  carrying  to  besieged 
or  blockaded  places  ;  but  he  believed  the* British 
had  constantly  made  it  a  pretence  for  seizing  pro- 
visions going  to  France.  Indeed,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  the  British  Minister  had  publicly  de- 
clared in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  pro- 
visions on  board  the  vessels  intended  for  the  Q,ui- 
beroon  expedition  had  been  supplied  from  what 
had  been  captured  in  American  vessels. 

Mr.  N.  contended  that  this  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Executive  of  this  country,  as  published  in  all 
the  public  papers,  and  of  course  known  to  the 
Government  of  France.  In  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jef- 
ferson to  Mr.  Pinckney  in  1793,  he  declares  that 
there  is  only  one  case  in  which  provisions  are  con- 
traband, and  shows  the  necessity  of  a  neutral  na- 
tion observing  the  same  rules  towards  all  the 
Powers  at  war.  But,  in  the  present  case,  the  right 
was  ceded  during  the  present  war. 

It  was  an  unfortunate  circumstance  against  the 
neutrality  of  this  country,  to  find  a  doctrine  so 
differently  applied  at  different  times.  It  was  a 
strong  proof  of  the  progress  of  the  passions.  It 
might  be  considered  as  a  fraudulent  thing,  in  one 
instance,  to  give  up  a  right  for  a  compensation  to 
ourselves. 

But  Mr.  Pickering,  in  his  observations  upon 
this  circumstance,  says,  that  this  stipulation  is 
really  a  beneficial  thing  to  France,  it  encourages 
mercantile  adventures ;  but  this  Mr.  N.  denied, 
and  said,  that  if  it  encouraged  adventure,  it  would 
also  increase  the  facility  of  captures. 

In  considering  the  tendency  of  the  amendment 
which  had  been  proposed,  he  bad  not  spoken  of 
the  possible  operation  of  agreeing  to  the  Answer, 
as  reported  especially  when  carried  by  a  small 
majority  or  that  House,  and  contrary  to  the  wishes 
of  a  great  part  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
If  the  measure  were  carried  by  two,  three,  five,  or 
ten  votes,  did  gentlemen  expect  this  would  an- 
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swer  their  purpose  ?  However  the  people  may 
hare  the  virtue  to  go  with  the  decision  of  Govern- 
ment, he  believed,  in  a  measure  thus  carried,  they 
would  obey  unwillingly*  Yet  how  was  this  di- 
lision  in  opinion  to  be  avoided  ?  He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  conduct  of  the  Executive  of  our  Govern- 
ment had  always  been  equal  to  the  different  Pow- 
ers at  war,  and  therefore  could  not  say  so.  Indeed, 
he  could  not  conceal  his  sentiments  upon  the  bu- 
siness; they  had  been  frequently  expressed,  and 
were  he  now  to  hold  a  different  language,  he 
might  be  justly  branded  with  infamy. 

Let  something,  then,  said  Mr.  N.,  be  brought 
forward  which  does  not  stare  in  the  face  the  es- 
tablished opinions  of  many  members  of  that 
House ;  but  perhaps  it  may  be  thought  of  little 
consequence  what  are  the  opinions  of  those  mem- 
bers; but  he  believed  the  people  were  not  less  di- 
?ided  in  their  opinions  than  the  members  of  that 
House,  and  a  measure  so  carried,  he  conceived, 
was  not  calculated  to  intimidate  an  enemy.  He 
knew  his  constituents  would  go  into  the  war  if 
directed  to  do  so,  but  they  would  exercise  the 
opinion  which  the  Constitution  has  placed  in 
them,  of  displacing  from  their  seats  the  men  who 
bad  involved  them  in  such  difficulties.  He  knew 
that  if  a  war  were  to  take  place,  that  the  discon- 
tents of  the  people  would  increase  every  day.  He 
knew  they  would  abandon  the  delicacy  and  nice- 
ty of  feeling  which  was  now  urged.  He  knew  it 
was  his  duty  to  take  as  moderate  ground  as  was 
consistent,  because  he  knew  the  public  opinion, 
though  now  irritated  above  it,  would  come  down 
toit. 

If  it  were  of  consequence  that  the  people  should 
enter  unanimously  into  any  hostile  measure  which 
erentualty  might  be  found  necessary,  (though  he 
hoped  and  trusted  it  would  not,)  he  thought  that 
unanimity  might  be  secured  by  agreeing  to  the 
proposition  which  he  had  moved. 

In  making  concessions  to  England,  it  was  not 
considered  as  disgraceful ;  what  was  now  wished 
was,  that  England  and  France  might  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  with  respect  to  this  country.  To 
do  this  was  the  only  way  in  which  unanimity 
could  be  obtained,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
there  could  be  no  serious  objection  to  it. 

It  may  be  said,  and  probably  will,  that  this  pro- 
position interferes  with  the  business  of  the  Exe- 
cutive, and  that  we  ought  not  to  dictate  to  him 
with  respect  to  the  proper  steps  to  be  taken.  He 
was  so  well  accustomed  to  the  business  of  the 
House,  that  he  knew  gentlemen  would  entrench 
themselves  under  the  pretended  restrictions  of  the 
Constitution  in  this  respect ;  but  it  was  his  opin- 
ion that  the  measure  which  he  proposed  was 
strictly  Constitutional.  The  President  was  to 
negotiate,  but  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  deliberate  on  the  proper  measures  to  be  taken. 
Government,  he  said,  could  never  be  carried  on, 
exeept  the  Executive  and  Legislature  were  influ- 
enced by  the  same  spirit.  The  President  might 
goon  for  ever  to  negotiate,  if  he  did  it  contrary  to 
the  views  of  the  other  branches  of  Government, 
without  coming  to  any  conclusion.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  therefore,  that  such  a  power 


should  exist,  and  it  was  not  possible  that  any  dan- 
ger should  arise  from  it.  And  if  a  proposition  of 
this  kind  was  not  agreed  to,  they  had  no  evidence 
to  suppose  very  conciliatory  steps  would  be  taken ; 
they  had  reason,  indeed,  to  suppose  the  contrary. 

He  was  afraid  he  might  be  charged  with  going 
into  irritating  circumstances;  but  he  did  not  ex- 
pect, from  the  persons  with  whom  the  President 
mignt  be  supposed  to  advise,  that  very  moderate 
steps  would  be  taken.  It  was  not  to  be  supposed 
that  they  would  abandon  the  opinions  they  had 
so  strenuously  maintained.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, it  was  the  business  of  that  House  to  say, 
that,  in  their  opinion,  it  is  proper  that  such  steps 
would  be  taken. 

Mr.  N.  concluded  with  observing  that  he  had 
gone  over  the  subject,  he  feared,  not  without  be- 
ing considered  tedious  by  the  committee ;  but  he 
felt  himself  greatly  interested  in  the  present  de- 
cision. He  believed  any  additional  irritation  in 
their  measures  would  place  peace  out  of  our  reach. 
He  believed,  therefore,  it  was  their  business  to 
avoid  it.  He  believed  it  would  be  for  the  honor 
and  happiness  of  the  country  to  do  so. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  as  the  gentleman  last  up 
had  taken  a  wide  range  of  argument,  he  must  ex- 
cuse him  if  he  confined  himself,  in  his  reply,  to 
those  parts  of  his  observations  only  which  appear- 
ed to  him  essentially  to  relate  to  the  subject  un- 
der consideration. 

He  believed  the  question  was,  whether  they 
should  alter  the  report  in  the  manner  proposed ; 
that  is,  whether  they  should  strike  out  words 
which  expressed  the  sensibility  of  this  House  at 
the  unprovoked  insults  offered  by  the  French  Re- 
public to  our  Government  and  country,  or  adopt 
the  gentleman's  amendment,  which  he  read. 

If  they  agreed  to  this  amendment,  they  must 
necessarily  expect  from  the  French  Republic 
fresh  insult  and  aggression  ;  for  it  seemed  to  ad- 
mit that  hitherto  no  insult  had  been  intended. 

The  amendment  might  be  divided,  Mr.  S.  said, 
into  two  parts.  The  first  went  to  vindicate  the 
French  from  any  intentional  insults  towards  this 
country ;  it  even  held  out  an  idea  that  the  Exe- 
cutive ought  to  offer  some  concessions  to  France, 
and  even  designated  the  kind  of  concession.  He 
should,  therefore,  without  taking  notice  of  what 
the  gentleman  had  said  about  the  political  parties 
of  this  country,  or  what  he  had  said  respecting 
himself  personally,  confine  his  observations  to  the 
points  in  question. 

The  first  point  was,  whether  the  conduct  of 
France  was  justifiable  in  rejecting  our  Minister, 
and  sending  nim  from  the  Republic  in  the  man- 
ner they  had  done  ? 

He  thought  the  committee  had  abundant  mate- 
rials before  them  completely  to  refute  the  first 
proposition ;  and  he  was  surprised,  knowing  that 
these  documents  were  in  the  hands  of  every  mem- 
ber, that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  could  ex- 
pect to  impress  their  minds  with  the  idea  that  no 
indignity  whatever  had  been  offered  by  the  French 
Government  to  this  country  in  that  transaction. 

Mr.  S.  said,  that  it  appeared  most  clearly  that 
the  French  Directory  intended  to  treat  this  Qo- 
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vemment  with  marked  indignity ;  for  though  the    rectory  even  before  he  was  received  ?  If  we  were 


gentleman  from  Virginia  suggested  an  opinion 
that  their  refusal  to  receive  Mr.  Pinckney  was 
owing  altogether  to  his  not  being  invested  with 
extraordinary  powers,  this  was  evidently  not  the 
case,  as  the  Directory  had  been  well  informed  as 
to  the  character  in  which  Mr.  Pinckney  came, 
before  they  received  his  letters  of  credence,  as  ap- 
pears by  the  letter  of  M.  Delacroix  to  Mr.  Mon- 
roe, styling  Mr.  Pinckney  his  successor,  and  by 
other  documents  communicated  by  the  President, 
(which  he  read.)  There  was  no  doubt,  then, 
with  respect  to  the  Directory  being  well  acquaint- 
ed with  the  character  in  which  Mr.  Pinckney 
went  to  France,  viz  :  as  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
or  ordinary  Minister ;  but,  after  keeping  him  in 
suspense  near  two  months,  on  the  day  after  the 
news  arrived  of  Bonaparte's  successes  in  Italy,  he 
was  ordered,  by  a  peremptory  mandate,  in  writing, 
to  leave  the  French  Republic.  This  mandate  was 
accompanied  by  a  circumstance  which  was  cer- 
tainly intended  to  convey  an  insult ;  it  was  ad- 


a  colony  of  France,  indeed,  it  might  have  been 
expected  that  he  would  have  laid  not  only  his  in- 
structions, but  have  prostrated  himself  at  the  feet 
of  the  Directory.  But,  independent  as  we  are, 
he  trusted  no  gentleman  would  say  this  was  pro- 
per in  any  man,  much  less  was  it  to  be  expected 
from  Mr.  Pinckney.  What  were  his  private  in- 
structions was  unknown.  A  thousand  conjectures 
might  be  formed  respecting  them,  but  they  were 
vague  and  uncertain. 

This  being  the  state  of  the  transaction,  he 
thought  it  clearly  established  that  Mr.  Pinckney 
was  not  refused  because  he  bore  the  character  of 
Minister  Plenipotentiary,  without  extraordinary 
powers ;  the  question  then  was,  why  was  he  sent 
away? 

We  all,  said  Mr.  Smith,  remember  the  com- 
plaints of  Mr.  Adet  against  our  Government.  It 
was  not  necessary  to  go  into  a  minute  recapitula- 
tion of  them ;  it  sufficed  to  say  that  they  fell  un- 
der the  following  heads ;  1st,  complaints  of  viola- 


dressed  to  him  as  an  Anglo-American,  a  term,  it  is  i  tion  of  our  Commercial  Treaty  with  France  ;  2d, 


true;  they  sometimes  used  to  distinguish  the  in- 
habitants of  the  United  States  from  those  of  the 
West  India  Islands,  but,  in  his  opinion,  here  evi- 
dently designed  as  a  term  of  reproach,  as  he  be- 
lieved no  other  similar  instance  could  be  men- 
tioned. Upon  this  circumstance,  however,  he 
laid  no  stress,  the  other  indignities  which  our 
Minister  had  received  were  too  great  to  require 
any  weight  to  be  given  to  this  circumstance. 

But,  says  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  after 
the,  Directory  had  seen  his  letters  of  credence, 
and  discovered  that  he  had  no  power  to  make  con- 
cessions, they  refused  to  acknowledge  him.  What 
would  he  have  required  his  letters  of  credence 
to  have  said  ?    Were  they  not  "  faithfully  to  re- 


of  the  treaty  we  had  made  with  Great  Britain : 
3d,  of  the  proceedings  of  our  Federal  Courts ;  and 
4th,  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  June,  1794,  which 
act  this  House,  after  it  had  heard  his  complaints, 
had  re-enacted  without  opposition  the  last  session. 
Now,  what  does  Mr.  Delacroix  say  on  the 
arrival  of  Mr.  Pinckney?  He  did  not  condescend 
to  say  it  to  himself;  that  would  have  been  paying 
him  too  much  respect:  he  did  not  say  it  to  the 
Minister  of  the  American  Government,  but  to  the 
recalled  Minister,  Mr.  Monroe,  to  whom  Mr.  De- 
lacroix writes  a  letter,  declaring  "  that  the  Direc- 
tory will  not  acknowledge  nor  receive  another 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  from  the  United  States, 
until  after  the  redress  oi  the  grievances  demanded 


present  the  disposition  of  the  Government  and  i  of  the  American  Government,  and  which  the 


people  of  the  United  States,  their  disposition  be 
ing  one  ;  to  remove  jealousies  and  obviate  com-  j 
plaints,  by  showing  that  they  were  groundless ;  to 
restore  that  mutual  confidence  which  had  been 
so  unfortunately  and  injuriously  impaired,  and  to 
explain  the  relative  interests  of  both  countries, 
and  the  real  sentiments  of  his  own  ?" 

What  more  than  this  could  have  been  said  in 
letters  of  credence?    But,  adds  the  gentleman. 


French  Republic  has  a  right  to  expect  from  it." 
Now,  what,  Mr.  S.  asked,  were  the  grievances 
contained  in  Mr.  Adet's  note,  and  to  which  the 
Directory  here  refer  ?  They  were  very  numer- 
ous; but  they  chiefly  fell  under  the  four  heads  he 
had  mentioned.  According  then  to  this  declara- 
tion of  the  French  Government,  what  were  we 
to  do?  We  must,  said  he,  annul  the  British 
Treaty  ;  repeal  the  law  of  June,  1794,  which  was 


his  instructions  did  not  authorize  him  to  make  any  |  last  session  very  unanimously  re-enacted;    and 
concession,  or  to  satisfy  their  complaints  with  re-  !  we  must,  by  some  proceeding  or  other,  which  he 


snect  to  existing  treaties.  How  does  he  know 
this?  Will  the  gentleman  undertake  to  say  that 
his  instructions  do  not  give  him  this  power  ?  It 
certainly  would  not  have  been  proper  to  have 
stated  in  his  letters  of  credence  what  he  was 
authorized  to  concede,  or  to  exhibit  to  the  French 
Government  his  instructions  until  it  was  known 
what  they  were  disposed  to  do.  We  had  com- 
plaints to  make  as  well  as  they.  They  had  com- 
mitted spoliations  upon  our  commerce  to  a  great 
amount.  Was  it  right,  then,  to  say,  instantly  on 
his  arrival,  "  I  am  come  to  offer  you  all  these  con- 
cessions," without  knowing  what  they  were  dis- 
posed to  offer  in  return?    Will  the  gentleman 


supposed  even  the  ingenuity  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  would  find  it  difficult  to  point  out, 
annul  the  decrees  of  the  Courts  of  the  United 
States.  Yet,  though  all  this  must  be  done  before 
the  Directory  would  condescend  to  receive  our 
Minister,  the  gentleman  did  not  believe  any  in- 
dignity whatever  had  been  inteuded  against  this 
Government;  and  we  must  not  express  ourselves 
as  if  we  thought  or  felt  there  had  been  any.  It 
was,  at  the  best,  a  mere  matter  of  etiquette  on  the 
part  of  France ;  it  was  meant  to  convey  no  insult, 
no  indignity ;  our  Government  had  given  offence 
by  a  failure  of  etiquette,  and  therefore  to  heal  the 
breach,  we  must  send  an  Envoy  Extraordinary  to 


undertake  to  say  it  would  have  been  right  to  have    make  the  necessary  concessions,  and  all  will  go 
communicated  his  private  instructions  to  the  Di-  j  well. 
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With  respect  to  the  gentleman's  second  propo- 
sition, if  it  was  proper  to  be  discussed  at  all,  it 
would  have  been  more  properly  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
after  proper  notice  and  being  printed.  If  the 
House  cannot  confide  in  the  Executive  that  he 
will  take  the  proper  measures  to  heal  the  wound ; 
if  the  House  were  convinced  that  the  Executive 
were  not  disposed  to  do  this,  it  might  be  then 
their  duty  to  apply  to  him ;  but  the  President,  in 
his  Speech,  had  explicitly  said,  that  it  was  his 
most  sincere  desire  to  restore  harmony,  and  that, 
not withstanding  the  indignities  offered  to  our 
Minister  and  our  Government,  he  did  not  think 
the  honor  and  dignity  of  the  country  forbade  far- 
ther advances  towards  negotiation.  After  so  can- 
did and  free  a  declaration,  he  was  surprised  to 
hear  his  disposition  in  this  respect  thus  called  in 
question.  For  his  part,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  had  not 
the  least  hesitation  to  believe  that  the  Executive 
would  go  all  lengths,  consistent  with  the  honor 
and  dignity  of  the  country,  to  restore  harmony 
between  the  two  Republics,  because  he  was  satis- 
fied he  had  the  interest  of  the  country  at  heart, 
and  he  trusted  that  no  gentleman,  not  even  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  himself,  would  doubt 
this. 

It  had  tieen  argued  that  this  country  had  not 
acted  a  proper  part  with  respect  to  France.  In 
order  to  show  this,  the  member  had  adverted  to 
three  specific  grounds  of  complaint  arising  out  of 
the  British  Treaty. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  confined  the 
complaints  of  the  French  Government  to  three 
articles  of  the  British  Treaty ;  though,  if  the  com- 
mittee referred  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Delacroix,  it 
would  be  found  that  they  did  not  confine  them 
within  so  narrow  a  compass.  They  complain, 
first  of  the  inexecution  of  treaties ;  there  are  sev- 
eral points  of  complaint  relative  to  that  head.  2d, 
complaints  against  the  decrees  of  our  Federal 
Courts;  3d,  against  the  law  of  June,  1794;  and 
4th,* against  the  treaty  with  Great  Britain.  Yet 
the  gentleman  confines  himself  altogether  to  the 
latter.  And  really  he  did  not  expect  at  this  time 
of  day.  after  the  subject  had  been  fully  discussed, 
and  determined,  and  the  objections  refuted  over 
and  over  again,  that  any  gentleman  would  have 
endeavored  to  revive  and  prove  their  complaints 
on  this  head  well  founded.  The  three  articles 
were — 1st,  that  free  ships  did  not  make  free  goods; 
2d.  the  contraband  article;  and  3d,  the  provision 
article. 

1.  The  stipulation  with  respect  to  neutral  ves- 
sels not  making  neutral  goods  in  the  British  Trea- 
ty, was  not  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations ;  it  only 
provided  that  the  law  of  nations  was  to  be  carried 
into  effect  in  the  manner  most  convenient  for  the 
United  States.  But  this  doctrine,  he  said,  was  no 
new  thing.  It  had  been  acknowledged  most  ex- 
plicitly by  Mr.  Jefferson,  Secretary  of  State,  in 
July,  1793,  and  was  so  declared  to  the  Minister  of 
France ;  yet  no  objection  was  made  to  it  until 


subject  to  the  French  Minister,  said :  "  You  have 
no  shadow  of  complaint;"  the  thing  was  so  perfect- 
ly clear  and  well  understood  by  the  law  of  nations. 
This  happened  so  long  ago  as  July  or  August,  1793. 
But  two  years  afterwards,  when  tne  British  Treaty 
was  promulgated,  the  whole  country  was  thrown 
into  a  flame  by  admitting  this  very  same  doctrine. 
France  herself  had  always  acted  under  this  law 
of  nations,  when  not  restrained  by  treaty:  in 
Valines  Ordinances  of  France  this  clearly  appears. 
The  armed  neutrality  was  confined  to  the  then 
existing  war;  Russia  herself,  the  creator  of  the 
armed  neutrality,  entered  into  a  compact  with 
England,  in  1793.  expressly  contravening  its  prin- 
ciples. The  principle  was  then  not  established  by 
our  treaty  with  England;  but  such  being  the  ac- 
knowledged law  of  of  nations,  it  was  merely  stip- 
ulated that  it  should  be  exercised  in  the  manner 
least  injurious  to  us. 

2.  The  next  article  of  complaint  was  with  re- 
spect to  contraband  goods.  If  gentlemen  will 
consult  the  law  of  nations,  they  will  find  that  the 
articles  mentioned  iu  the  British  Treaty  are  by 
the  law  of  nations  contraband  articles.  They 
will  find  that  in  all  the  treaties  with  Denmark 
and  Sweden,  Great  Britain  had  made  the  same 
stipulation.  Indeed,  the  gentleman  had  acknowl- 
edged that  it  was  so  stated  by  some  writers  on 
the  law  of  nations ;  but  he  wished  to  derogate 
from  the  authority  of  those  writers,  in  the  same 
way  as  Mr.  Genet,  in  his  correspondence  with 
Mr.  Jefferson,  had  called  them  "worm-eaten  folios 
and  musty  aphorisms;"  to,  Vattel  might  be  added 
Valines  Ordinances,  a  very  respectable  work  in 
France.  How,  then,  can  the  gentleman  with 
truth  say  that  we  have  deviated  from  the  law  of 
nations? 

3.  The  last  point  which  the  gentleman  took  no- 
tice of  was  the  provision  Article.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  this  Government  would  never  allow 
provisions  to  be  deemed  contraband,  except  when 
going  to  a  besieged  or  blockaded  port.  Though 
he  made  this  declaration,  yet  it  was  but  candid  to 
acknowledge  that  this  was  stated  by  Vattel  to  be 
the  law  of  nations.  [He  read  an  extract  from 
Vattel] 

When  this  was  stated  by  Lord  Grenville  to  Mr. 
Pinckney,  our  then  Minister  in  London,  Mr. 
Pinckney  acknowledged  it  to  be  so  stated  in 
Vattel,  but  very  ingeniously  argued  that  France 
could  not  be  considered  as  in  the  situation  men- 
tioned in  Vattel)  since  provisions  were  cheaper 
there  than  they  were  in  England,  and  therefore 
the  case  did  not  apply.  When  our  Envoy  was 
sent  to  London,  both  parties  were  tenacious  on 
this  ground.  Our  Minister  was  unwilling  to 
agree  to  this  construction  of  the  law  of  nations ; 
but  the  British  Minister  insisted  upon  it,  and  if 
there  had  not  been  some  compromise,  the  nego- 
tiation must  have  been  broken  off,  and  a  war  pro- 
bably ensued.  The  result  was,  therefore,  that, 
without  admitting  it  to  be  the  law  of  nations,  it 
was  agreed  that  where  provisions  were  con  t ra- 


the British  Treaty  was  ratified,  though  long  pre-  j  band  by  the  law  of  nations,  they  should  be 
vioas  thereto  French  property  was  captured  on  |  paid  for,  but  not  confiscated,  as  the  law  of  nations 
hoard  our  vessels.    Mr.  Jefferson,  writing  on  this  i  (admitting  that  construction)  would  have  author- 
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ized.  Therefore  some  advantage  was  secured  to 
France,  for  if  Great  Britain  had  confiscated  our 
vessels  going  to  France  with  provisions,  it  would 
certainly  have  damped  the  ardor  of  our  citizens 
employed  in  that  commerce;  hut  under  this  regu- 
lation our  merchants  were  certain  of  being  paid 
for  their  cargoes,  whether  they  arrived  in  France 
or  were  carried  into  England.  These  were  the 
three  grounds  of  objection  which  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  stated  as  grounds  of  complaint 
b^  the  French  against  the  British  Treaty. 

Before  he  went  further,  he  would  observe  that, 
admitting  (which  he  did  not  admit)  that  there 
had  been  solid  grounds  of  objection  against  the 
British  Treaty,  before  it  was  ratified,  yet  they 
ought  now  to  be  closed.  It  had  received  a  full 
discussion  at  the  time;  it  had  been  carried  into 
effect,  was  become  the  law  of  the  land,  and  was 
generally  approved  of  by  the  country.  Why, 
then,  endeavor  to  stir  up  the  feelings  of  the  public 
against  it  by  alleging  it  to  be  just  cause  ot  com- 
plaint? If  the  committee  wanted  any  proof  of 
the  approbation  which  that  instrument  had  re- 
ceived, he  thought  it  might  be  gathered  from  the 
general  approbation  which  had  been  given  of  the 
administration  of  the  late  President  on  his  retire- 
ment from  office,  in  doing  which  the  people  had 
doubtless  taken  into  view  the  whole  of  his  con- 
duct. Nor  did  he  think  the  people  had  shown 
any  hostility  to  the  treaty  in  their  late  election  of 
members  to  that  House.  Indeed,  he  believed  that 
the  approbation  which  the  treaty  received  in- 
creased in  proportion  as  the  subject  came  to  be 
understood. 

Admitting  further,  that  the  treaty  had  changed 
the  existing  state  of  things  between  Great  Britain 
and  France,  by  having  granted  commercial  favors 
to  Great  Britain;  by  the  2d  article  of  our  treaty 
with  France,  the  samt  favors  would  immediately 
attach  to  France,  so  that  she  could  have  no  reason 
to  complain  on  that  ground.  Indeed  France  had 
herself  new  modified  the  treaty  between  that 
country  and  this,  and  had  taken  to  herself  what 
she  deemed  to  be  the  favors  granted  to  Great  Bri- 
tain. [Mr.  S.  read  the  decree  on  this  subject  of 
2d  March  last.] 

Mr.  S.  said,  ne  believed  he  had  examined  all 
the  observations  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
relative  the  treaty,  which  were  essential  to  the 
subject  under  consideration.    He  did  not  wish  to 

So  much  farther  on  the  present  occasion,  because 
e  agreed  with  him,  that  it  was  proper  they 
should  keep  themselves  as  cool  and  calm  as  the 
nature  of  the  case  would  admit ;  but  he  thought 
whilst  so  much  deference  was  paid  to  the  feelings 
of  France,  some  respect  ought  to  be  paid  to  the 
feelings  or  America.  He  hoped  the  people  of 
America  would  retain  a  proper  respect  and  con- 
sideration for  their  national  character ;  and  how- 
ever earnestly  he  wished  that  the  differences  sub- 
sisting between  the  two  countries  might  be  am- 
icably settled,  yet,  he  trusted  that  our  national 
dignity  would  never  be  at  so  low  an  ebb,  as  to 
submit  to  the  insults  and  indignities  of  any  nation 
whatever.  In  saying  this,  he  expressed  his  hearty 
wish  to  keep  the  door  of  negotiation  with  France 


unclosed ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  strongly  re- 
commended to  take  every  necessary  step  to  place 
us  in  a  situation  to  defend  ourselves,  provided  she 
should  still  persist  in  her  haughty  demeanor. 

He  trusted  they  would  convince  the  French 
and  every  other  nation,  that  they  were  deter- 
mined to  preserve  the  right  of  self-government, 
and  that  they  were  able  to  frustrate  every  at- 
tempt which  should  be  made  to  influence  oqi 
councils.  That  such  attempts  had  been  made  he 
knew  some  gentlemen  would  deny,  but  to  him  it 
was  evident  that  all  the  Ministers  of  France,  who 
had  resided  in  this  country,  had  endeavored  to  ob- 
tain an  undue  influence  over  our  affairs.  It  was 
now  become  a  serious  question  whether  we  were 
to  make  concessions  to  France  of  the  most  humili- 
ating nature,  and  thereby  provoke  future  aggres- 
sion, or  act  a  firm  and  determined  part  in  ex- 
pressing our  indignation  at  their  insults,  and 
resolving  to  resist  them  if  they  were  persisted  in. 

He  did  not  wish  unnecessarily,  he  said,  to  ei- 
cite  indignation ;  but  it  was  necessary,  on  this  oc- 
casion, to  take  particular  notice  of  the  insulting 
speech  of  President  Barras,  in  replying  to  Mr. 
Monroe's  valedictory,  a  speech  evidently  calcula- 
ted to  separate  the  American  people  from  their 
Government. 

After  the  Directory  knew  that  Mr.  Monroe  was 
no  longer  the  Minister  of  this  country,  after  he 
had  presented  his  letters  of  recall,  and  Mr.  Pinck- 
ney  had  presented  his  letters  of  credence — after 
the  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs,  M.  Delacroix,  had 
said  that  they  considered  America  as  having  no 
Minister  in  France,  the  President  of  the  Directory 
delivered  the  insulting  speech  above  alluded  to,  in 
which  he  tells  our  late  Minister,  at  a  public  audi- 
dence,  in  the  presence  of  several  foreign  Minis- 
ters, to  go  home  and  tell  his  Government  "  that 
his  country  owes  its  liberty  to  France."  We 
have  never  denied,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  we  received 
great  services  from  France ;  but  was  it  not  de- 
grading to  this  country  that  their  late  Mioister 
should  be  thus  addressed?  The  address -was 
throughout  couched  in  terms  studiously  marked 
with  indignities  to  this  country,  and  an  attempt  to 
separate  the  people  from  the  Government. 

Notwithstanding  all  this,  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  is  wonderfully  afraid  of  using'  language 
which  might  irritate  France.  Mr.  S.  wished 
France  had  not  given  just  cause  of  irritation,  but 
those  who  had  read  the  correspondence  which  had 
been  laid  before  them,  for  a  few  years  past,  mast 
have  seen  reiterated  insults  to  this  country. 

It  was  sufficient  to  call  to  their  recollection  the 
many  indelicate  and  offensive  expressions  used  by 
the  various  French  Ministers,  in  their  diplomatic 
letters.  Indeed,  were  he  inclined  to  aggravate 
the  aggressions  we  had  received,  he  might  display 
a  whole  volume  of  Genet's  abuse.  He  should) 
however,  satisfy  himself  by  presenting  some  ele- 
gant extracts  from  the  letters  of  Citizen  Adet 
Mr.  S.  here  quoted  a  number  of  offensive  epithets 
and  expressions  such  as  "  disguised  under  a  cloak 
of  neutrality,"  "the  veil  of  dissimulation,"  "tyranni- 
cal and  homicidal  rage,"  "insidious  proclamations  of 
neutrality,"  "the  chicanery  of  its  courts,"  ;ip'«" 
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seating  a  poignard  to  cut  the  throat  of  its  ally," 
"all  submission  to  the  will  of  England,"  "  prosti- 
tuting its  neutrality,"  &c.,  &c. 

Mr.  S.  said,  as  he  knew  indecent  and  harsh  lan- 
guage always  recoiled  upon  those  who  used  it,  he 
did  not  wist  to  adopt  it;  but,  at  the  same  time, it 
was  due  to  ourselves  to  express  our  feelings  with 
a  proper  degree  of  strength  and  spirit.  He  was 
not  in  the  habit  of  quoting  anything  from  M. 
Genet  but  there  was  one  expression  of  his  which 
he  thought  contained  food  advice,  "  all  this  ac- 
commodation and  humility,  all  this  condescension 
attains  no  end." 

After  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  dwelt 
sufficiently  upon  the  danger  of  irritating  the 
French,  he  had  emphatically  called  upon  us  to  re- 
collect our  "  weakness."  It  might  have  been  as 
well  if  he  had  left  that  to  have  been  discovered 
from  another  quarter.  He  hoped  we  had  suffi- 
cient confidence  in  the  means  of  defence  which 
we  possessed,  if  driven  to  the  last  resort ;  and  he 
believed  if  there  was  any  one  more  certain  way 
of  provoking  war  than  another,  it  was  that  of  pro- 
claiming our  own  weakness. 

He  hoped  such  a  language  would  now  be  spoken 
as  would  make  known  to  the  French  Government 
that  the  Government  and  people  of  this  country 
were  one.  and  that  they  would  repel  any  attempt 
to  gain  an  influence  over  our  Councils  and  Gov- 
ernment. The  gentleman  had  said  that  there  did 
not  appear  to  be  any  design  of  this  kind,  and  had 
endeavored  to  do  away  what  was  stated  as'  the 
opinion  in  France,  in  General  Pinckney's  letter. 
He  did  not  mean  to  rest  this  altogether  upon  the 
reports  of  an  emigrant,  whom  General  Pmckney 
mentions  as  having  represented  this  country  divi- 
ded, and  of  no  greater  consequence  than  Genoa  or 
Genera,  but  he  took  the  whole  information  into 
new.  [He  read  the  extract  relative  to  this  subject.] 

It  was  evident,  Mr.  S.  said,  from  this  informa- 
tion from  France,  that  an  opinion  had  been  indus- 
triously circulated  there  that  the  Government  and 
people  of  this  country  were  divided ;  that  the 
Executive  was  corrupt  and  did  not  pursue  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  ;  and  that  they  might,  by  per- 
severance, overturn  the  Administration,  and  intro- 
duce a  new  order  of  things.  Was  not  such  an 
opinion  of  things,  he  asked,  calculated  to  induce 
France  to  believe  that  she  might  make  her  own 
jf rms  with  us  ?  It  was  well  known  what  the 
French  wished,  and  it  was  time  to  declare  it 
plainly.  His  opinion  was  that  they  designed  to 
rain  the  commerce  of  Great  Britain  through  us. 
This  was  evident.  They  talk  of  the  British 
Treaty;  but  they  suffered  it  to  lie  dormant  for 
near  twelve  months,  without  complaining  about 
jt.  Why  were  they  silent  till  within  a  few  weeks 
before  the  election  of  our  President  ?  Why  did 
uiey  commit  spoliations  upon  our  commerce  long 
before  the  British  Treaty  was  ever  dreamt  of? 
Their  first  decree,  directing  spoliations  of  our 
property,  and  the  capture  of  our  provision  ships, 
was  on  the  9th  of  May,  1793,  a  month  before  the 
provision  order  of  Great  Britain,  which  was  dated 
June  8, 1793 :  and  why  have  they,  from  that  time 
to  this,  been  committing  spoliations  on  our  com- 


merce? The  British  .Treaty  was  published  in 
Paris  in  August,  1795 ;  a  year  after,  in  July, 
1796,  they  determine  to  treat  us  in  the  same  way 
that  we  suffer  other  nations  to  treat  us,  and  this 
decree  was  not  made  known  to  our  Government 
till  the  October  following,  a  few  weeks  before  the 
election  of  President 

But  this  was  not  all ;  the  French  had  pursued 
similar  measures  towards  all  the  other  neutral 
Powers.  Sweden,  in  consequence,  had  no  Minis- 
ter in  their  country,  and  was  on  the  eve  of  a  rup- 
ture. The  intention  of  the  French  evidently  was, 
to  compel  all  the  neutral  Powers  to  destroy  the 
commerce  of  Great  Britain;  but  he  trusted  this 
country  had  more  spirit  than  to  suffer  herself  to 
be  thus  forced  to  give  up  her  commerce  with 
Great  Britain ;  he  trusted  they  would  spurn  any 
such  idea. 

Mr.  S.  hoped  the  observations  which  he  had 
made  would  not  be  construed  into  a  wish  to  see 
the  United  States  and  France  involved  in  a  war* 
He  had  no  objection  to  such  measures  being  taken 
for  preserving  peace  between  the  two  countries  as 
should  be  consistent  with  national  honor.  It  was 
a  delicate  thing  for  them  to  suggest  what  the  Ex- 
ecutive ought  to  do.  It  was  out  of  their  pro- 
vince to  direct  him.  The  Executive  had  various 
considerations  to  take  into  view.  We  had  inju- 
ries to  complain  of  against  France,  for  the  spoil ia- 
tions  committed  upon  our  commerce.-  If  the  Ex- 
ecutive conceive  we  have  a  right  to  redress,  that 
subject  will  of  course  constitute  a  part  of  our  En- 
voy's instructions.  Would  it  then  be  proper,  said 
he,  for  this  House  to  interfere  with  the  Executive, 
to  obtrude  its  opinion  aud  say,  "you  must  give 
up  this  point;  we  take  upon  us  (without  any  au- 
thority by  the  Constitution)  to  give  carteblanehe 
to  France,  without  any  indemnification  ofjpe- 
dress." 

The  gentleman  says  it  is  the  object  of  the 
amendment  on  the  table  to  recommend  to  the 
Executive  to  remove  any  inequalities  in  the  trea- 
ties; that  was  alone  sufficient  to  vote  it  out. 

There  had  been  no  period  since  the  Revolution 
which  had  so  powerfully  called  on  Americans  for 
that  fortitude  and  wisdom  which  they  knew  so 
well  how  to  display  in  great  and  solemn  emer- 
gencies. It  was  not  his  intention  to  offend  any 
one  by  stating  the  question  in  such  strong  terms : 
but  he  was  persuaded  that  when  the  present 
situation  of  our  affairs  with  respect  to  France  was 
well  understood,  it  would  be  found  that  to  acqui- 
esce in  her  present  demands  was  virtually  and 
essentially  to  surrender  our  self-government  and 
independence. 

The  independence  of  a  nation,  he  observed, 
might  be  destroyed  in  various  modes.  Whether  a 
preponderating  influence  was  obtained  in  her 
councils  by  seduction,  intrigue,  or  terror,  or  by  a 
direct  and  open  invasion  of  her  territories,  and 
consequent  subjugation,  was  immaterial.  Indeed 
it  would  be  safer  for  us  if  a  foreign  Power  were 
at  once  to  attempt  our  subjugation  by  invasion; 
for,  in  that  case,  there  could  be  hut  one  opinion 
among  Americans  about  a  vigorous  resistance; 
but  the  slow  approaches  to  our  subjection,  by  the 
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subtle  artifices  of  intrigue  and  deception,  were 
seldom  discerned  by  the  community  at  large,  until 
their  pestilential  effects  had  taken  such  deep  root 
as  to  be  with  difficulty  extirpated.  Was  it  saying 
too  much,  to  assert  that  dictating  to  our  Govern- 
ment, fomenting  an  insurrection  in  our  bosom, 
influencing  the  most  important  election,  demand- 
ing a  violation  of  our  engagements,  the  repeal  of 
our  laws,  the  annulling  the  decrees  of  our  Courts 
of  Justice,  were  not  merely  interferences  with 
our  Government,  but  in  fact  attempts  to  usurp  it? 
The  complaints  of  France  respecting  the  British 
treaty  were  the  pretext,  but  not  the  real  cause  of 
her  aggressions.  It  was  idle  to  wink  out  of  sight 
the  real  causes.  She  wished  (as  he  had  before 
stated)  to  destroy  the  commerce  of  England,  and 
the  United  States  were  to  be  the  instrument  of 
accomplishing  it.  The  United  States  were  to  be 
coerced  into  such  measures  as  would  effect  this 
great  scheme.  The  same  policy  was  pursued  to- 
wards the  Hanse  Towns  and  Denmark.  Had  they 
made  a  British  treaty?  Were  they  answerable 
for  the  sins  of  our's?  The  review  he  bad  taken  of 
the  ground  of  controversy  as  to  our  treaty  with 
England  must  have  removed  every  impression 
unfavorable  to  our  Government,  and  evinced  the 
unceasing  efforts  of  France  to  acquire  an  impro- 
per ascendancy  over  our  councils,  and  direct  them 
to  the  purposes  of  her  own  aggrandizement. 

Whether  or  not  our  Government  ought,  on  prin- 
ciples of  amity  and  conciliation,  to  equalize  our 
treaties  between  England  and  France,  was  a  ques- 
tion of  an' Executive  nature,  and  was  not  properly 
before  the  House.  An  offer  of  such  equalization 
would  undoubtedly  depend  on  the  disposition  of 
France  to  make  proper  and  suitable  equivalents. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  cautioned 
thU  committee  against  alarming  the  pride  of 
France — but,  exclaimed  Mr.  S.,  has  America  no 
pride  1  Is  her  sensibility  so  debased  by  prejudice 
or  benumbed  by  terror  as  to  be  thrown  out  of  view 
on  this  occasion?  I  trust  not;  I  trust  that  Ameri- 
can pride  still  maintains  an  important  influence 
over  our  deliberations;  and  desirous  as  I  am  to  see 
it  yield  all  that  is  due  to  the  influence  of  policy, 
God  forbid  that  it  should  ever  be  supplanted  by 
an  interested  and  servile  tameness !  He  thought 
it  became  the  dignity  of  the  House  to  support  the 
Executive  in  firm  and  manly  language.  He  was 
persuaded  that  a  decided  conduct  would  be  the 
moJt  likely  to  discourage  aggression  and  repeti- 
tion of  insult.  He  recommended,  not  a  menacing 
but  a  firm  countenance;  not  a  bullying,  but  an  un- 
daunted attitude.  This  would  convince  the  world 
we  were  not  to  be  threatened  out  of  our  rights; 
whereas  a  timid  supplicating  posture  couid  not 
fail  to  invite  fresh  insults  and  humiliation. 

Mr.  S.  said,  he  valued  unanimity  as  much  as 
other  gentlemen.  He  was  sensible  that  it  would 
be  peculiarly  important  at  this  juncture.  It  would 
engage  the  confidence  of  the  people  and  fortify 
the  negotiation.  It  would  convince  the  world, 
that  however  we  might  differ  upon  speculative 
points  of  administration,  there  was  but  one  senti- 
ment respecting  our  self-government.  It  would 
extinguish  the  hopes  of  those  who  attempted  to 


keep  alive  a  faction  in  the  country;  it  would  crash 
the  expectations  of  those  who  wished  to  substitute 
a  foreign  influence  for  the  constituted  authorities 
of  the  nation.  But  it  might  still  be  purchased  by 
too  dear  a  sacrifice;  and  he  would  rather  hare 
only  a  bare  majority  for  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, than  an  unanimous  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment; so  much  did  he  reprobate  its  principles. 
He  thought  it  of  more  importance  that  there 
should  be  an  unanimity  between  all  the  depart- 
ments of  the  Government,  than  an  unanimity  in 
the  House,  at  the  expense  of  its  separating  from 
the  other  branches  oi  the  Government ;  but  if  the 
amendment  was  agreed  to,  it  must  produce  a  se- 
paration from  the  President  and  Senate,  and  con- 
firm the  opinions  fostered  in  France  of  a  division 
existing  between  the  Government  and  people. 
Much,  therefore,  as  he  cherished  unanimity,  he 
could  not  purchase  it  on  this  occasion  by  agreeing 
to  a  proposition  of  so  dangerous  a  tendency. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  with  requesting  the  commit- 
tee seriously  to  ponder  on  the  consequence  of 
agreeing  to  the  amendment.  It  spoke  the  same 
feeble  language  as  the  Address  of  the  last  session, 
the  same  timid  reluctance  to  express  our  sense  of 
injury,  the  same  reliance  on  negotiation  alone. 
If  this  was  all  that  the  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  proposed  doing  at  this  extraordinary  session, 
the  calling  of  Congress  would  prove  the  most 
humiliating,  the  most  calamitous  measure  that 
had  ever  been  adopted.  Better  indeed  had  the 
members  remained  at  their  homes,  and  there  in 
secret  silence,  mourned  over  the  dishonor  of  their 
country,  and  smothered  their  resentments,  than  be 
collected  in  mass  from  all  parts  of  the  Union  to 
be  thus  publicly  exhibited  as  fellow-witnesses  of 
their  own  shame  and  the  indignities  offered  their 
country  without  the  power  or  even  the  courage 
to  resent  them.  But  ne  could  not  believe  it  pos- 
sible that  the  committee  would  pursue  a  course  so 
pregnant  with  humiliation,  and  he  confidently 
persuaded  himself  that  as  his  country  had  always 
displayed  its  justice,  so  would  all  parts  of  the 
House  unite  on  this  occasion  to  convince  the 
world  that  her  fortitude  and  firmness  were  equal 
to  her  justice. 

When  Mr.  Smith  had  concluded,  the  commit' 
tee  rose  and  the  House  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  May  23. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit:  from  North  Car- 
olina, Joseph  McDowell,  and  from  Virginia.  Jo- 
siah  Parker,  appeared,  produced  their  creden- 
tials, were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 

ANSWER  TO  THE  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair,  on  the  amend* 
ment  of  Mr.  Nicholas  to  the  report  of  the  select 
committee,  in  answer  to  the  President's  Speech. 

Mr.  Freeman  first  rose,  He  observed,  that  in 
his  observations  on  the  subject  before  the  commit* 
tee,  amid  the  conflicting  opinions  of  gentlenieJ 
whom  he  respected,  he  did  not  mean  to  express  hi: 
own  either  with  confidence  or  with  zeal.  Though 
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one  of  the  committee  that  had  reported  the  Ad- 
dress, he  could  not  approve  it  in  toto.  He  had 
two  principal  objections  to  it.  First,  to  that  part 
which  went  to  an  unequivocal  approbation  ot  all 
the  measures  of  the  Executive  respecting  our  for- 
eign relations ;  and.  secondly,  to  that  part  which 
cod  tain  ed  expressions  of  resentment  and  indigna- 
tion towards  France.  In  framing  an  answer  to 
the  President,  he  conceived  the  oommittee  should 
hare  refrained  from  expressing  an  unqualified  ap- 
probation of  all  the  measures  of  the  Executive. 
To  omit  it  would  not  imply  censure.  By  intro- 
ducing it,  it  forced  all  those  who  entertain  even 
doubts  of  the  propriety  of  any  one  Executive 
measure  to  vote  against  the  Address. 

The  principal  causes  of  the  irritation  on  the 
part  of  France,  insisted  upon  in  the  answer,  were 
the  rejection  of  our  Minister,  and  the  sentiments 
contained  in  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the 
Directory  to  our  late  Minister.  If  gentlemen 
would  look  into  the  documents  laid  before  the 
House  by  the  President,  he  was  confident  they 
would  find  the  true  reason  for  the  refusal  to  re- 
ceive our  Minister.  He  came  only  as  an  ordina 
ry  Minister,  without  any  power  to  propose  such 
modifications  as  might  lead  to  an  accommodation, 
and  when  the  Directory  discovered  this  from  his 
credentials,  they  refused  him.  In  answer  to  this, 
it  had  been  urged  that  M.  Delacroix,  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  from  the  first,  well  knew  that 
Mr.  Piockney  was  only  the  successor  to  Mr.  Mon- 
roe, and  that  his  coming:  in  that  quality  was  not 
the  reason  why  the  French  refused  to  receive 
him.  Mr.  F.  referred  to  the  documents  which 
had  been  laid  before  the  House  on  this  subject, 
from  which  it  appeared  that  the  secretary  of  M. 
Delacroix  had  suggested  a  reason  for  the  appa- 
rent change  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of  receiving 
Mr.  Pinckney.  Suppose,  the  secretary  observed, 
that  M.  Delacroix  had  made  a  mistake  at  first 
in  the  intentions  of  the  Directory,  was  that  mis- 
take to  be  binding  on  the  Directory  ? 

Mr.  F.  put  a  case.  Suppose  a  Minister  came  to 
this  country,  would  he  be  considered  as  admitted 
to  all  the  rights  of  a  Minister  upon  delivering  his 
credentials  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ?  He  be- 
lieved  not. 

He  proceeded  to  argue,  that  the  rejection  of  an 
ordinary  Minister  was  not  a  breach  of  the  law  of 
nations,  and  consequently  not  a  just  cause  of  war. 
In  support  of  this  opinion  he  quoted  Valtd,  page 
669.  He  considered  Mr.  Pinckney  in  the  light  of 
an  ordinary  Minister :  he  was  sent  to  explain,  cul- 
tivate harmony,  dec.,  and  without  powers  to  set- 
tle existing  differences.  Mr.  Monroe  had  resided 
for  some  years  near  the  Republic,  and  had  dis- 
cussed and  explained  such  points  as  gave  umbrage; 
explanations  were  also  received  by  the  French 
from  our  Government,  through  their  own  Minis- 
ters here ;  but  it  appeared  they  were  not  satisfied 
with  oar  explanations,  and  they  wished  for  a 
Minister  from  us  that  should  have  sufficient  power 
to  adjust  the  matters  in  dispute  amicably. 

He  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  to  consider 
the  conduct  of  the  French  as  perfectly  justifiable ; 
hat  he  could  not  conceive  that  it  was  such  as  to 


justify,  on  our  part,  irritating  or  violent  measures. 
As  to  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  Di- 
rectory, he  could  not 'say  much  on  it,  he  did  not 
perfectly  understand  it.  As  far  as  he  did,  he  con- 
sidered it  a  childish  gasconade,  not  to  be  imitated, 
and  below  resentment.  [He  read  part  of  it.]  It 
was  certainly  arrogant  in  him  to  say  that  we  owed 
our  liberty  to  their  exertions.  But  if  the  French 
could  derive  any  satisfaction  from  such  vain  boast- 
ing he  had  no  objection  to  their  enjoying  it.  There 
was  another  part  of  the  Speech  that  had  been 
considered  as  much  more  obnoxious.  It  was  said 
to  breathe  a  design  to  separate  the  people  here  from 
their  Government.  The  part  alluded  to  was  no 
more  than  an  expression  of  affection  for  the  peo- 
ple ;  he  could  see  nothing  in  this  irritating  or  in- 
sulting ;  it  was  a  mode  of  expression  which  they 
used  as  to  themselves,  and  by  which  they  wished 
to  convey  their  affection  for  the  whole  nation. 
The  term  people,  certainly  included  the  Govern- 
ment, and  could  not  with  propriety,  therefore,  be 
said  to  separate  the  people  from  it. 

It  had  been  observed  by  a  member  from  South 
Carolina,  that  the  French  had  no  business  to 
know  how  far  the  powers  of  the  Minister  extend- 
ed before  they  received  him;  that  it  would  give 
them  a  great  advantage  in  the  negotiation  if  they 
were  acquainted  with  his  instructions.  There 
would  certainly  be  no  propriety  or  reason,  he  ob- 
served, why  they  should  be  made  acquainted  with 
every  particular  in  the  instructions;  but  it  was  cer- 
tainly not  improper  that  they  should  know,  before 
they  received  a  Minister,  of  what  nature  his  mis- 
sion was,  whether  extraordinary,  for  the  accom- 
modation of  differences,  or  only  intended  to  main- 
tain a  friendly  intercourse. 

There  was  one  circumstance  mentioned  in  Mr. 
Pinckney's  letter  which  had  a  tendency  to  re- 
move the  opinion  that  the  rejection  of  Mr.  Pinck- 
ney was  intended  as  a  mark  of  indignity.  He  states 
in  one  of  his  letters,  that  the  Directory  wished 
him  gone,  though  they  did  not  wish,  it  appeared, 
to  take  the  measure  of  ordering  him  away,  yet 
that  they  had,  about  that  time  time,  sent  off  thir- 
teen foreign  Ministers.  There  might,  he  remark- 
ed, have  been  some  reason  of  State  that  induced 
the  French  Government  at  this  time  to  send  away 
foreign  Ministers ;  it  was  evident  that  the  mea- 
sure was  not  pointed  against  this  country  exclu- 
sively. 

The  member  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith) 
had  taken  pains  to  collect  in  one  view  a  number 
of  expressions  to  be  found  in  one  of  the  commu- 
nications of  the  late  French  Minister  here,  to 
rouse  the  feelings  of  the  House.  The  quotation 
had  not  been  fairly  made.  Most  of  those  offen- 
sive expressions  had  been  used  by  Mr.  Adet  hy- 
pothetically.  and  the  Minister  concludes  the  sen- 
tence by  expressing  his  conviction  that  they  never 
can  apply  to  this  Government.  But  even  if  this 
nation  had  been  insulted  by  a  foreign  agent,  is 
this  to  excite  our  indignation  against  the  country 
to  which  he  belongs  1  A  Governor  of  one  of  our 
States  had  been  grossly  insulted  by  the  agent  of 
a  particular  nation  here;  the  insult  was  never  pro- 
posed to  be  resented  against  the  nation  that  sent  him. 
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It  had  been  said  that  the  French  had  not  com- 
plained of  the  British  Treaty  till  more  than  a 
year  after  its  ratification.  The  appropriations  to 
carry  that  treaty  into  effect,  he  observed,  were  not 
made  till  Jane,  and  the  letter  of  the  French  Min- 
ister was  sent  in  November  of  the  same  year. 
But  there  are  numerous  documents  to  show  that 
the  complaints  of  the  French  were  from  an  early 
date  unceasingly  addressed  from  their  Minister 
here  to  onr  Government,  and  from  their  Govern- 
ment to  our  Minister  in  Paris. 

It  had  been  said,  that  the  French  had  no  right 
to  complain  of  any  favor  granted  to  the  British 
by  the  treaty,  as  the  French  of  course  participa- 
ted in  the  rignt  by  virtue  of  their  treaty  with  us. 
But,  the  Administration  of  this  country  did  not 
admit  this  to  be  the  case;  they  insist^  on  the 
contrary,  that  those  parts  of  the  British  Treaty  in 
the  benefits  of  which  the  French  claim  a  partici- 
pation are  not  favors  granted  to  Britain,  but  a  re- 
cognition only  of  the  law  of  nations  on  these 
points,  from  which  the  French  have  departed  by 
their  treaty  with  us,  and  that  consequently  they 
have  no  claim  to  such  participation.  Mr.  F. 
read  an  extract  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Picker- 
ing to  show  that  the  Government  deny  this  right 
of  participation  to  the  French. 

An  idea  bad  been  thrown  out  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  that  the  people  generally 
approved  of  the  British  Treaty ;  he  inferred  it 
from  the  fate  of  the  late  elections.  For  his  part 
he  could  see  no  great  alteration  to  have  been  pro- 
duced by  the  late  elections ;  and  if  there  bad  been 
it  would  not  have  been  an  evidence  to  his  mind 
that  the  people  approved  of  the  British  Treaty. 
He  believed,  for  his  part,  that  the  opinions  of  a 
great  majority  of  the  people  had  been  uniformly 
averse  to  it ;  and  those  who  advocated  it  were  by 
this  time  nearly  sick  of  it.  It  was  true  a  spirit 
was  roused  by  tne  cry  of  war  at  the  time  the  sub- 
ject of  appropriation  was  pending,  that  produced 
petitions,  not  approving  however  of  the  stipu- 
lations of  the  treaty,  but  asking  that  it  might  be 
carried  into  effect  since  it  had  reached  so  late  a 
stage. 

Another  engine,  he  observed,  had  been  wielded 
with  singular  dexterity.  Much  had  been  effected 
by  the  use,  or  rather  abuse,  of  the  terms  federalist 
and  anti-federalist,  federalism  and  anti-federalism. 
When  the  Federal  Constitution  was  submitted  to 
the  people,  to  approve  it,  and  endeavor  to  pro- 
cure its  ratification,  it  was  federalism.  Afterwards, 
when  the  Government  was  organized  and  in  ope- 
ration, to  approve  every  measure  of  the  Executive 
and  support  every  proposition  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  was  federalism ;  and  those  who 
entertained  even  doubts  of  their  propriety,  though 
they  had  been  instrumental  in  procuring  tne  adop- 
tion of  the  Constitution,  were  called  anti-federal- 
ists. In  1794  to  be  opposed  to  Madison's  propo- 
sitions, the  resolution  for  the  sequestration  of 
British  debts,  and  the  resolution  prohibiting  all 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  was  federalism.  In 
1796  it  was  federalism  to  advocate  the  British 
Treaty;  and  now  he  presumed  that  it  would  be 
federalism  to  support  the  report  of  the  commit- 


tee and  high-toned  measures  with  respect  to 
France.  In  1793  he  acknowledged  that  federal- 
ism assumed  a  very  different  attitude  from  what 
it  had  on  the  present  occasion ;  it  was  then  the 
attitude  of  meekness,  of  humanity,  and  supplica- 
tion. The  men  who  exclusively  styled  them- 
selves federalists,  could  only  deplore  with  una- 
vailing sighs  the  impotence  of  their  country,  and 
throw  it  upon  the  benevolence  and  magnanimity 
of  the  British  Monarch.  Their  perturbed  ima- 
ginations could  even  then  see  our  cities  sacked 
and  burnt,  and  our  citizens  slaughtered.  On  the 
frontier  they  heard  the  war-whoop,  and  the  groans 
of  helpless  women  and  children,  the  tortured  vic- 
tims of  savage  vengeance.  Now  we  are  at  once 
risen  from  youth  to  manhood,  and  are  ready  to 
meet  the  haughty  Republic  of  France  animated 
with  enthusiasm  and  flushed  with  victory.  Mr. 
F.  observed,  that  he  rejoiced  however  that 
gentlemen  adopted  a  bolder  language  on  this 
than  bad  been  used  on  the  former  occasion.  He 
felt  his  full  shame  in  the  national  degradation  of 
that  moment.  He  was  in  favor  of  firm  language; 
but  he  would  distinguish  between  the  language  of 
manly  firmness  and  that  of  childish  petulance 
or  ridiculous  bombast. 

It  had  been  observed,  Mr.  Freeman  said,  by 
the  member  from  South  Carolina,  that  the  French 
were  guilty  of  the  first  aggression  as  to  captures 
at  sea.  That  their  orders  to  take  our  provision 
vessels  were  dated  in  May,  1793,  and  that  those 
of  Britain  were  not  issued  till  some  time  after. 
It  would  be  recollected,  however,  he  said,  that  be- 
fore the  French  issued  these  orders,  the  British 
had  entered  on  their  plan  of  attempting  to  starve 
France,  and  had  used  our  vessels  unwarrantably 
for  this  purpose,  by  detaining  in  their  ports  some 
of  our  provision  vessels  bound  to  France;  it 
would  also  be  remembered  that  at  this  time  the 
convention  between  Russia  and  Spain  was  in  ex- 
istence, and  that  the  object  of  it  was,  according 
to  the  declaration  of  Lord  Grenvilleto  Mr.Pinck- 
ney,  to  detain  neutral  vessels  bound  to  France 
with  provisions.  The  decree  of  the  French  that 
had  been  alluded  to  was,  he  further  remarked. 
expressly  predicated  on  the  order  of  the  British 
for  detaining  in  their  ports  provision  vessels  bound 
to  France. 

It  was,  however,  very  immaterial  to  determine 
what  nation  began  these  depredations  on  oar 
commerce ;  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to 
resist  them  from  whatever  quarter  they  might  come 
and  to  protect  the  property  of  American  citizens. 

He  deprecated  using  in  the  Address  about  to  be 
framed  any  irritating  language ;  such  was  not 
the  language  of  manly  dignity,  but  of  childish 
petulance.  Perhaps  nothing  had  proved  more 
derogatory  to  the  character  of  France  than  (bis 
bombast  in  some  of  her  public  acts.  He  wished 
not  to  imitate  them. 

Much  had  been  said  on  the  score  of  foreign  in- 
fluence in  this  country;  he  feared  Ei  gland  and 
not  France  was  most  to  be  feared  in  this  respect. 
He  hoped  there  would  be  found,  however,  in  the 
country,  virtue  enough  to  repel  all  foreign  in- 
fluence. 
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As  to  the  amendment,  he  should  vote  for  it,  he 
said;  he  saw  nothing  in  it  exceptionable.  It  did 
not  contain  unqualified  approbation  of  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Executive,  nor  any  undignified  ex- 
pressions. If  the  amendment  should  not  prevail. 
still  the  original  report  might  be  so  amended  as  to 
induce  him  perhaps  to  vote  for  it.  He  hoped, 
however,  a  spirit  of  conciliation  would  obtain, 
and  that  unanimity  might  prevail  on  the  occasion. 

Mr.  Griswold  said,  if  be  understood  the  state 
of  the  bosiness,  the  question  was.  whether  the 
committee  would  agree  to  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia?  If  it 
contained  sentiments  accordant  to  the  feelings  of 
the  committee,  it  would  of  course  be  adopted  ;  if 
not,  it  would  doubtless  be  rejected. 

He  supposed  it  would  form  an  objection  to  this 
amendment,  if  it  were  found  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  other  parts  of  the  report.  He  believed 
this  to  be  the  case  ;  but  he  would  not  make  objec- 
tions to  it  on  this  ground.  He  would  examine  the 
paragraph  itself,  and  see  whether  it  contained  sen- 
timents in  unison  with  those  of  the  committee. 
He  believed  this  would  not  be  found  to  be  the 
case,  and  that  when  the  committee  had  taken  a 
riew  of  it,  it  would  be  rejected. 

If  he  understood  the  proposition,  it  contained 
three  distinct  principles,  viz : 

1.  To  make  a  new  apology  for  the  conduct  of 
the  French  Government  towards  this  country. 

2.  That  the  House  of  Representatives  shall 
interfere  with  and  dictate  to  the  Executive  in  re- 
spect to  what  concessions  ought  to  be  made  to  the 
French  Republic. 

3.  It  depends  upon  the  spirit  of  conciliation  on 
the  part  or  France  for  an  adjustment  of  the  differ- 
ences existing  between  the  two  Governments. 

The  apology,  he  said,  was  a  new  one,  and  one 
which  the  French  had  not  thought  of  making  for 
themselves  *,  for  they  tell  us,  as  it  appears  from 
Mr.  Pinckney's  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
ti  they  will  not  acknowledge  or  receive  another 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  from  the  United  States, 
until  after  the  redress  or  the  grievances  demand- 
ed of  the  American  Government,  and  which  the 
French  Republic  has  a  right  to  expect  from  it." 
We  say  (or  rather  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
says  in  his  amendment)  they  rejected  our  Minis- 
ter because  he  had  not  power  enough j  therefore, 
for  the  apology  now  made  for  the  French  Gov- 
ernment they  were  indebted  to  the  ingenuity  of 
the  mover. 

Now,  said  My.  G.,  I  do  not  wish  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  should  undertake  to  make 
apologies  for  the  conduct  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment towards  this.  It  was  true  they  needed  apol- 
ogy ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  was  proper  for  us  to 
make  it  for  them.  Further,  as  this  apology  was 
not  made  by  themselves,  but  wholly  different  from 
their  own  assertions,  it  was  not  likely  that  they 
would  fall  into  it.  They  say,  "  Permit  us  to  sell 
our  privateers  in  your  ports  ;  annul  treaties  and 
repeal  laws,  and  then  we  wiU  tell  you  on  what 
terms  we  will  receive  Mr.  Pinckney,  and  peace 
from  you."  After  this  declaration,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  proper  to  attempt  any  new 


apology  for  them.  He  therefore  supposed,  that 
so  far  as  this  proposition  offered  a  new  apology 
for  the  French  Republic,  it  could  not  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  the  committee. 

The  next  proposition  contained  in  the  amend- 
ment was,  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
should  interfere  with  the  Executive  power  of  this 
country,  and  dictate  to  it  what  sort  or  steps  should 
be  taken  towards  reconciling  the  French  Govern- 
ment. He  asked  whether  this  was  consonant  to 
the  principles  of  the  Constitution  ?  Whether  the 
Constitution  had  not  delegated  the  power  of  mak- 
ing treaties  to  other  branches  of  the  Government? 
He  believed  it  had,  and  that  therefore  we  had  no 
right  to  dictate  to  the  Executive  what  should  or 
what  should  not  be  done  with  respect  to  present 
disputes  with  the  French  Government :  On  this 
ground,  therefore,  he  considered  it  as  improper. 

In  the  next  place,  the  amendment  contained 
another  proposition,  viz :  that  we  rely  upon  a  spi- 
rit of  conciliation  on  the  part  of  France  for  an 
accommodation  of  differences.  And,  said  Mr.  G., 
do  we  really  rely  upon  this?  Have  we  such  evi- 
dence as  should  incline  us  to  rely  upon  it  ?  Have 
the  French  Government  expressed  any  inclina- 
tion to  settle  the  differences  subsisting  between 
them  and  us  ?  The  communications  which  were 
received  from  the  Supreme  Executive,  do  not  bear 
this  complexion.  The  communication  from  the 
French  Minister  to  this  Executive  does  not  wear 
it.  Our  proclamations  are  called  insidious  ;  our 
Minister  is  insulted  and  rejected ;  and  attempts 
are  made  to  divide  the  people  of  this  country  from 
their  Government.  Is  this  conciliation  ?  Does  it 
not  rather  appear  as  if  they  intended  to  alienate 
the  affections  of  the  people  from  their  Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  effect  their  own  views?  He  was 
convinced  it  did,  and  that  they  could  not  rely 
upon  a  spirit  of  conciliation  in  them.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  jely  upon  it ;  he  relied  upon 
this  country  being  able  to  convince  the  world  that 
we  are  not  a  divided  people ;  that  we  will  not 
willingly  abandon  our  Government.  When  the 
French  shall  be  convinced  of  this,  they  will  not 
treat  us  with  indignity.  Therefore,  he  trusted,  as 
the  proposed  amendment  did  not  contain  such 
sentiments  as  were  likely  to  accord  with  the 
feelings  of  the  committee,  that  it  would  be  re* 
jected. 

As  to  entering  into  a  lengthy  discussion  in  be- 
half of  different  measures  of  Government,  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary.  If,  indeed,  there  had  been 
a  motion  made  to  strike  out  any  part  of  the  report- 
ed Answer,  which  went  to  an  approbation  of 
those  measures,  such  a  discussion  might  be  in- 
dulged. As  this  was  not  the  case,  he  should  de- 
cline it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  was  very  sorry  that  he 
should  be  again  under  the  necessity  of  troubling 
the  committee  with  an  explanation  of  the  propo- 
sition which  he  had  submitted  to  their  considera- 
tion. 

They  had  been  told  by  the  gentleman  last  up 
that  it  had  three  objects,  viz:  to  make  a  new 
apology  for  the  French  Government ;  to  dictate 
what  terms  the  Executive  should  use  to  restore  a 
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good  understanding  between  the  two  countries ; 
and  to  say  that  we  rely  upon  a  spirit  of  concilia- 
tion on  the  part  of  France  for  an  accommodation. 

He  believed  the  gentleman  had  wholly  mista- 
ken the  proposition.  In  the  first  place,  it  con- 
tained no  apology  for  the  conduct  of  France.  In 
this  respect  he  had  not  gone  farther  than  the  re- 
port itself,  or  the  President.  On  the  contrary,  it 
would  be  found  that  the  pcoposition  expressed  the 
strongest  disapprobation  ot  the  conduct  of  the 
French  Government  to  our  Minister;  and  went 
on  to  say  that,  if  it  were  followed  by  similar  mea- 
sures, it  would  put  an  end  to  every  friendly  rela- 
tion between  the  two  countries.  This  showed  a 
disposition  for  a  restoration  of  a  good  understand- 
ing, if  it  could  be  had ;  if  not,  that  all  friendship 
would  be  at  an  end.  Did  not  the  gentleman  wish 
this  ?  Did  he  come  here  with  his  sword  ready 
whetted  for  war  1  He  hoped  not j  he  trusted  there 
was  not  a  member  in  that  House  who  did  not 
wish  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country,  if  it 
could  be  done.  If  this  were  not  the  case,  or  if  no 
serious  expectations  of  success  were  anticipated 
from  a  new  Envoy,  why  send  him?  He  trusted 
negotiations  would  be  successful.  He  was  seri- 
ously desirous  of  preserving  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try ;  he  did  not  leave  home  to  attend  his  duty  in 
that  House  for  the  purpose  of  declaring  war,  but 
of  preserving  peace,  if  possible. 

That  the  proposition  contains  a  kind  of  direc- 
tion to  the  President,  he  allowed,  which  the  gen- 
tleman might  call  dictating,,  if  he  pleased.  He 
would  ask  what  the  President  had  done  with  re- 
spect to  them?  Had  he  not  freely  told  them 
what  he  thought  it  was  proper  for  them  to  do  ? 
If  they  were  not,  in  return,  to  say  what  they 
thought  was  proper,  and  upon  what  terms  they 
would,  or  would  not.  be  reconciled  to  France, 
how  could  the  Executive  proceed  with  any  cer- 
tainty in  his  negotiation.  Was  not  the  power  of 
war  committed  to  him  ?  [No !  was  heard  from 
different  quarters.]  In  effect,  he  said,  it  was  so; 
for  if  they  were  not  permitted  to  say  to  the  Exe- 
cutive upon  what  terms  they  would  wish  differ- 
ences adjusted,  they  must  go  to  war,  if  such  terms 
as  himself  proposed  were  not  agreed  to.  Sup- 
pose, said  he,  he  should  proceed  to  negotiate  with 
the  French  Republic,  and  should  call  Congress 
together  some  months  hence,  and  inform  them  he 
had  been  unsuccessful,  should  they  not  then  be  at 
liberty  to  say,  Try  other  modes  ?  And  if  in  such 
a  case  they  had  the  liberty,  why  not  exercise  it 
now? 

The  third  part,  which  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut had  given  to  his  proposition,  was  not 
contained  in  it,  viz:  that  we  relied  on  a  spirit  of 
conciliation  in  France  for  accommodation.  [He 
read  that  part  of  his  proposition.]  He  did  not 
say  that  there  was  a  spirit  of  conciliation  in  that 
country  upon  which  we  could  depend.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  he  could  not  even  assure  himself 
there  was  such  a  disposition  in  this ;  and  if  he  had 
not  an  assurance  of  this  disposition  in  his  own 
country,  he  could  not  be  supposed  to  rely  upon  it 
in  France.  If  a  mutual  spirit  of  conciliation  did 
exist  (it  was  his  intention  to  say)  it  would  be  a 


sufficient  foundation  for  peace.     This  was  his 
meaning,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  perverted. 

No  member  appearing  inclined  to  rise,  after 
Mr.  Nicholas  had  sat  down,  there  was  a  call  for 
the  question. 

Mr.  Giles  said  the  subject  under  discussion 
was  a  very  important  one.  It  appeared  to  him, 
from  various  documents,  that  all  the  steps  taken 
by  the  Executive  had  a  view  to  an  eventual  ap- 
peal to  arms,  which  it  was  his  wish  (as  it  was  the 
wish  of  many  in  that  House)  to  avoid.  It  was 
proper,  therefore,  that  the  clashing  opinions  should 
be  discussed.  If  the  proposition  brought  forward 
for  this  purpose  was  not  sufficiently  simple  and 
explicit,  he  wished  it  might  be  made  more  so. 
For  he  believed  the  question  to  be,  whether  the 
committee  be  prepared  to  pass  a  vote,  approving 
of  the  whole  course  of  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive, or  whether  France  should  be  put  upon  the 
same  ground  with  the  other  belligerent  Powers. 
That  she  is  at  present  upon  the  same  footing, 
no  gentleman  had  attempted  to  show.  Gentle- 
men who  wish  to  get  rid  of  this  ground,  say  this 
is  a  thing  which  should  be  left  to  the  Executive. 
He  thought  it  was,  however,  a  proper  subject  for 
their  discussion ;  for  whatever  power  the  Execu- 
tive had  with  respect  to  making  of  treaties,  that 
House  had  the  means  of  checking  that  power. 
Suppose,  said  Mr.  G.,  I  were  on  this  occasion 
called  upon  to  tax  my  land,  was  it  not  necessary 
I  should  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  endeavor  to 
avoid  a  measure  which  would  probably  prove  & 
serious  drain  upon  the  blood  and  treasure  of  the 
country  7  He  was  unwilling  to  have  his  land 
taxed  tor  the  purpose  of  supporting  a  war  on  this 
principle.  It  was  evident  that  the  French  took 
one  ground  in  this  dispute,  and  the  United  States 
another,  and  whilst  this  continued  to  be  the 
case,  no  negotiation  would  have  any  effect.  In- 
deed, said  he.  it  is  war ;  and  if  the  measure  pro- 
posed was  taken,  we  make  war  if  we  do  not  de- 
clare it* 

He  had  merely  thrown  out  these  ideas ;  if  no 
entleman  was  prepared  to  go  into  the  subject, 
e  should  move  that  the  committee  now  rise,  re- 
port progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
rise.  He  thought  the  best  way  of  coming  to  an 
understanding  of  the  proposition,  was  to  discuss 
it.  If  it  was  not  understood,  it  would  be  wrong 
to  vote  for  it ;  but  he  believed  it  was  well  under- 
stood. He  thought  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut (Mr.  Griswolo)  had  given  a  clear  analysis 
of  it.  He  hoped  gentlemen  would,  therefore, 
either  proceed  in  the  discussion,  or  take  a  vote 
upon  the  question ;  for  as  they  could  not  proceed 
with  any  other  subject  until  this  was  disposed  of. 
it  would  only  be  a  waste  of  time  for  the  com- 
mittee now  to  rise. 

Mr.  Hartley  commenced  some  observations 
on  the  amendment,  when  the  Chairman  informed 
him  the  motion  before  them  was,  whether  the 
committee  should  rise. 

Mr.  Giles  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Hartley  said,  gentlemen  argued  as  if  the 
adoption  of  the  Answer,  as  reported,  would  be  to 
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declare  war.  He  thought  no  such  thing.  It  was 
the  wish  of  the  friends  of  the  report  (at  least  it 
was  his  wish)  to  preserve  the  country  in  peace, 
bat  to  place  it  in  a  state  of  defence;  but  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  taken  for  granted,  that  every 

£  reposition  in  the  Speech  of  the  President  would 
e carried  into  effect.  He  hoped  they  should  con- 
tinue to  discuss  the  question.  At  present  he  was 
decidedly  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Baldwin  said,  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to 
express  bis  concern  several  years  ago,  that  this 
custom  of   answering  the    President's  Speech, 
which  was  but  a  mere  piece  of  public  ceremony, 
should  call  up  and  demand  expressions  of  opinion 
on  all  the   important  business  of   the  session, 
while  the  members  were  yet  standing  with  their 
hats  in  their  hands,  in  the  attitude  of  receiving 
the  communications,  and   had  not  yet  read  or 
opened  the  papers  which  were  the  ground  of  their 
being  called  together.    It  applied  very  strongly 
to  this  instance,  as  this  was  a  new  Congress,  and 
i  greater  proportion  than  common  of  new  mem- 
bers; he  thought  it  an  unfavorable  attitude  in 
which  to  be  hurried  into  the  very  midst  of  things, 
iodto  anticipate  business  of  such  vast  importance 
to  the  country,  before  they  had  time  to  attend  to 
the  information  which   had   been  submitted  to 
them.    He  trusted  some  fit  occasion  would  before 
long  be  found  to  disencumber  themselves  of  a 
ceremony,  new  in  this  country,  which  tended 
only  to  evil  and  to  increasing  embarrassments. 
He  observed  that  it  was  under  the  influence  of 
these  impressions,  he  had  made  it  a  rule  to  him- 
self, for  many  sessions,  to  vote  for  those  amend- 
ments and   those   propositions    in   the   Address 
which  were  most  delphic  and  ambiguous,  and 
while  they  were  respectful  to  the  President,  left 
the  House  unpledged  and  open  to  take  up  the 
business  of  the  session  as  it  presented  itself  in  its 
ordinary  course.     It  was  on  this  ground  he  should 
vote  for  the  amendment  now  under  consideration. 

He  also  noticed  three  particulars,  in  which  he 
thought  the  proposed  amendment  preferable  to 
tae  report  of  the  committee.  1st.  The  report  of 
the  committee  had  in  it  twice  repeated  general 
and  indefinite  approbation  of  the  measures  of  the 
Executive  towards  foreign  nations,  when  it  was 
▼ell  known  that  a  majority  of  the  House  had,  for 
Tour  years  past,  been  of  a  different  opinion,  and  it 
OHht  be  supposed  many  of  the  present  House  were 
)fa  different  opinion.  He  thought  it  well  not  to 
>tep  out  of  their  course  to  express  any  opinion  on 
ftat  subject,  or  to  court  opposition.  2d.  He 
bought  the  Address  contained  too  many  epithels 
tod  superlatives.  It  was  a  style  of  writing  which 
Ml  became  youth  and  passion  in  some  circum- 
ftances,  more  rarely  the  experience  and  gravity 
>f  advanced  life,  and  very  seldom  reconcilable 
'?  the  dignity  of  a  public  assembly.  He  also  no- 
iced  il  indignant,"  uindignity,"  and  "indignation," 
tpeated  not  less  than  three  or  four  times  in  a  do- 
fen  lines.  He  thought  it  would  be  found  diffi- 
cult, on  trial,  to  remove  these  objections  from  the 
*port,  without  proposing  new  sentences  as  the 
unendment  had  done.  If  it  was  thought  the 
intendment  was  too  low  on  the  other  extreme, 
5th  Con. 


the  word  sensibility,  in  the  5th  line,  might  be 
changed  into  indignation)  for  once,  and  in  several 
other  places  by  the  change  of  a  word,  it  might  be 
exactly  graduated  to  the  temper  of  the  House. 
3d.  There  was  one  thought  in  the  amendment 
which  he  wished  to  be  contained  in  the  Address, 
which  was  not  in  the  report  of  the  committee, 
viz :  the  hope  of  success  from  sending  an  Envoy  ' 
Extraordinary  to  treat  specially  on  the  grievances 
complained  of,  free  ships  making  free  goods,  arti- 
cles of  contraband,  &&,  on  the  basis  of  strict 
equality  to  foreign  nations.  As  to  the  objection 
that  expressing  this  wish  is  dictating  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive on  the  subject  of  treaties,  and  therefore 
unconstitutional,  he  thought  the  objection  had 
equal  force  against  the  whole  Address,  and  all 
Answers  to  the  President's  Speeches,  which  are 
nothing  but  expressions  of  congratulation,  or 
opinions,  or  wishes,  on  Executive  measures. 

Mr.  Rutledge  said,  when  the  report  of  the 
committee  should  be  before  them,  he  should  have 
some  remarks  to  make  upon  it ;  but  at  present  he 
should  offer  only  a  few  observations  upon  the  pro- 
posed amendment. 

He  said  he  had  strong  objections  to  the  amend- 
ment ;  but  one  so  strong  that  he  need  not  urge 
any  other:  it  was,  that  in  agreeing  to  it  they 
should  dictate  to  the  Executive,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  infringing  upon  the  Executive 
power.    As  it  was  his  peculiar  duty  to  give  in- 
structions to  Ministers,  it  would  be  improper  in 
them  to  say   what  should  be  the  instructions 
given  to  a  Minister ;  but  if  it  were  not  so,  he  should 
not  vote  for  those  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
In  the  instructions  of  a  Minister,  it  was  usual 
to  comprise  a  variety  of  propositions.    Certain 
things  were  first  to  be  proposed ;  if  these  could 
not  be  obtained,  he  was  instructed  to  come  for- 
ward with  something  else,  and  if  this  could  not 
be  got,  he  went  on  to  his  ultimatum.    But,  if  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  were 
to  obtain,    his  instructions  would    be    publicly 
known.    In  vain  would  it  be  for  him  to  offer  this 
or  that,  they  will  say  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  directed  you  what  to  do,  and  we  will 
not  agree  to  anything  else.     This  Would  be  con- 
trary to  all  diplomatic  proceedings;  for  that  rea- 
son he  should  be  opposed  to  the  House  saying 
what  should  be  his  instructions.     Indeed,  if  it 
were  usual,  be  should  be  against  it  in  this  in- 
stance, as  he  believed  it  would  encourage  an  ex- 
travagant demand.    What,  said  he,  have  they 
said  to  our  Minister — or  rather  to  the  person  who 
was  formerly  our  Minister,  but  who  then  had  no 
power?    They *told  him  to  go  away;  they  had 
nothing  to  say  to  him ;  they  would  receive  no 
more  Ministers  from  the  United  States  until  their 
grievances   were    redressed.      This    country  is 
charged  with  countenancing   an    inequality  of 
treaties.      The    French   have  said,  redress  our 
grievances  in  a  certain  way.    But.  said  Mr.  R., 
if  we  do  this,  we  shall  put  ourselves  under  the 
dominion  of  a  foreign  Power,  and  shall  have  to 
ask  a  foreign  country  what  we  shall  do.    Tbis 
was  a  situation  into  which  we  must  not  fall  with- 
out a  struggle. 
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Though  he  was  upon  the  committee,  he  had 
contributed  very  little  to  the  composition  of  the 
Answer  reported.  He  thought  it,  however,  a  pro- 
per Address ;  but  he  was  willing  that  it  might 
undergo  any  modification  which  should  not  alter 
the  substance  of  it. 

Mr:  Sitgreaveb  said,  though  he  had  wished  to 
'have  taken  a  little  more  time  before  he  had  trou- 
bled the  committee  with  his  observations ;  yet,  as 
there  now  appeared  an  interval,  he  should  take 
the  opportunity  of  occupying  it  for  a  few  minutes. 

He  should  not  answer  the  observations  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  with  respect  to  the 
style  of  the  Answer  reported ;  but  he  believed  that 
those  gentlemen  who  would  look  at  it  without  a 
perverted  vision,  would  not  discover  the  faults  in 
it  which  that  gentleman  had  discovered.  He 
thought  it  rather  remarkable  for  the  simplicity  of 
its  style  than  for  a  redundancy  of  epithet.  He 
discovered  more  of  the  latter  in  the  amendment 
than  in  the  original  report.  It  was  true  that  the 
superlative  was  used  in  different  places,  but  he 
thought  it  was  used  where  it  ought  to  be.  He 
would  not,  however,  detain  the  committee  with 
matter  so  immaterial,  but  would  proceed  to  what 
appeared  to  him  of  some  consequence. 

A  stranger  who  had  come  into  the  House 
during  this  debate,  and  heard  what  had  fallen 
from  the  mover  of  the  proposed  amendment,  and 
from  members  who  had  followed  him,  would  have 
supposed  that,  instead  of  an  act  of  ordinary  course 
being  under  discussion,  they  had  been  debating 
the  question  of  a  declaration  of  war  against 
France. 

He  would  declare,  for  himself  at  least,  on  the 
subject  of  war,  that  he  agreed  in  certain  of  the 
sentiments  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  A  state  of  war  was  certainly  a  curse  to 
any  nation ;  to  America  it  would  be  peculiarly  a 
curse.  It  ought  to  be  avoided  by  all  possible 
means.  It  was  not  only  impolitic,  but  madness, 
to  run  into  war.  But  he  thought  there  were  two 
sides  of  the  subject.  He  thought  that  peace  was 
the  greatest  of  all  possible  blessings ;  but  he  also 
thought  that  peace  might  be  purchased  too  dearly, 
and  war  avoided  at  too  great  an  expense.  He 
-  thought  peace  might  cost  a  greater  value  than 
money — our  independence.  This  was  no  new 
sentiment  in  this  country.  It  was  thought  that 
peace  might  be  bought  too  dearly  in  the  Revolu- 
tionary war ;  they  then  thought  it  better  to  be  at 
war  than  to  submit  to  the  alternative  evils. 
France  also  shows  that  she  prefers  a  state  of  war — 
a  war  carried  on  at  an  unexampled  expense  of 
blood  and  treasure — to  a  state  of  peace  with  des- 
potism. He  thought,  therefore,  that  we  should 
bold  a  language  of  a  firm  and  manly  tone.  To 
preserve  peace  by  all  honorable  means,  but  not 
by  dishonorable  means.  As  he  observed  last 
session,  on  a  similar  occasion,  we  should  culti- 
vate peace  with  zeal  and  sincerity ;  but  whenever 
our  intention  of  doing  so  was  publicly  expressed, 
it  ought  to  be  accompanied  with  an  opposite 
assertion  of  a  determinution,  if  our  endeavors  to 
maintain  peace  fail,  that  then  every  resource  of 
the  nation  shall  be  called' into  existence  in  support 


of  all  that  is  dear  to  us.  Such  a  declaration,  at 
this  time,  was  extremely  proper.  At  present,  he 
said,  all  the  observations  which  had  been  made 
relative  to  war,  were  very  premature.  They 
might  be  brought  into  consideration,  when  any 
measure  should  be  discussed  which  might  lead  to 
a  war  with  France.  Then  would  be  the  time  to 
count  the  cost  and  the  benefit.  At  present,  he 
conceived,  our  only  object  was,  to  inquire  what 
were  the  feelings  which  the  conduct  of  France 
had  created  in  our  minds,  and  whether  we  were 
prepared  to  express- those  reelings. 

Shall  we,  said  he,  from  a  fear  of  irritating  the 
French  Republic,  in  a  communication  with  our 
own  Executive,  suppress  our  feelings,  or  what  is 
worse,  suppress  the  truth  1  For  his  own  part,  he 
saw  nothing  in  the  present  business  but  an  ex- 
pression of  feelings  naturally  excited  by  the  ocean 
sion;  nothing  but  a  declaration  of  facts.  This 
being  the  case,  the  question  was,  whether,  from 
fear  of  irritating  the  French  Government,  they 
should  suppress  these  feelings. 

It  would  be  well  to  consider  what  would  be 
the  consequence  of  this  condescension.  He  did 
not  think  they  were  warranted  in  believing  that 
they  should  put  France  in  a  better  humor  with 
us  by  this  means.  He  was  sure  that  gentlemen 
who  were  in  the  last  Congress  would  recollect 
that  the  Answer  to  the  Address  was  reported  m 
very  mild  terms,  from  a  spirit  of  accommodation 
in  the  committee  who  formed  it,  and  that  it  was 
afterwards  pruned  in  the  House  with  care,  yet 
there  had  been  no  amelioration  of  the  disposition 
of  the  French  towards  this  country.  Instead  of 
inducing  them  to  behave  better  to  us,  had  it  not 
been  with  a  knowledge  of  this  that  they  hare 
offered  us  fresh  insult  and  indignity?  Indeed. 
Mr.  Pinckney  suggests  an  idea  that  this  modera- 
tion of  ours  may  nave  been  one  of  the  operating 
causes  of  sending  our  Minister  from  their  country. 
Besides,  gentlemen  have  not  pointed  out  the  par- 
ticular expressions  which  they  consider  as  irri- 
tating in  the  report.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
the  amendment  might  be  considered  as  more  irri- 
tating than  the  draught  of  the  committee.  Whal 
was  the  language  of  the  amendment  ?  [He  read 
it.]  He  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  there  was 
more  of  war  and  bullying  in  it  than  in  the  origin 
nal  report.  It  was  true  the  threat  it  contained 
was  accompanied  by  an  if.  Now,  all  the  diflen 
ence  between  the  draught  and  the  amendment  was, 
that  in  the  former,  instead  of  using  the  if,  they 
had  at  once  expressed  indignation  at  the  insults 
offered  to  this  country  by  the  French  Republic, 
and  given  assurances  to  the  Executive  that  they 
would  repel  indignity  with  indignation. 

But  if  this  subject  was  to  be  considered,  he 
would  turn  to  a  part  of  the  gentleman's  proposi- 
tion, not  indeed  immediately  before  them,  but 
which  he  had  declared  it  his  intention  to  bring 
forward,  where  he  says,  •'  we  will  repel  all  unjust 
demands  on  the  United  States  by  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  that  we  will  ever  consider  the  humiliation; 
of  the  Government  as  the  greatest  personal  dis- 
grace." He  was  willing  to  act  upon  the  gentle- 
man's own  principles.     If  we  think  there  have 
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been  any  unjust  demands  upon  the  United  States 
by  foreign  nations,  it  is  then  our  duty  to  repel 
them.  The  question  was  therefore  narrowed, 
and  they  had  only  to  say  whether  the  demands 
made  by  the  French  Government  were  just  or 
unjust. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  thought  proper 
also  to  tell  the  committee,  that  majorities  had 
pushed  the  House  too  far,  and  had  expected  mi- 
norities to  sacrifice  their  opinions.  The  gentle- 
man was  very  tenacious  of  his  own  opinion,  and 
be  trusted  he  would  suffer  others  to  be  equally  so 
of  theirs.  If  that  gentleman,  said  Mr.  S.,  thinks 
the  demands  of  France  are  not  unjust,  I  think 
they  are.  They  had  been  declared  to  be  unjust 
in  the  most  solemn  manner;  and,  if  the  committee 
think  they  are  so,  it  was  the  gentleman's  own  po- 
sition that  they  should  say  so;  and  if  they  were 
unjust,  they  should  be  repelled,  and  the  United 
States  should  look  forward  to  that  state  of  things 
when  it  shall  be  necessary  to  repel  them. 

He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  repeat  his 
wishes  for  peace.  He  thought  it  possible  for  this 
Government  to  pursue  a  line  of  conduct  which, 
while  it  secured  our  rights,  would  preserve  us  in 
peace. 

He  wished  to  take  a  little  notice  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  on  the 
subject  of  sacrifice  of  opinion.  He  had  already 
observed  that  he  hoped  that  gentleman  would 
allow  the  same  liberty  of  sentiment  to  others 
which  he  claimed  for  himself.  He  would  not 
stop  here.  After  great  public  measures  have 
been  the  object  of  deliberate  discussion  in  other 
branches  of  the  Government,  and  have  been  car- 
ried by  a  majority,  he  thought  it  the  duty  of  a 
minority  to  acquiesce  in  the  determination. 
Wherever  the  opinion  of  all  comes  to  be  known 
through  the  different  channels  from  which  they 
emanate,  and  where  there  must  of  course  be  a 
difference  of  opinion,  the  minority  ought  certainly 
to  acquiesce  in  the  determinations  of  the  majority. 

It  was  from  this  opinion  that  he  was  concerned 
to  hear  the  past  conduct  of  any  branch  of  the 
Government  censured.  Whatever  legitimate  acts 
cf  Government  were  passed,  they  should  be  pro- 
tected by  the  minority  as  well  as  the  majority. 
They  should  be  held  sacred,  and  never  blown  upon 
by  us.  They  should  hold  but  one  language  in 
their  support.  Whatever  difference  of  opinion 
might  exist  among  themselves,  this  difference 
ought  not  to  appear  in  their  acts  to  foreign  na- 
tions. We  should  speak,  said  he.  in  these  cases, 
but  as  one  people.  Therefore,  it  the  Answer  to 
the  President's  Address  be  an  instrument  of  which 
the  French  Republic  must  take  notice,  it  should 
Dot  appear  to  them  that  we  have  been  at  any 
time,  or  are  now,  divided  in  the  sentiments  which 
it  contains:  the  acts  of  the  Government  are  the 
acts  of  the  country,  and  not  a  whisper  should  es- 
cape from  us  in  opposition  to  them,  when  they 
have  been  concluded  and  carried  into  effect. 

He  wished  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
omitted  his  observations  with  respect  to  factions 
which  may  exist  in  this  country,  as  there  was  no 
necessary  connection  between  that  subject  and  the 


one  under  consideration.  It  was  one  which  ought 
to  be  kept  out  of  view  within  these  walls.  It  was 
to  be  regretted  that  the  press  was  contaminated 
with  this  kind  of  rubbish ;  but  when  the  gentle- 
man had  expressed  his  contempt  for  charges  of 
this  sort,  he  should  have  extended  it  to  both  sides 
of  the  House:  for  if  French  faction  was  cried  out 
on  one  side,  British  faction,  on  the  other,  had  for 
these  four  years  been  rung  from  New  Hampshire 
to  Georgia.  He  should  have  spared  the  com- 
mittee these  remarks,  if  the  gentleman  had  not, 
perhaps  unwillingly,  in  some  degree  added  to  the 
odium  which  was  cast  upon  one  side  of  the  House, 
by  saying  that  when  he  first  came  into  the  Go- 
vernment he  found  a  general  disposition  against 
the  French  cause;  and  even  against  Republican 
government.  [Mr.  Nicholas  denied  having  used 
this  last  expression.]  Mr.  S.  said  he  so  under- 
stood him.  However,  when  he  spoke  of  the  exist- 
ence of  parties,  he  wished  he  had  looked  on  both 
sides  of  the  question. 

But,  said  he,  let  us,  on  this  occasion,  confine 
ourselves  to  the  real  question  now  before  us.  We 
have  been  informed,  said  he.  by  the  President,  in 
his  Speech  to  both  Houses,  of  the  conduct  of  the 
French  towards  this  Government,  and  have  since 
received  the  documents  upon  which  this  report 
was  founded.  He  had  not  yet  heard  any  gentle- 
man justify  the  conduct  of  the  French.  He  had 
heard,  indeed,  some  attempts  to  palliate  or  apolo- 
gise for  it,  but  none  to  vindicate  it.  His  ideas  of 
these  things  were,  that  the  French  had  not  only 
injured  us,  but  added  insult  to  injury ;  and  while 
he  retained  this  belief,  he  could  not  help  feeling 
indignation  and  resentment.  The  question  before 
the  House  was  not,  Will  we  resent  it  ?  Our  ac- 
tions, better  than  our  words,  show  our  desires  for 
peace.  It  wa*  a  desire  in  which  we  were  too 
much  interested,  to  be  doubted;  yet  it  was  proper 
that  this  desire  should  be  accompanied  with  ex- 
pressions of  our  feelings  on  the  occasion.  What 
objections  could  there  be  to  this?  If  we  were 
sunk  so  low,  if  our  fears  of  the  French  Republic 
are  so  great,  that  we  dare  not  express  what  we 
feel,  our  situation  was  become  really  deplorable. 
He  hoped  this  was  not,  nor  ever  would  be  the 
case.  He  hoped  we  should  cultivate  peace  with 
sincerity,  but  with  firmness.  For  if  the  French 
Republic  is  so  terrible  to  us,  that  we  must  crouch 
and  sink  before  her;  if  we  hold  our  rights  at  her 
nod,  let  gentlemen  say  so.  And  if  we  are  to  give 
up  ourselves  to  her,  let  it  be  an  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment; do  not  let  us  conceal  under  the  appearance 
of  spirit,  actual  submission.  Nations,  it  was  true, 
might  be  brought  into  such  a  situation  as  to  be 
obliged  to  surrender  some  of  their  rights  to  other 
nations;  but,  when  this  is  done,  it  should  be  done 
with  some  degree  of  character.  Let  it  not  be 
done  as  a  confession  of  guilt.  Let  us,  said  he, 
however,  surrender  any  thing,  sooner  than  the 
fair  fame  of  our  country.  He  was  not  a  military 
man,  nor  did  he  know  how  he  should  act  upon 
such  an  occasion  ;  but  he  knew  what  we  ought  to 
do.  We  ought,  rather  than  submit  to  such  indig- 
nity, to  die  in  the  last  ditch.  Why  insinuate  that 
the  Government  had  been  wrong  ?    Was  it  not 
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enough  to  submit  to  injury ;  shall  we  not  only 
receive  the  stripes,  but  kiss  the  rod  that  inflicts 
them? 

But,  said  he,  are  we  in  this  situation  ?  Must 
we  surrender  any  of  our  rights?  He  knew  if  we 
submitted  to  injury  and  Insult,  this  would  be  the 
unavoidable  consequence.  He  disdained  any  re- 
liance on  the  generous  magnanimity  of  the 
French  Republic.  He  thought  her  conduct  to- 
wards this  country  justified  no  such  reliance. 

He  was  of  opinion  we  ought  to  take  a  firm  and 
decided  attitude  on  this  occasion,  and,  at  any  rate, 
before  we  make  a  surrender  of  our  rights,  we 
ought  to  make  a  struggle  to  retain  them. 

Mr.  S.  said  he  had  made  these  observations 
more  with  a  desire  to  prevent  any  false  represen- 
tations of  the  views  of  the  House  from  going 
abroad,  than  from  a  desire  to  throw  much  addi- 
tional light  upon  the  subject.  For  his  own  part, 
he  sawnothing  in  the  reported  Answer  that  could 
either  irritate  or  offend  against  decorum.  We 
assert  that  we  have  not  injured  the  French  Re- 
public, bur,  if  she  will  injure  us,  we  will  defend 
ourselves.  Thinking  thus,  he  should  be  in  favor 
of  the  original  report,  and  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Otis  observed,  that  he  was  so  little  accus- 
tomed to  the  mode  of  conducting  a  debate  in  that 
honorable  House,  that  he  hardly  knew  in  what 
manner  to  apply  his  remarks  to  the  subject  before 
the  committee.    A  specific  motion  had  been  laid 
on  the  table  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
which  reduced  the  true  question  before  them  to  a 
narrow  compass ;  but  the  mover,  in  discussing  his 
own  proposition,  had  enlarged  upon  subjects  dear 
to  his  mind,  and  familiar  to  his  recollection.    In 
this  circuit  he  had  been  ably  followed  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  and  others;  so  that 
v  the  whole  subject  of  the  Address  to  the  President, 
and  the  reply  of  the  committee,  was  brought  into 
view,  with  many  considerations  that  did  not  be- 
long to  it.  It  was  his  design  to  have  remained  silent 
until  the  subject  had  been  exhausted  by  other  gen- 
tlemen, and  if  any  remark  of  an  important  nature 
had  been  omitted,  which  was  not  likely  to  have 
been  the  case,  he  would  have  suggested  such  ideas 
as  might  have  presented  themselves  to  his  mind ;  j 
but  a  motion  having  been  made  for  the  committee  I 
to  rise,  he  would  then  offer  a  few  observations,  i 
not  so  much  for  the  sake  of  illustrating  the  ques-  j 
tion,  which  had  been  done   most  successfully, 
but  in  order  to  declare  his  sentiments  upon  this 
important  occasion.    He  so  far  agreed  with  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia,  that  he  believed,  upon 
ordinary  occasions,  an  Answer  to  the  President's 
Address  should  be  calculated  to  preserve  an  har- 
monious  intercourse  between   the  different  de- 
partments of  Government,  rather  than  to  pledge 
either  branch  of  the  Legislature,  collaterally,  upon 
subjects  that  would  come  regularly  under  their 
consideration.    But  the  present  was  not  an  ordi- 
nary occasion,  and  the  situation  of  the  country  re- 
quired that  the  Answer  should  not  be  a  spiritless 
expression  of  civility,  but  a  new  edition  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence.    He  expressed  his 
regret  that  upon  this  question  gentlemen  should 
have  wandered  into  a  review  of  measures  and 


subjects,  so  frequently  examined,  so  deliberately 
settled,  and  which  had  a  tendency  to  rekindle 
party  animosity.  If  they  would  never  acquiesce 
in  the  deliberate  acts  of  the  Government,  because 
their  personal  sentiments  had  been  adverse  to 
thtm  in  the  season  of  their  discussion,  there  could 
be  no  end  to  controversy.  For  his  part  he  con- 
ceived that  all  party  distinctions  ought  now  to 
cease ;  and  that  the  House  was  now  called  by  a 
warning  voice,  to  destroy  the  idea  of  a  geographi- 
cal division  of  sentiment  and  interest  existing 
among  the  people.  His  constituents  and  himself 
were  disposed  to  regard  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Southern  States  as  brothers,  whose  features  were 
cast  in  the  same  mould,  and  who  had  waded 
through  the  same  troubled  waters  to  the  shore 
of  liberty  and  independence.  He  honed  that  gen- 
tlemen would,  in  their  turn,  think  the  other  part 
of  the  Union  entitled  to  some  consideration. 

The  Address  of  the  President  disclosed,  for  the 
contemplation  of  the  committee,  a  narrative  of 
facts,  and  of  the  existing  causes  of  controversy 
between  the  French  Republic  and  ourselves ;  the 
overtures  for  reconciliation,  which  were  to  be  re- 
peated by  attempts  to  negotiate,  and  the  measures 
of  defence  that  might  be  proper,  in  case  negotia- 
tion should  fail.    The  injuries  sustained  by  us 
were  of  a  high  and  atrocious  nature,  consisting 
in  the  capture  of  our  vessels,  depredations  upon 
the  property  and  persons  of  our  citizens,  the  indig- 
nity offered  to  our  Minister ;  but  what  was  more 
aggravating  than  the  rest,  was,  the  professed  de- 
termination not  to  receive  our  Minister  until  the 
complaints  of  the  French  should  be  redressed, 
without  explanation  and  without    exception— 
until  we  should  violate  treaties,  repeal  laws,  and 
do  what  the  Constitution  would  not  authorize, 
vacate  solemn  judgments  of  our   courts  of  law. 
These  injuries  should  not  be  concealed.     He  did 
not  wish,  however,  to  indulge  in  unnecessary  ex- 
pressions of  indignation,  but  to  state  in  plain  and 
unequivocal  terms  the  remonstrances  of  injured 
friendship.    If  any  man  doubted  of  the  pernicious 
effects  of  the  measures  of  the  French  nation,  and 
of  the  actual  state  of  our  commerce,  let  hirn  in- 
quire of  the  ruined  and  unfortunate  merchant, 
harassed  with  prosecutions   on  account  of   the 
revenue,  which  he  so  long  and  patiently  toiled  to 
support.  If  any  doubted  of  its  effects  upon  agricul- 
ture, let  him  inquire  of  the  farmer  whose  produce 
is  falling  and  will  be  exposed  to  perish  in  his 
barns.  Where,  said  he,  are  your  sailors  ?    Listen 
to  the  passing  gale  of  the  ocean,  and  you  will 
hear  their  groans  issuing  from  French  prison- 
ships.    Such  were  the  injuries,  and  such  the  re- 
quisitions of  the  French  nation  ;  and  he  defied  the 
ingenuity  of  any  gentleman  to  draw  a  compari- 
son between  the  Directory  and  the  British  Parlia- 
ment, in  favor  of  the  former;  and  insisted  that 
the  demands  of  Charles  Delacroix  were  upon  a 
parallel  with  those  of  Lord  North.    He  enlarged 
upon  the  analogy  of  the  circumstances  attending 
the  pretensions  of  the  British  Government  to  bind 
us,  when  we  were  colonies,  and  of  the  French  to 
subjugate  us,  now  we  are  free  and  independent 
States.    He  thought  it  expedient  to  cultivate  the 
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same  spirit  of  union,  and  to  use  the  same  firm 
and  decided  language.  He  regretted  that  ques- 
tions should  be  agitated  upon  this  occasion, 
which  had  been  formerly  the  cause  of  party 
spirit  and  dissensions ;  and  did  not  believe  that 
the  immortal  men  who  framed  the  noted  instru- 
ment which  dissolved  the  charm  of  allegiance 
and  shivered  the  fetters  of  tyranny,  condescended 
to  differ  about  verbal  criticisms  and  nice  expres- 
sions, through  fear  of  giving  offence  ;  nor  that  it 
was  incumbent  upon  the  members  of  the  commit- 
tee to  repress  the  assertion  of  their  rights,  or 
smother  a  just  and  dignified  .expression  of  their 
susceptibility  of  insult,  because  the  French  had 
been  once  our  friends;  or  because  the  commence- 
ment of  their  revolution  was  a  struggle  for  liber- 
ty. There  was  a  time  when  he  was  animated 
with  enthusiasm  in  favor  of  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, and  he  cherished  it,  while  civil  liberty  ap- 
peared to  be  the  object ;  but  he  now  considered 
that  Revolution  as  completely  achieved,  and  that 
the  war  was  continued,  not  for  liberty,  but  for 
conquest  and  aggrandizement,  to  which  he  did 
not  believe  it  was  the  interest  of  this  country  to 
contribute. 

The  only  precise  objection  which  he  recollected 
to  a  full  declaration  of  our  sense  of  injury,  was 
the  difference  of  the  system,  which,  it  was  sug- 
gested, had  been  adopted  by  Government  towards 
the  British  under  similar  circumstances  of  unjust 
aggression.  But  if  it  were  true  that  this  differ- 
ence existed,  it  did  not  become  those  who  thought 
the  measures  of  Government  wrong  upon  that 
occasion,  to  advocate  a  repetition  of  error.  In 
his  opinion,  however,  a  difference  of  measures 
would  be  justifiable  by  a  reflection  upon  the 
causes  which  induced  the  British  depredations, 
and  those  to  which  the  measures  of  the  French 
may  be  assigned ;  and  yet  there  was  not  in  fact 
that  rariance  between  the  plans  recommended  by 
the  supporters  of  the  late  Executive,  and  adopted 
towards  the  British,  and  those  which  have  been 
pursued,  and  are  now  defended,  with  respect  to 
the  French,  which  gentlemen  were  ready  to  ima- 
gine. He  was  contented  to  rest  the  first  of  these 
positions  upon  the  facts,  that  the  British  were 
stimulated  to  annoy  our  commerce,  through  an 
apprehension  that  we  were  united  against  them, 
and  the  French,  by  a  belief  that  we  were  divided 
in  their  favor.  To  undeceive  them  in  these  op- 
posite prejudices,  might  have  required,  or  at  least 
justified,  dissimilar  modes  of  speaking  and  acting. 
Yet  the  language  adopted,  and  -the  measures  ad- 
Tocated,  were  nearly  alike.  To  say  nothing  of 
the'iate  instructions  to  Mr.  Pinckney,  the  famous 
memorial  of  Mr.  Jay  to  Lord  Grenville,  which 
has  been  the  subject  of  so  much  calumny,  was  not 
coached  in  more  conciliatory  or  unassuming  terms 
than  the  Answer  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  the  President's  Speech  at  the  last  session.  [He 
here  read  the  Answer.]  and  yet  it  is  intimated  by 
our  Minister,  Mr.  Pinckney,  (a  man,  who,  he 
hoped,  was  not  meant  to  be  included  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  in  the  description  of 
those  who  were  under  British  influence — a  man 
-of  high  and  untarnished  reputation  and  known 


attachment  to  his  country,)  that  this  very  An- 
swer was  probably  among  the  causes  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  French  Directory.  He  then  added 
some  further  observations,  tQ  prove,  that  when 
the  country  was  menaced  with  Britisn  hostilities, 
measures  of  defence  had  been  proposed  by  the 
friends  to  the  Administration,  comprising  the 
equipment  of  a  navy,  fortifying  the  ports,  and 
organizing  the  militia. 

Having  thus,  as  he  contended,  demonstrated  the 
right  and  propriety  of  stating  our  complaints,  he 
adverted  to  the  next  important  subject  contained 
in  the  Speech :  "  the  resolution  of  the  Executive 
still  to  persist  in  pacific  means  of  negotiation," 
and  was  thus  led  to  analyse  the  motion  for  amend- 
ment submitted  to  the  committee.    He  sincerely 
approved  of  this  intention  of  the  Executive,  and 
most  earnestly  wished  that  it  might  be  attended 
with  success :  no  man  could  more  anxiously  de- 
precate a  war  than  himself,  or  was  more  impressed 
with  a  persuasion  of  its  calamities ;  and  he  knew 
that  his  constituents  were  solicitous  to  avoid  it  by 
all  honorable  means.    The  preamble  of  this  mo- 
tion was  not,  in  his  view,  objectionable;  but  to 
express  the  sentiment  "  that  the  French  merely 
intended  to  suspend  the  ordinary,  and  bring  into 
use  the  extraordinary  means  of  intercourse  with 
foreign  nations,"  was  decidedly  against  his  judg- 
ment.   Was  it  possible  for  any  man  of  veracity 
to  make  this  declaration  ?    If  this  was  really  the 
sole  object  of  the  Directory,  it  would  have  justi- 
fied the  dismission  of  Mr.  Monroe,  equally  with  a 
refusal  to  receive  Mr.  Pinckney.    A  wish  to  sus- 
pend the  ordinary  intercourse  would  have  been 
displayed  in  their  conduct  to  the  resident  Minis- 
ter ;  yet  Mr.  Monroe  was  not  only  permitted  to 
reside  in  France  in  his  public  capacity  for  many 
months  subsequent  to  the  pretended  grievances, 
but  was  told  by  the  Directory,  "  that  he  partea 
with  their  regret."    It  was,  therefore,  a  most  ab- 
surd and  humiliating  apology  which  gentlemen 
were  disposed  to  furnish  to  the  French  Directory; 
he  believed  they  would  smile  at  and  disavow  it. 
and  thought  it  degrading  to  make,  in  their  behalf, 
timid  excuses,  winch  they  would  disdain  to  ac- 
cept.   The  only  chance  for  a  propitious  issue  by 
negotiation,  depended  upon  permitting  the  Exec- 
utive, the  Constitutional  depositary  of  this  right, 
to  exercise  a  free  agency;  and  the  subsequent 
clause  of  the  motion,  which  dictated  terms  to  the 
Executive  in  the  removal  of  the  inequalities  of 
our  treaties,  was  equally  impolitic  and  injudicious. 
It  was  probable  that  the  Executive  would  make 
the  concession  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman,  if  an 
equivalent  could  be  obtained,  by  a  compensation 
for  our  losses,  and  the  security  of  our  peace ;  but 
of  this  be  must  be  the  judge,  and  we  should  leave 
him  free  to  grant  it  as  a  sacrifice  made  to  the  de- 
sire of  peace,  and  not  authorize  the  French  to 
claim  it  as  a  right    If  it  was  known  beforehand 
that  the  Executive  was  bound,  and  that  the  Min- 
ister was  instructed,  to  remove  a  pretended  cause 
of  grievance,  without  any  stipulation  for  an  equiv- 
alent, he  would  commence  his  overtures  under 
manifest  disadvantage.    The  Directory,  secure  of 
one  pretension,  would  probably  urge  others.    In 
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the  present  case,  there  was  no  reason  to  conclude 
that  the  grievance  arising  from  "  the  inequality 
of  existing  treaties,"  which  was  the  only  one 
mentioned  by  the  mover,  was  the  principal  source 
of  our  disagreement  witn  the  French,  or  that  re- 
moving that  alone  would  effect  our  object.  Did 
he  therefore  mean  to  pinion  the  Executive  down 
to  that  single  concession  ?  Or  would  he  enlarge 
his  motion,  and  direct  the  Executive  to  say  that 
our  laws  should  be  repealed,  and  the  judgments 
of  tfttr  courts  vacated  ?  Was  it  wise  or  politic  to 
publish  to  the  world,  at  the  outset  of  an  embassy, 
the  ultimate  terms  that  were  to  be  offered,  and  to 
send  an  Envoy  with  open  orders  to  accede  to 
every  demand  of  the  French  nation  ?  If  he  was 
to  be  despatched  under  these  auspices,  let  him  be 
decorated,  not  with  the  cap  of  liberty,  upon  which 
our  former  motto  was  "  liberty  or  death,"  but  sub* 
stitute  in  its  place  kC  humiliation  and  submission 
to  your  will."  He  may  then,  perhaps,  be  admitted 
to  the  honors  of  a  sitting.  t 

Mr.  O.  then  proceeded  to  the  last  division  of 
his  subject — the  means  of  defence  recommended 
in  the  Speech.    It  was,  he  said,  unfair  to  connect 
with  an  approbation  of  such  measures  a  disposi- 
tion for  hostilities  with  the  French.    War  was 
the  greatest  of  all  possible  calamities  into  which 
the  pride  of  kings,  or  the  ambition  of  rulers,  could 
plunge  and  provoke  an  unoffending  and  neutral 
nation.    He  did  not  presume  that  any  member  in 
that  House  could  derive  a  benefit  from  so  deplo- 
rable a  condition  of  society.    But  a  small  portion 
of  them  would  probably  go  into  the  army  ;  and  of 
that  portion,  few  could  expect  to  v  make  fortunes 
by  their  commissions.     A  desire  of  war  was, 
therefore,  entirely  out  of  the  question.    He  never 
understood  that  when  controversies  of  a  threaten- 
ing aspect  subsisted  between  nations,  preparatory 
and  defensive  measures  were  construed  into  acts 
of  hostility,  or  into  a  determination  to  make  war. 
On  the  contrary,  the  usage  of  all  nations  sanctioned 
such  a  mode  of  conduct.    He  would  not,  how- 
ever, resort  to  monarchies,  or  to  great  and  formi- 
dable nations,  for  examples,  but  to  the  little  Re- 
publican canton  of  Basle.      That  independent 
territory  was  exposed,  like  our  own  country,  to 
the  unfounded  criminations  and  unmerited  out- 
rages of  hostile  and  belligerent  nations.    But  in 
reply  to  the  requisitions  of  the  French,  it  bravely 
insisted  upon  the  right  of  remaining  neuter,  and 
announced  its  design  of  augmenting  its  military 
establishment  for  the  protection  and  maintenance 
of  its  neutrality.    Perhaps  this  canton   may  be 
compelled  to  depart  from  this  system.    Possibly 
it  has  no  longer  the  power  of  exercising  its  own 
will  j  but  it  will  not  be  pretended  that  this  defen- 
sive conduct  evinced  on  their  part  a  willingness 
to  be  encaged  in  war.    It  was  then  a  simple  in- 
quiry, whether,  under  the  present  aspect  of  our 
affairs,  war  might  not  be  brought  home  to  our 
doors,  contrary  to  our  wishes,  and  prior  to  a  state 
of  preparation  ?    Oentlemen  were  willing  to  say, 
that  it  negotiation  failed,  there  would  be  an  end 
to  every  friendly  relation  between  the  two  coun- 
tries.   Our  posture  then  would  be  unfriendly; 
and  who  can  say  it  will  not  fail  ?    If  a  war  with 


this  country  makes  any  part  of  the  system  of 
French  aggrandizement,  we  should  probably  hare 
it  without  the  forms  of  consultation.  Do  gentle- 
men suppose  that  when  negotiation  shall  hare 
absolutely  failed,  the  French  will  give  us  time  to 
equip  our  vessels,  fortify  our  ports,  and  burnish 
our  arms,  in  order  to  show  us  fair  play  ?  Let 
gentlemen  consider  our  defenceless  situation  in 
such  circumstances*;  let  them  not  pause  until  it 
shall  be  too  late.  The  tide  of  conquest  had 
deluged  Europe ;  it  might  swell  the  great  Atlantic 
and  roll  towards  our  shores,  bringing  upon  its 
troubled  surface  the  spirit  of  revolution,  which 
might  spread  like  a  pestilence,  possibly  in  the 
Southern  States,  and  excite  a  war  of  the  most 
dreadful  kind,  of  slaves  against  their  masters,  and 
thereby  endanger  the  existence  of  that  Union  so 
dear  to  his  constituents,  and  the  separation  of 
which  would  be  painful  as  the  agonies  of  death. 
He  concluded  with  many  other  observations, 
having  for  their  object  the  preservation  of  the 
Union,  the  necessity  of  forming  and  displaying  a 
national  character,  and  a  demonstration  of  tie 
absurdity  of  supposing  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  at  this  period  of  his  life  and  repu- 
tation, could  feel  an  interest  in  promoting  a  rup- 
ture between  France  and  this  country,  by  any 
measures  he  might  adopt. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  that  as  the  committee  appeared 
divided  on  the  Address,  and  as  he  had  attended  the 
discussion,  he  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
members  whether  it  would  not  be  advisable,  ib 
order  to  produce  a  spirit  of  unanimity  and  cool 
deliberation,  to  recommit  the  report  and  send  the 
amendment  also  to  the  committee  with  an  addi- 
tion of  members.  He  wished  the  last  gentlemen  up 
had  been  more  delicate  on  a  subject  that  he  bad 
touched ;  if  he  infers  that  because  one  part  of  the 
members  may  think  a  rash  measure  just,  that 
those  who  think  differently  must  not  exercise  their 
judgments  in  thinking  the  contrary,  he  thought 
the  gentleman  had  overstretched  his  reasoning. 
He  was  one  of  those  who  felt  a  strong  apprehen- 
sion of  a  war ;  he  thought  one  means  would  he 
more  likely  than  another  to  prevent  it,  and  he 
was  using  that  preventive  measure  because  he 
thought  it  both  just  and  honorable  and  wise.  We 
all  concur  in  our  declarations  at  least  of  a  lore  of 
peace ;  he  was  sorry  to  hear  language  which  be- 
trayed a  very  different  disposition.  He  was  for 
showing  our  ultimatum,  and  taking  the  conse- 
quences, but  he  would  not  agree  to  be  either  silly 
or  insolent  in  the  proceeding,  because  nothing  was 
so  unbecoming  of  a  wise  man,  or  a  wise  people,  as 
anger  or  petulant  irritation,  when  their  nappioesi 
and  that  of  millions  was  at  stake.  He  wished  the 
report  to  be  recommitted,  that  we  might  proceed 
thus  wisely,  after  we  had  determined  well ;  and 
if  the  issue  should  disappoint  our  fair  and  juste* 
pectations,  he  should  not  be  one  of  those  thai 
would  ask  others  to  support  his  opinions.  He  would 
stand  by  his  country  in  the  storm,  and  share  in' 
fate.  Prove  then,  by  a  recommittal,  that  vou  do  oof 
aim  at  the  triumph  of  a  party.  He  therefore  moved 
the  recommittal. 

Mr.  Harper  was  against  the  recommitment 
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He  saw  nothing  that  was  effected,  or  could  be 
effected  by  it.  He  never  would  submit  to  the 
terms  of  France.  This  is  the  last  stand  that  we 
hare  to  make.  He  never  would  agree  that  the 
two  plans,  viz :  the  report  and  amendment,  were 
capable  of  concurring.  They  were  like  two  lines 
diverging  from  the  same  point.  To  the  common 
eye  they  seemed  as  if  they  were  upon  the  same 
course ;  but  the  mathematical  eye  saw  that  they 
were  growing  farther  and  farther  from  each  other. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  but  as  we  did  in  the  Revo* 
lotion— just  to  go  through  it.  He  could  see  no 
benefit  arising  from  concession. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  against  the  amendment,  for 
that  and  the  report  never  would  agree.  To  re- 
commit was  nothing  but  wasting  precious  time. 
If  the  amendment  was  lost,  we  might  then  bring 
in  another ;  and  so  on  till  we  finally  met.  It  was 
too  late  in  the  day  to  go  through  the  matter 
now.  Refering  to  something  which  fell  from 
Mr.  Giles  about  American  prospects  of  futurity, 
he  asked  whether  the  member  had  the  power  of 
divination  ? 

Mr.  Gil£8,  in  reply,  said  that,  while  we  were 
so  loudly  denying  ourselves  to  be  a  divided  peo- 
ple, the  very  debate  proved  that  we  were  so.  The 
gentleman  had  charged  him  with  assuming  the 
power  of  divination,  and  at  the  same  time  assumed 
it  to  himself,  by  distinctly  asserting  that  the  re- 
port and  amendment  could  never  be  made  to 
agree.  Mr.  G.  feared  not,  but  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  try.  As  for  the  waste  of  time;  the  select 
committee  might  be  ready  with  their  report  by 
to-morrow  morning.  He  had  always  been  a  friend 
to  deliberation.  He  never  knew  any  thing  lost  by 
it;  though  indeed  the  fury  with  which  his  pro- 
posal had  been  commented  on,  did  not  promise 
much  good. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said,  that  he  hoped 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  which 
had  for  its  object  a  recommitment  of  the  Answer, 
would  not  prevail.    It  was  certainly  very  desira- 
ble that  the  select  committee,  appointed  in  the 
first  instance  for  the  purpose,  should  have  reported 
such  a  draught  of  an  Answer  as  would  have  united 
in  its  favor  all  parts  of  the  House.  He  was  not  the 
only  one  who  had  expected  it.  Disappointed,  how- 
ever, in  such  an  expectation,  they  were  forbidden 
to  indulge  a  hope  that  any  good  could  be  derived 
irom  sending  it  back  to  a  committee  before  one 
vote  at  least  was  taken,  and  the  sense  of  the  House 
thus  far  ascertained  as  to  the  style  and  tenor  of 
their  reply.    If  this  proposition  for  amendment 
should  succeed,  then  the  business  would  be  ripe  for 
reference  to  a  committee,  who  would  take  suoh 
amendment  as  their  guide,  and  so  modify  the  re- 
port as  to  render  the  whole  correspondent  with  it. 
As  to  the  motion«more  immediately  under  consider- 
ation, he  could  not  give  it  his  unqualified  vote,  more 
Specially  when  it  was  considered  and  acknowl- 
edged to  be  in  its  operation  a  complete  substitute. 
Candor,  however,  compelled   him  to  declare  that 
it  contained  one  feature,  and  that  too  an  import- 
ant one,  which  attracted  his  attention,  and  would 
certainly  thave  his  approbation.    There  would, 
however,  be  a  more  proper  place  for  introducing 


it  than  that  proposed  by  the  mover.  Stripped  of 
the  more  exceptionable  matter  with  which  it  was 
then  connected,  it  might  very  well  be  adopted  as 
an  amendment  in  one  of  the  latter  paragraphs  of 
the  report,  and  would  not  at  all  vary  the  princi- 
ple, or  be  inconsistent  with  the  general  tenor  of  it. 

At  this  point,  the  committee  rose,  and  had  leave 
to  sit  again. 

And  the  House  adjourned. 

Wednesday,  May  24. 

William  Smith,  from  Pinckney  district,  South 
Carolina;  Samuel  Smith,  from  Maryland;  John 
Allen,  from  Connecticut ;  and  William  Find- 
ley,  from  Pennsylvania,  appeared,  produced  their 
credentials,  were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH.  . 

The  House  again  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  Answer  to  the  Presidents  Speech, 
and  Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment  being  under 
consideration, 

Mr.  Swanwick  opened  the  debate.  He  lament- 
ed the  loss  of  time  which  was  generally  experi- 
enced at  the  opening  of  every  session  in  debating 
the  Answer  to  the  Speech  or  the  President,  when, 
perhaps,  business  of  the  first  moment  called  for 
immediate  attention.  It  was  much  to  be  wished 
that  committees  appointed  for  this  purpose  would 
confine  themselves  to  the  instructions  which  were 
given*  to  them  on  the  occasion,  which  were  in 
general  terms,  viz  :  "  to  prepare  a  respectful  Ad- 
dress, assuring  the  President  that  the  House  will 
take  into  their  serious  consideration  the  various 
important  matters  recommended  to  their  atten- 
tion." If  Answers  were  drawn  in  general  terms, 
conformably  to  these  instructions,  he  thought 
very  many  of  the  embarrassments  whfch  they 
now  experienced  would  be  avoided,  and  every 
member  would  be  left  at  liberty  to  pursue  such 
measures  as  appeared  to  them  right,  when  they 
came  before  him  in  the  ordinary  course  of  busi- 
ness unclogged  by  any  creed  which  he  might  have 
been  called  to  assent  to  before  he  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  subjects  it  contained.  It 
also  often  occasioned  much  warmth  in  debate, 
and  served  to  divide  the  House  into  two  parties 
on  the  very  threshold  of  their  business.  This 
could  not  possibly  have  any  good  effect,  but  the 
contrary ;  he  should  therefore  be  happy  to  see  the 
practice  simplified  or  abolished  altogether. 

The  effect  at  present  has  been,  that  no  sooner 
had  the  committee  appointed  to  draught  an  Ad- 
dress made  a  report,  than  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  proposed  a  substitute,  which,  according 
to  his  idea,  was  more  proper.  A  warm  debate 
had  taken  place,  and  he  believed  that  either 
might  be  adopted  without  effect,  as  they  were 
merely  a  form  of  words  leading  to  no  conclusion. 
Suppose  a  majority  of  one  was  obtained  on  the 
report,  what  end  would  be  produced  ?  None ;  for 
it  might  be  that  the  very  persons  who  voted  on 
this  general  question,  might  vote  against  particu- 
lar subjects  when  they  came  under  consideration ; 
as  every  one  would  recollect  the  difficulties  which 
had  been  experienced  in  getting  three  frigates 
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built,  and  this  difficulty,  he  doubted  not,  would 
again  occur.  Since,  however,  these  two  forms  of 
an  Answer  were  before  them,  and  they  were  call- 
-ed  upon  to  say  which  they  would  adopt,  it  might 
be  proper  to  go  into  some  consideration  of  the 
subject. 

The  difference  between  the  two  productions 
seemed  to  be,  that  the  one  reported  seemed  to  ex- 
press great  indignity  on  account  of  the  injuries 
received  from  the  French  Republic,  and  a  deter- 
mination to  repel  them ;  that  produced  by  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  was  of  a  more  concilia- 
tory tone,  recommending  to  the  President  to  be- 
gin his  negotiation  with  placing  the  French  Re- 
public on  the  same  ground  with  the  other  belli- 
gerent Powers  j  so  that  the  difference  was  simply 
as  it  respected  a  lew  words. 

What  were  the  arguments  in  favor  of  the  warm 
tone?    They  were  told    it  would  have  a  great 


the  subject  before  they  are  made,  is  this  House 
reduced  merely  to  the  odious  task  of  laying  taxes, 
without  being  allowed  to  exercise  its  sense  on  any 
other  public  measures  connected  with  them? 
Why  does  the  President  communicate  these  things 
to  us,  if  we  are  not  allowed  to  express  any  senti- 
ments about  them?  Why  do  the  people  elect 
their  representatives  all  over  this  widely  extended 
empire,  if,  when  they  are  convened,  they  are  not 
allowed  the  privilege  of  expressing  their  opinions 
on  the  dearest  interests  of  their  constituents?  Bat 
is  stated  that  this  will  create  division  among  the 
branches  of  the  Government,  who  ought  always 
to  act  and  think  alike.  Were  this,  the  case,  there 
was  nu  use  to  divide  the  Government,  as  our  Con- 
stitution does,  into  three  branches;  they  might 
all  have  been  left  in  one,  and  then  no  accident  of 
this  kind  would  have  happened  ;  but  the  fact  is, 
this  very  division  of  the  branches  was  devised  in 


effect  on  the  French  Republic,  because  if  a  spirit-  '  order  that  they  might  operate  as  checks  on  each 
ed  Answer  were  given  to  the  President's  Com-  ,  other.  The  people  thought  it  better  that  a  diris- 
munication,  signifying  (as  his  colleague  Mr.  Sit-  ,  ion  of  this  kind  should  prevent  acting  at  all.  than 
greaves  had  stronply  expressed  it)  that  we  were  ,  that  we  should  act  hastily  and  unadvisedly.  Thus 
determined  to  die  in  the  last  ditch,  it  would  strike  when  a  law,  after  mature  deliberation,  passes  this 
them  with  terror.  If  he  thought  this  effect  could  House  as  wise  and  good,  the  Senate  were  not 
be  really  produced,  it  might  be  some  inducement  obliged  on  this  account  to  see  it  in  the  same  light; 
for  him  to  agree  to  it.  they  judge  for  themselves,  and,  if  they  see  cause. 


Mr.  S.  remarked,  that  they  were  told  by  Mr. 
Pinckney,  in  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
that  it  was  probable  that  two  events  had  contrib- 
uted to  his  dismissal  from  the  French  Republic. 


reject  it,  and  no  complaint  takes  place  on  our  part 
because  they  do  so.  In  another  Government,  in- 
deed that  or  England,  all  the  branches  have  been 
contrived   into  the  most  perfect   union,  Kings, 


viz :  one,  the  victories  of  Bonaparte  in  Italy,  the  Lords,  and  Commons,  all  agree,  but  has  the  Got 
other,  the  Addresses  of  the  Senate  and  House 
of  Representatives  in  answer  to  the  Speech  of 
the  President  at  the  last  session.  With  respect  to 
the  Answers  alluded  to.  no  opinion  could  be  form- 
ed from  this  assertion,  because  though  that  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  tolerably  mode- 
rate, yet  that  of  the  Senate  was  as  warm  as  any 
thing  could  be  produced.  He  read  extracts  from 
both,  and  compared  them  with  each  other,  giving 
the  credit,  which,  in  his  opinion,  was  due  to  the 
most  moderate. 

The  first  and  moat  necessary  step  to  be  taken 
was,  to  put  all  the  belligerent  Powers  upon  the 
same  footing,  which  could  not  be  an  offence  to 
any;  But  it  was  said  that  to  recommend  this 
measure  to  the  Executive^  was  to  dictate  to  him ; 
that  it  was  carrying  humility  on  the  front  of  the 
Minister  who  should  be  employed.  What !  said 
Mr.  S.,  would  it  be  to  carry  humility  in  his  front 
to  say,  "  I  come  to  place  you  on  the  same  footing 
with  the  most  favored  nation  ?"  It  certainly  could 
not ;  since  it  was  the  language  of  right  reason,  of 
justice. 

As  to  dictating  to  the  Executive,  could  it  be 
called  dictating  when  we  merely  express  our  opin- 
ion and  advice  to  him,  on   points  which  he  has 
himself  laid  before  us ;  and,  in  order  to  deliberate 
on  which  we  were  thus  unusually  called  together? 
Very  low  and  debasing,  indeed,  must  be  the  situ- 
ation of  this  House,  if  they  were  to  be  muzzled 
and  prevented  from  laying  their  sentiments  before 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Union !    When  trea- 
ties are  mad  e,  we  are  told  they  are  laws  over 
which  we  have  no  power.  If  we  dare  not  speak  on 


ernment  been  the  better  for  this  ?  Happy  had  it 
been  for  that  nation,  had  this  not  been  the  case. 
Many  an  unwise  measure  they  have  gone  into. 
might  then,  fortunately  for  the  nation,  have  been 
totally  prevented. 

But  it  has  been  said  we  ought  to  express  the 
highest  indignation  at  the  conduct  of  France.  Let 
us  examine  for  a  moment  on  what  this  is  found- 
ed. Three  grounds  have  been  mentioned ;  the  dis- 
mission of  our  Minister,  the  spoliations  on  our 
ships,  and  the  interference  with  our  Government, 
in  attempting  to  divide  the  people  from  it.  As 
to  the  first,  the  dismission  of  our  Minister,  said 
Mr.  S.,  nobody  can  feel  more  sensibly  than  I  do. 
this  indignity  ;  but  it  only  leads  me  to  regret,  as 
I  have  often  already  expressed  my  regrets,  at  out 
sending  so  many  diplomatic  gentlemen  to  Eurooe. 
Wretched  will  be  our  case,  if  we  are  embroiled 
whenever  these  gentlemen  shall  be  refused,  or 
uncivilly  treated.  All  history  is  full  of  instances 
of  wars,  founded  on  such  points  of  etiquette  as 
these,  and  they  admonish  us  against  employing 
embassies,  as  much  as  possible,  to  avoid  these 
dangers  from  our  foreign  connexions.  But  it 
seems,  the  Directory,  by  Mr.  Pinckney's  letter,  at 
the  same  time  sent  away  thirteen  other  foreign 
Ministers ;  yet  we  do  not  hear  that  these  nations 
went  to  war  on  this  account.  One  of  them  was 
Sweden,  a  very  powerful  maritime  nation,  pos- 
sessed of  a  considerable  fleet ;  her  Minister  was 
dismissed ;  she  contented  herself  with  sending 
away  the  French  Minister  also,  and  here  the  dis- 
pute ended.  But,  surely  allowance  ought  also  to 
be  made  for  the  present  revolutionary  state  of 
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France.  If  all  things  do  not  proceed  there  with 
the  order  they  ought,  it  is  perhaps  because  of  their 
present  warlike  and  revolutionary  position,  which 
cannot  but  mend  every  day,  and  should  induce  us 
to  make  some  allowance  for  them. 

As  to  the  spoliations,  they  doubtless  are  also 
just  causes  of  complaint  from  America ;  but  while 
they  are  equally  continued  to  this  day  by  Eng- 
land. Spain,  Holland,  and  France,  we  ought  to  go 
war  with  all  these  Powers,  if  we  mean  to  attack 
any  on  this  score;  for  surely  the  groans  of  our 
seamen,  so  emphatically  heard  by  the  gentleman 
op  before  me,  from  Massachusetts,  are  heard  as 
distinctly  from  Cape  Nichola  Mole  as  from  Cape 
Francois,  and  ought  to  rouse  equal  indignation, 
unless  we  have  ears  to  hear  injuries  from  one 
quarter  only.  He  thought,  indeed,  it  would  evince 
oar  spirit  to  go  to  war  with  them  all,  and  by  that 
means  retaliate  upon  each  the  injuries  we  have 
received  from  each.  But  nothing  was  said  about 
the  spoliations  of  the  British.  The  British  take 
property  bound  to  France  in  pursuance  of  the 
treaty;  and  the  French,  taking  advantage  of  the 
stipulation  made  in  the  British  Treaty,  that  "free 
ships  do  not  make  free  goods,"  take  our  property 
bound  to  English  ports.  So  that  this  is  the  ground 
upon  which  all  or  our  difficulties  rest.  Upon  the 
admission  to  take,  lies  the  evil;  for,  a  French 
privateer  meeting  an  American  merchantman 
says  to  him,  "  You  have  English  poods  on  board." 
He  answers  rt  no  f  but  the  vessel  is  taken  into  a 
French  port  to  undergo  a  trial,  and  in  the  mean 
time  the  engagements  of  the  merchant  become 
doe,  which  being  unable  to  meet,  from  this  fail- 
ure in  the  arrival  of  his  vessels,  he  is  ruined.  The 
fact  is.  that  while  the  war  lasts,  so  will  the  spolia- 
tions, in  spite  of  every  thing  we  can  do  to  the 
contrary  ;  not  because  the  nations  at  war  are  just, 
but  because  they  are  powerful,  and  use  that  power 
as  suits  their  own  interest,  without  reference  to 
our  grievances  or  complaints.  For  this  there  is  no 
remedy  but  an  embargo,  since  nothing  short  of  this 
can  prevent  the  captures  complained  of;  and  this 
remedy  has  been  thought  worse  than  the  disease. 
since  it  puts  a  stop  to  all  commerce  and  must  tend 
to  lower  the  prices  of  our  produce.  We  must, 
therefore,  he  presumed,  leave  trade  to  regulate 
itielf  in  this  respect ;  although,  it  may  be  inci- 
dentally observed,  that  our  European,  and  China. 
and  East  India  trade  have  been  hitherto  preserv- 
ed pretty  free  from  violation.  We  have  suffered 
most  in  the  West  Indies ;  but  here,  it  is  to  be  re- 
marked, the  French  Republic  have  no  decided 
power '  their  islands  are  governed  by  a  provision- 
al agency,  who  are  obliged  to  keep  the  blacks  and 
uulattoes  in  good  humor  in  order  to  preserve 
those  possessions,  and  who  are  so  little  under  the 
control  of  France  that  they  have  frequently 
dipped  back  to  them  the  Generals  and  Commis- 
sioners they  have  sent  out  to  them.  In  the  West 
Indies,  in  fact,  all  is  plunder,  the  age  of  the  buc- 
canieis  is  revived,  and  even  exceeded,  and  those 
who  go  thither  must  trust  for  safety  only  to  their 
heels;  for  as  to  arming  them,  I  doubt  much  whe- 
ther we  could  prevent  this  being  made  a  pretext 
°i  for  fitting  out  more  privateers  from  among 


ourselves,  who,  perhaps,  according  to  their  differ- 
ent interests,  would,  under  pretext  of  defending 
commerce,  only  be  committing  spoliations  on  each 
other  at  sea.  War  might  increase  the  quantity 
of  depredations,  but  I  doubt  if,  by  this  measure, 
we  could  safely  repress  or  control  them ;  sooner 
or  later  it  must  lead  us  to  the  calamity  we  all 
wish  so  ardently  to  avoid,  the  positive  evils  and 
misfortunes  of  war. 

But  it  is  stated  that  France  wanted  to  divide 
the  people  from  the  Government,  and  to  influence 
it  unduly :  and  this  has  been  compared  to  divid- 
ing us  from  ourselves;  as  if  she  wished  to  tear 
the  arms  from  the  shoulders,  the  legs  from  the 
thighs,  or  the  head  from  the  trunk.  This  is  sure- 
ly too  absurd  for  any  Government  to  have  intend- 
ed, and  could  never  be  expected  to  succeed,  unless 
indeed  measures  were  to  be  taken  by  the  Gov- 
ernment oppressive  and  injurious  to  the  people ; 
in  which  case  we  have  often  seen  this  effect  pro- 
duced in  other  countries,  not  so  much  however 
from  foreign  faction  or  influence  as  from  domes- 
tic oppression  or  discontent.  A  general  clamor 
was  indeed  raised  against  France,  in  Europe,  as  if 
she  were  the  enemy  of  all  social  order  and  gov- 
ernment ;  but  the  fact  is,  their  Governments 
would  never  have  been  affected  but  in  proportion 
as  they  were  intrinsically  bad  and  oppressive.  In 
this  country  the  people  love  the  Government  be- 
cause they  are  happy ;  keep  them  so.  keep  them 
as  free  as  possible  from  taxes,  embark  them  in  no 
unnecessary  wars  or  troubles,  and  you  need  never 
fear  the  effects  of  any  foreign  influence  on  them. 
Alarms  of  this  kind  may  do  well  for  hungry 
pamphleteers  and  greedy  scribblers,  whose  writ- 
ings, it  is  to  be  lamented,  are  so  greedily  pur- 
chased and  read  among  us,  but  never  ought  to  be 
admitted  within  the  limits  of  these  walls;  all  the 
noise  of  British  and  French  parties  in  this  coun- 
try being  merely  terms  of  abuse  bandied  about, 
and  at  best  but  empty  nonsense. 

But  it  is  said  our  independence  is  menaced,  and 
we  must  make  a  second  edition  of  it.  By  whom 
is  it  invaded  ?  Does  France  want  to  govern  us? 
She  would  have  but  poor  encouragement  in  this 
from  the  fate  of  her  predecessor.  Can  England 
desire  it  ?  She  makes  more  by  us  in  the  silent 
but  productive  operations  of  trade.  Let  us  not 
then  deceive  ourselves  by  this  empty  declama- 
tion. If  France  finds  fault,  it  is  not  at  our  laws 
or  Constitutions  as  they  relate  to  us  at  home ; 
surely,  if  by  any  effects  of  them  abroad  they  ope- 
rate to  her  disadvantage,  she  has  a  right  to  com- 
plain, and  we  ought  to  inquire  into  the  com- 
plaint, and  if  well  founded,  to  redress  it  as  far  as 
in  our  power. 

But  a  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  appre- 
hends the  Atlantic  will  not  be  able  to  restrain  the 
tide  of  French  victories ;  that  they  will  land  and 
revolutionize  the  Southern  States  and  free  the 
negroes.  I  confess,  said  Mr.  S.,  I  have  no  appre- 
hensions of  this  kind ;  but  if  we  really  have  such 
ideas,  how  much  the  more  careful  ought  we  to 
be  to  avoid  a  war  which  has  been  so  desolating  to 
other  nations,  and  especially  now,  when  they  are 
getting  so  tired  of  it  and  anxious  to  put  an  end  to 
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it ;  for  it  is  plain  their  exhausted  resources  must 
soon  compel  them  to  do  this,  and  it  would  be  an 
unlucky  moment  for  us  to  get  into  the  scrape  as 
others  were  getting  out  of  it. 

It  has  been  often  observed  that  the  people  and 
the  Government  are  one ;  but  if  the  Representa- 
tives are  compelled  to  divide  even  to  carry  an  An- 
swer by  a  majority  of  one  or  two  votes,  will  this 
carry  an  idea  of  unanimity  ?  Had  we  not  better 
modify  the  Answer  in  such  a  way  as  may  produce 
a  more  general  acquiescence  in  it?  This  will 
give  more  true  dignity  to  our  proceedings,  and 
give  a  proof  that  we  are  governed  by  reason  more 
than  passion,  by  the  love  of  our  country  rather 
than  by  any  other  consideration. 

Mr.  Livingston  said  that,  having  listened  to  the 
gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him  with  the  most 
respectful  attention,  and  heard  their  ardent  ex- 
pressions of  patriotism  and  the  lively  sense  which 
they  entertained  of  the  true  dignity  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, he  should  not  attempt  to  follow  them 
into  a  field  which  had  been  exhausted,  but  would 
leave  it  to  the  consideration  of  the  committee 
and  his  country  to  determine  upon  his  sentiments 
and  the  measures  which  he  should  suggest  whe- 
ther he  was  not  equally  disposed  with  others  to 
promote  the  peace  and  honor,  the  happiness  and 
security  of  his  country  ana   Government;  he 
would  leave  it  for  his  measures  to  speak  for  him ; 
he  would  not  be  led  away  by  any  idle  or  extra- 
neous vanity  from  objects  so  solemn  and  impor- 
tant ;  he  should  speak  freely  as  became  an  Amer- 
ican at  a  crisis  so  very  pressing.    First,  then,  he 
should  notice  the  Address  that  was  before  the 
committee,  and  the  amendment  which  had  been 
proposed  to  be  made  to  it ;  he  was  sorry  to  ob- 
serve the  manner  in  which  they  had   been  dis- 
cussed.   It  had  been  considered,  on  one  side,  that 
to  adopt  any  language  in  reply  to  tlje  Address 
but  that  which  has  been  laid  before  the  commit- 
tee in  the  report,  would  amount  to  a  surrender  of 
all  our  rights,  privileges,  and  independence,  as  a 
nation,  to  France ;  on  the  other,  it  has  ..been  held 
that  the  differences  between  us  and  France  are 
distorted,  and  that  we  should  at  least  not  shut  up 
every  avenue  to  negotiation  by  an  obstinate  and 
blind  assertion  of  our  own  infallibility.    If  he 
believed,  with  those  of  the  former  opinion,  that 
we  should  in  any  shape  incur  the  stigma  of  de- 
grading ourselves,  or  if  he  suspected  even  that 
we  should  sacrifice  one  right  of  our  country  or 
Government  by  an  adoption  of  the  amendment 
proposed,  or  he  thought  we  should  not  endanger 
our  national  character  and  safety  by  the  adoption 
of  the  report,  he  should  most  certainly  reject  the 
amendment  and  adopt  the  report;  or  if  he  believed, 
with  the  gentleman  from  Massachus'ts,  (Mr.  Oris,) 
that  the  demands  of  France  now  were  any  wise 
analogous  to  those  of  Great  Britain  on  a  former 
occasion,  sooner  than  consent  to  a  dereliction  of 
independence  and  national  character  he  would 
not  stop  short  of  the  language  of  that  report : 
but  as  he  could  not  force  his  judgment  to  so  out- 
rageous a  misconstruction,  as  he  saw  on  the  con- 
trary numerous  reasons  to  entertain  a  very  differ- 
ent opinion,  he  would  not  consent  to  incur  the 


perils  and  the  errors  in  which  that  report  would 
involve  us ;  he  could  not  consent  to  so  hasty,  so 
precipitate,  and  inconsiderate  a  step. 

The  question  properly  before  the  House  at  this 
time  is,  whether  we  shall  continue  to  express  so 
perfect  a  reliance  on  all  the  acts  of  our  own  Gov- 
ernment ;  whether  we  shall  say  obstinately  to 
France  that  there  is  no  possible  case  in  which 
our  judgment  could  have  been  misled  or  mista- 
ken in  our  conduct  towards  her ;  and,  by  deter- 
mining to  adhere  to  our  former  conduct,  preclude 
every  possibility  to  an  amicable  adjustment ;  or 
leave  a  reasonable  opportunity  open  for  an  effec- 
tual discussion  and  adjustment  of  differences, 
wherever  they  may  subsist. 

The  scope  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  to 
both  Houses,  it  must  be  confessed;  goes  to  bind  us 
to  the  former  conduct ;  and  it  is  too  evident  that 
the  report,  in  strict  coincidence  with  the  senti- 
ments of  several,  but  not  all  its  supporters,  bears 
that  same  dangerous  tendency.  From  whicb  lice 
of  conduct  are  we  to  expect  the  most  beneficent 
issue;  to  treat  with  a  complaining  Power  by  a  de- 
termination to  show  that  its  complaints  are  ground- 
less, or  by  examining  the  complaints  and  tbe  evi- 
dence in  amicable  negotiation  and  deciding  after- 
wards? Let  us  examine  the  complaints  of  France, 
and  then  determine  whether  they  are  all  so  frivo- 
lous as  to  excite  irritation  a(  the  mere  mention  of 
them ;  unless  we  are  so  convinced,  unless  we  are 
thoroughly  satisfied  that  they  are  so,  we  cannot 
vote  the  Answer  as  it  is  reported.  Should  we  dis- 
cover in  such  an  examination  that  some  of  our 
measures  have  been  founded  at  least  in  mistake, 
would  it  then  be  proper  to  adopt  the  language  of 
the  Address?  But  should  we  persist  under  such  a 
possibility  of  mistake,  what  do  we  risk  ?  an  evil 
much  more  fatal  than  the  worst  that  could  follow 
the  most  sober  resolution  which  we  can  now 
adopt ;  we  risk  the  alternative  of  abandoning  it 
after  a  war  in  which  we  may  be  sufferers,  and 
after  we  may  have  retarded  the  increasing  pros- 
perity of  our  country  half  an  age.  We  have  an 
example  before  us  in  a  nation  that  was  eager  to 
snatch  at  a  remote  pretext  for  an  assumed  inter- 
ference in  her  Government ;  we  have  seen  that  na- 
tion, among  the  most  oowerful  and  haughty  in  Eu- 
rope, the  most  vain  or  her  dignity,  (real  or  unreal.) 
the  most  apt  to  interfere  in  the  government  of  oth- 
ers; we  have  seen  her  enter  into  a  war,  and  we  have 
seen  her  driven  to  the  lowest  state  of  humiliation ; 
we  have  seen  her  obliged  to  pursue  the  most  ab- 
ject means  of  solicitation  to  obtain  a  peace  from 
that  very  nation  whom  she  had  irritated  to  a  war; 
and  we  saw  her  more  humiliated  still,  by  the  re- 
jection of  those  propositions  which  she  had  made 
to  obtain  peace.  Have  we  a  better  prospect  than 
that  nation  ?  Are  our  means  equal  to  hers  ?  Are 
we,  indeed,  ready  to  embark  in  a  war— with 
France,  too — and  present  such  a  lesson  to  the 
world  as  America  at  war  with  France,  ajta 
France  has  defeated  the  efforts  of  all  tbe  world . 
He  again  asked,  have  we  the  means  ?  Let  genlJ.e* 
men  who  are  willing  to  plunge  us  into  that  di- 
lemma make  the  reply ;  but  let  not  gentlemen  m* 
dulge  in  so  hateful  a  picture.    But,  although  we 
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hare  do  means,  he  w$s  still  against  surrendering 
the  honor  of  our  country ;  fortunately,  no  such 
sacrifice  is  demanded,  no  such  measure  is  neces- 
sary ;  and  were  we  ten  times  more  destitute  even 
than  we  are,  he  should  never  submit  to  our  na- 
tional degradation,  were  there  a  Power  so  insolent 
as  to  expect  it. 

But  let  us  examine  whether  we  have  not  been 
subject  to  the  common  lot  of  human  fallibility  in 
our  measures ;  let  us,  to  whom  peace  is  so  desira- 
ble, from  experience,  from  principle*  and  from  our 
natural  love  of  happiness,  and  to  whom  the  risks 
of  war  would  be  attended  with  such  incalculable 
disasters,  inquire  before  we  rush  wantonly  upon 
them,  whether  it  is  really  clear  that  we  have 
been  uniformiy  right — whether  we  have  not  been 
sometimes  wrong  ?  Suppose  it  should  be  found 
that  France  has  had  some  cause  of  complaint ; 
that  some  of  her  claims  are  founded  in  reason ;  or 
even  suppose  that  she  only  earnestly  thought  so, 
and  tbat  she  would  prove  her  sincerity,  are  we  to 
shut  our  eyes  and  ears.against  an  examination  of 
these  complaints ;  are  we  to  leave  no  room  for  a 
fair  and  candid  discussion,  such  as  may  convince 
whichever  may  be  the  mistaken  party  ? 

It  was,  he  knew,  a  very  ungracious,  and  often 
ao  unpopular  task,  to  display  the  errors  of  our 
own  Government;  there  was  a  national  vanity,  a 
vain  and  unmeaning  pride,  which  sought  to  be 
bolstered  up  by  frippery  of  words  and  acts  of  dis- 
simulation. He  knew  that  this  empty  and  perni- 
cious vanity  often  assumed  the  post  and  place  of 
the  true  dignity  of  a  country,  and  blinked  contume- 
ly on  him  that  was  disposed  to  prefer  the  plain. 
frank,  open  path  of  integrity  and  truth.  He  would 
choose  between  these  opposite  passions  of  a  na- 
tion, and  preferring  his  duty  to  unmerited  re- 
proach, he  would  neither  repress  the  sentiments 
of  his  mind,  nor  foster  those  which  he  conceived 
to  be  pregnant  with  ruin ;  he  would  glory  more 
in  promoting;  the  justice  of  his  country  than  in 
conducting  her  to  the  most  brilliant  triumphs  in 
an  unjust  cause ;  he  would,  therefore,  calmly  ex- 
amine whether  France  had  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint ;  and  whether  she  had  or  not  a  just  cause, 
he  would  assert  that  France  might,  without  ex- 
citing indignation,  think  herself  injured;  that  she 
might,  was  a  sufficient  reason  with  him  for  pre- 
ferring the  amendment,  as  it  left  an  opening  for 
rather  amicable  discussion  and  accommodation, 
rather  than  the  report  which  had  the  opposite 
character. 

In  enumerating  the  complaints,  it  was  very  true 
that  France  had  many  which  were  not  in  them- 
selves reasonable  or  well  founded ;  but  there  were 
circumstances  in  which  France  was  liable  to  mis- 
take as  well  as  ourselves.  The  objects  presented 
themselves  in  a  delusive  or  adverse  form ;  and  it 
was  a  subject  rather  of  regret,  which  we  should 
use  as  a  warning  to  our  own  judgments,  than  a 
crime  in  her,  if  she  acted  in  the  same  way  that 
she  should  do  when  under  the  conviction  and 
certainty  of  her  rectitude,  when  she  was  uncon- 
scious of  her  error. 

The  first  object  of  her  complaint  was  the  in- 
terference of  our  courts  in  prize  causes.  Was  there 


no  color  of  complaint  on  this  subject  ?  He  did  not 
mean  to  enter  into  any  particulars  of  the  cases 
that  came  before,  or  the  decisions  in,  our  courts ; 
he  only  alluded  to  the  17th  article  of  our  treaty 
with  France,  upon  which  she  grounded  this  sub- 
ject of  complaint : 

"  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  ships  of  war  of  either 
party,  and  privateers,  freely  to  carry  whithersoever  they 
please,  the  ship*  and  goods  taken  from  their  enemies, 
without  being  obliged  to  pay  any  duty  to  the  officers  of 
the  Admiralty,  or  any  of  the  Judges ;  nor  shall  prizes 
be  arrested  or  seized  when  they  come  and  enter  the 
port  of  each  party ;  nor  shall  the  searchers  or  their  offi- 
cers of  those  places,  search  the  same,  or  make  examina- 
tion concerning  the  lawfulness  of  such  prizes ;  but  they 
may  hoist  sail,  at  any  time  and  depart,  and  carry  their 
prizes  to  the  places  expressed  in  their  commissions, 
which  the  commanders  of  such  ships  shall  be  obliged  to 
show ;  on  the  contrary,  no  shelter  or  refuge  shall  be 
given  in  their  ports  to  such  as  shall  have  made  prizes 
of  the  subjects,  people,  or  property  of  either  of  the  par- 
ties ;  but  if  such  shall  come  in,  being  forced  by  stress 
of  weather,  or  the  dangers  of  the  sea,  all  proper  means 
shall  be  vigorously  used,  that  they  go  out  and  return 
from  thence  as  soon  as  possible." 

Every  gentleman  must  see  tbat  the  latitude  of 
this  article  was  indeed  very  wide,  so  wide  that 
not  even  a  searcher  was  permitted  to  go  on  board, 
nor  an  officer  of  our  Admiralty  entitled  to  a  fee  or 
duty,  or  any  other  of  our  judges.  Ought  we  to 
be  surprised  that  a  nation  imperfectly  acquainted 
with  tne  detail  of  our  municipal  regulations  and 
official  duties,  should  differ  with  us  in  the  con- 
struction of  this  article,  after  our  detention  of  their 
prizes  ?  In  the  discussions  that  have  taken  place 
already  on  this  article,  the  difference  of  interpre- 
tation is  not  at  all  suprising.  They  have  said  to 
your  courts,  "We  allow  their  due  jurisdiction,  but 
as  treaties  are  supreme  laws,  our  prizes  should  not 
have  been  suffered  to  enter  your  courts.  According 
to  this  article,  you  subject  us  to  tedious  delays,  and 
involve  us  in  litigious  suits;  but  your  Executive 
should  have  decided  in  a  summary  way,  and  not 
kept  our  armed  ships  idle  and  expensive  to  us." 
He  would  not  say  that  in  this  construction  France 
was  right,  or  that  our  courts  were  wrong,  far 
from  it;  all  he  wished  the  committee  to  consider 
was,  whether  France  might  not,  without  great 
violation  of  reasoning,  conceive  herself  right,  and 
accordingly  claim  of  us  such  an  explanation  as 
might  place  us  clear  of  any  suspicion  of  designed 
wrong  towards  her  in  violation  of  that  treaty. 

The  second  complaint  was  our  admission  of 
vessels  hostile  to  France,  and  that  made  prizes, 
into  our  ports,  contrary  to  the  last  part  of  the 
same  article;  and  France  had  also  construed  this 
one  way,  and  our  Executive  another ;  but  was  a 
mistake  a  cause  of  hostility  1  Should  the  mis- 
take be  ours,  would  France  be  justifiable  in  hos- 
tility merely  on  account  of  the  mistake?  and 
should  we  be  any  more  justifiable  to  risk  hostility, 
rather  than  enter  upon  discussion  ? 

Another  cause  of  complaint  was  the  conversion 
of  our  neutrality  in  to  an  injurious  hostility,  by  our 
indifferent  sufference  of  the  impressment  of  our 
seamen  by  Great  Britain,  by  which  her  enemy 
became  possessed  of  our  force  and  employed  them 
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against  her,  while  we  were  on  terms  of  the  most 
intimate  and  friendly  alliance,  and  they  were  em- 
barked in  a  cause  common  with  our  own.  They 
complain  of  this  indifference  very  strongly,  and 
it  must  be  acknowledged  that  no  open  interfer- 
ence took  place  on  our  part  upon  that  serious  sub- 
ject to  ourselves,  and  important  to  us  as  a  neutral 
nation,  until  the  latter  end  of  1796 ;  except  a  few 
lines  from  our  Minister,  Thomas  Pinckney,  in  a 
letter  to  Lord  Grenville,  in  the  Summer  of  that 
year.  From  so  long  a  silence  on  such  a  subject, 
was  it  surprising  that  France  should  entertain 
doubts  of  our  disposition  to  preserve  our  neutrali- 
ty? Was  it  surprising  that  she  should  consider 
tnat  some  hidden  but  unaccountable  change  had 
taken  place  in  the  attachments  of  the  United 
States?  Was  it  surprising,  or  a  matter  calling 
for  hostility  on  our  part,  that  she  should  consider 
this  conduct,  connected  with  the  corresponding 
arrangements  made  with  Great  Britain,  in  a  time 
of  war,  as  pernicious  to  her  ? 

Under  the  mean  object  of  the  British  Treaty, 
which  is  one  of  the  complaints  of  France,  there 
are  several  subordinate  parts.  The  first  is  that 
of  the  abandonment  of  that  principle  of  the  law 
of  nations  which  secures  the  freedom  of  trade,  by 
establishing  the  neutrality  of  goods  carried  in 
free  ships.  He  would  not  dwell  largely  on  the 
immense  advantages  which  neutral  nations — but 
above  all  others,  our  own — would  derive  from  the 
complete  and  universal  recognition  of  that  just 
principle.  But  he  would  recommend  it  to  the 
consideration  of  every  candid  and  unbiassed  man, 
whether  France  had  not  some  ground  to  consider 
our  proceedings  on  that  subject  as  alarming  to 
herself,  when  she  had  negotiated  upon  that  valua- 
ble principle  with  us,  when  we  had  solemnly  re- 
cognised it,  and  had  carried  the  same  principle 
repeatedly  into  negotiation  with  other  Powers? 
Could  France  see  us  sacrifice  the  supreme  advan- 
tages which  our  commerce  would  derive  from  its 
maintenance,  and  that  too  in  the  moment  of  her 
apparent  adversity  ?  Could  she  see  this,  and  still 
be  criminal  for  suspecting  a  cessation  of  that  affec- 
tion in  pur  Government  towards  her  which  she 
was  so  indisputably  entitled  to  expect — so  con- 
trary to  our  interests  and  the  ties  of  treaties — and 
still  be  deemed  hostile  when  she  demands  justice, 
equal  justice  at  our  hands  ? 

But  he  should  be,  told  that  the  principle  was 
not  an  universal  one*;  that  its  recognition  in  the 
treaty  of  1778  did  not  bind  the  United  States  from 
relinquishing  it  in  any  treaty  with  another  nation. 
He  would,  by  and  by,  examine  the  principle. 
Now,  he  would  suffer  it  to  be  argued  the  contrary 
principle,  that  the  right  of  seizure  of  enemy's  pro- 
perty on  neutral  ships  was  the  universal  and  re- 
ceived law.  Was  it  the  actually  received  law  ? 
Then,  if  it  was,  how  came  it  to  be  made  a  part  of 
that  formal  negotiation,  and  to  constitute  an  arti- 
cle of  the  British  Treaty  ?'  Why  introduce  it  so 
unguardedly  there,  if  it  was  already  the  universal 
and  indisputable  law?  But  we  had  even  exceeded 
that  law,  tor  we  had  admitted  the  right  to  carry  our 
ships  into  their  ports  merely  on  suspicion— a  con- 
cession which  was  not  even  presumed  to  be  au- 


thorized by  any  law  or  usage  of  civilized  nations; 
a  concession  which  neither  went  to  profit  oar- 
selves,  nor  to  ameliorate  our  condition  as  a  neu- 
tral nation.  If  the  principle  even  were  fixed  be* 
fore,  was  it  an  evidence  of  our  amity,  of  our 
tenacious  regard  for  our  own  dignity,  or  of  a  seri- 
ously neutral  disposition,  to  conclude  these  norel 
modifications,  which  went  to  fetter  our  commerce 
with  the  most  perplexing  shackles? 

But  let  us  inquire  whether  it  is  seriously  the 
law  of  nations?    And  in  making  'this  inquiry,  it 
is  not  from  patched  ideas,  half  quotations,  or 
scraps  of  learned    opinions,  parcelled  out  and 
botched  for  convenience  or  subterfuge,  that  we 
must  decide.  If  upon  this  examination  we  should 
find  reason  even  to  suspect  our  error,  and  that  we 
have  conceded  any  thing  to  Great  Britain  con- 
trary  to  that  law,  it  will  be  surely  a  substantial 
reason  for  our  resorting  to  temperate  and  liberal 
negotiation.      But  on  this  he  would  not  now 
dwell.    The  law  of  nations  is  founded  on  certain 
usages  of  nations,  at  various  periods,  and  upon 
the  stipulations  of  treaties  of  nations  with  each 
other.  These  laws  were  either  partial  or  general, 
and  the  latter  have  been  the  subject  of  common 
claim  amonjj  civilized  nations.    Now,  in  all  that 
has  been  written  on  those  laws,  he  knew  of  none 
which  had  received  the  common  assent  of  all  na- 
tions, or  of  nearly  all,  authorizing  the  seizure  of 
enemy's  property  on  free  ships.    The  principle 
had  been  repeatedly  urged,  and,  although  it  bad 
been  often  evaded,  it  had  never  been  disproved  that 
a  ship  of  a  neutral  nation  should  be  as  sacred  as  its 
territory.    Wherever  the  flag  of  a  neutral  nation 
waves,  that  should  be  sacred,  and  goods  seized  oq 
board  a  neutral  ship  is  as  much  a  violation  of  the 
universal  law.  as  the  seizure  on  the  neutral  land 
could  be.    Wny  is  it  that  belligerent  nations  are 
precluded  from  seizure  of  the  goods  of  an  enemy 
in  a  neutral  port  ?    Because  it  would  be  a  viola- 
tion of  the  neutral  rights.    Do  these  rights  depart 
from  the  citizens  of  free  States  upon  their  depar- 
ture from  their  own  ports  ?    It  is  too  absurd  to 
expect  any  other  but  the  plain  reply.    But  if  we 
cannot  find  the  decision  in  the  tomes  of  the  civi- 
lian, let  us  look  elsewhere :  let  us  look  into  the 
treaties,  and  here  we  may  obtain  some  satisfactory 
test  upon  which  we  may  rest  the  question.    Prior 
to  the  war  of  our  Revolution,  the  treaties  of  Eu- 
ropean nations  were  a  series  of  contradictory  as- 
sertions and  denials  of  known  principles.    The 
same  principles  were  asserted  in  one  treaty  of  the 
same  nation,  which  were  sacrificed  to  partial  in- 
terests in  another ;  the  spirit  of  monopoly  of  trade 
corrupted  the  current  or  universal  law ;  and  local 
situation,  a  temporary  stratagem,  or  an  ambitious 
project,  sealed  what  the  other  had  negotiated. 
But  in  the  midst  of  war,  Europe  saw  arise  a  com- 
bination of  neutral  Powers,  who-  were  resolved  to 
restore  the  law  of  nations  to  its  primitive  prin- 
ciples, from  the  intolerable  abuse  into  which  it 
had  fallen ;    and   they   declared  that  principle, 
which  no  nation  ought  to  deny. 

Russia,  finding  that  the  depredations  which  the 
belligerent  Powers  were  committing  on  her  com- 
merce, surpassed  all  bounds  of  justice,  notified  to 
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the  other  neutral  Powers,  in  her  first  declaration, 
her  purpose  to  ascertain  and  fix  the  principles 
which  neutral  nations  ought  to  observe  towards 
those  at  war7  and  reciprocally,  and  expresses  her- 
self thus :  u  She  does  this  with  the  greater  confi- 
dence, as  she  finds  those  principles  founded  on 
the  primitive  law  of  nations,  which  every  one 
may  have  recourse  to,  and  which  the  belligerent 
Powers  cannot  invalidate  without  violating  the 
laws  of  neutrality,  and  disavowing  maxims  which 
they  themselves  have  expressly  adopted  in  differ- 
ent treaties  and  public  engagements*"  He  did 
not  quote  this  as  in  itself  conclusive  authority, 
although  the  facts  are  irrefragable ;  but  because 
erery  Power  in  Europe,  great  and  small,  weak 
and  powerful — excepting  only  one — recognised 
and  acknowledged  it.  But  he  should  be  told  this 
u  a  private  compact,  and  that  the  agreeing  na- 
tions did  not  declare  this  ought  to  be  the  univer- 
sal law  of  nations.  Let  those  gentlemen  answer 
me.  is  the  principle  inconsistent  with  reason  and 
justice,  is  it  unnatural,  is  it  not  the  law  of  nations,  is 
hnot  binding  upon  every  nation  who  subscribed  to 
or  adopted  it?  Until  gentlemen  deny  this,  I  shall 
fairly  conclude  that  it  is  the  true  and  genuine 
law  of  nations.  But  it  will  be  said,  there  is  one 
Power  which  did  not  agree  to  that  convention, 
and  therefore  the  agreement  of  all  the  rest  is  in- 
validated. Will  this,  indeed,  be  insisted  upon  ? 
Is  it  because  one  haughty,  overbearing,  and  op- 
pressive nation,  wishing  to  monopolize  the  trade 
and  the  power  of  the  whole  world,  denies  that 
law  which  alone  could  restrain  her  enormous 
ararice  and  tyranny  ?  that  this  one  nation,  placed 
in  the  scale  against  all  the  other  Powers  of  the 
world,  peaceful  and  belligerent,  and  with  justice 
and  law.  t.oo,  on  their  side,  shall  determine  that 
the  very  law  itself  must  become  invalid  ? 

But  it  is  said,  this  declaration  of  the  armed  neu- 
trality is  only  a  temporary,  and  not  a  permanent 
compact,  and  we  stiall  be  told  that  this  assertion 
is  supported  by  an  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Neu- 
trality itself.  In  arguing  this  objection,  he  felt  a 
degree  of  uneasiness  that  he  could  not  suppress; 
it  had  given  much  disquiet,  because  it  very  largely 
implicated  the  honor  and  character  of  our  coun- 
try. In  a  document  published  by  the  express  au- 
thority of  Government,  professedly  addressed  to 
*  public  Minister  then  about  to  proceed  on  his 
mission,  our  Secretary  of  State  published  in  the 
»ce  of  the  United  States  and  the  whole  world  a 
letter  which  is  to  be  the  instruction  of  that  Min- 
ister when  in  France,  a  mutilated  half  of  an  ar- 
ticle of  this  treaty,  in  order  to  justify  the  measure 
>f  our  concession  to  Great  Britain.  He  had  seen 
such  bungling  things  attempted  in  courts  of  law 
m  order  to  deceive  an  ignorant  jury,  or  a  more 
fcporant  judge,  but  as  an  act  of  a  national  agent, 
M  one  of  the  principal  officers  of  a  Government, 
■e  believed  the  like  was  not  to  be  found  in  the 
tnnals  of  the  most  vicious  policy  in  any  nation, 
to  that  letter  the  9th  article  of  the  Armed  Neutral 
Conrention  is  thus  quoted :  "The  Convention  be- 
H  concluded  and  agreed  on  for  the  time  the  pre- 
*u  war  shall  last,  shall  serve  as  a  basis  to  future 
engagements,  which  circumstances  may  render 


necessary,  or  on  account  of  new  naval  wars  which 
Europe  may  have  the  misfortune  to  be  troubled 
with."  And  here  the  quotation  is  broken  off  short 
in  the  middle  of  the  article.  Was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  our  Minister  of  State  could  obtain  only 
a  mutilated  copy  of  this  important  historical  re- 
cord! The  article  concludes  with  this  weighty 
and  important  declaration,  which  our  Secretary 
has  entirely  omitted:  "These  stipulations  shall 
further  be  considered  as  permanent,  and  shall  de- 
cide in  all  matters  of  commerce  and  navigation; 
and  in  short  in  every  case  where  the  rights  qf 
neutral  nations  are  to  be  determined." 

But  a  gentleman  has  told  us  this  principle  of 
the  armed  neutrality  cannot  be  a  true  one;  and 
why?  truly  because  the  same  Empress  of  Russia, 
who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Confederation,  has, 
during  the  present  war.  entered  into  a  treaty  with 
that  Power  which  formerly  denied  the  principle, 
and  had  herself  agreed  to  contravene  it ;  and  fur- 
ther, that  Spain  had  acceded  to  that  contraven- 
tion. That  this  conduct  of  that  Empress  and  of 
Spain  is  a  melancholy  proof  of  the  capriciousness 
and  instability  of  arbitrary  councils  and  of  nations, 
he  was  ready  to  confess;  but  he  did  not  see  upon 
what  ground  this  partial  dereliction  of  right  prin- 
ciples should  go  to  the  universal  establishment  of 
wrong.  France,  in  the  convulsions  of  her  Revolu- 
tion, had  alarmed  all  Europe ;  and  Britain,  always 
jealous  of  her  power,  but  much  more  of  that 
power  under  the  influence  of  liberty,  had  entered 
into  an  engagement  with  Russia  to  starve  France, 
and  Spain  accedes  to  this  purpose;  but  under 
what  circumstances  ?  under  the  proclaimed  avowal 
of  the  measure  being  adopted,  because  the  Revolu- 
tion of  France  was  a  new  case  ;  a  flame  had  been 
lighted  up,  as  they  called  it,  which  threatened  to 
destroy  all  Europe;  and  to  quench  this  flame  they 
agree  to  overturn  the  law  of  nations,  which,  if 
obeyed  or  regarded,  would  counteract  the  designs 
of  England  and  the  wishes  of  Russia  and  Spain. 

But  we  are  told  that  our  Government  had  re- 
ceded from  this  principle  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  had  declared  it  in  our  correspondence  with 
Genet ;  but  he  would  ask  any  gentleman,  does  a 
date  alter  a  principle  ?  Do  principles  of  right  and 
wrong  alter  with  the  seasons  or  the  years?  If  we 
abandoned  it  then  or  at  this  day,  what  is  that  to 
France?  She  tells  us  we  have  done  it, and  we  ac- 
knowledge it  is  done;  thus  tr^e  question  is  then 
reduced  to  this  point — have  we  done  right  ?  This 
question  unfortunately  does  not  rest  with  our  par- 
tialities to  decide ;  it  not  only  rests  upon  the  Pow- 
ers of  Europe,  whom  it  may  implicate  or  concern, 
but  upon  our  own  formal  recognition  and  accession 
to  the  principles  of  the  armed  neutrality;  nay,  with 
the  compliments  expressed  by  our  Government 
to  the  Empress  of  Russia  for  promoting  it;  upon 
our  accepting  of  this  principle,  too,  at  a  period  in 
which  we  manifested  that  our  love  of  justice  was 
in  perfect  consonance  with  that  love  of  liberty 
which  then  engaged  us  in  our  Revolution;  upon 
our  acceptance  of  it  when  it  was  calculated  to 
operate  most  seriously  to  our  disadvantage  by  de- 
priving us  of  the  supplies  which  could  be  thereby 
kept  from  us.   It  matters  not  then  at  what  date,  or 
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in  what  manner  we  relinquished  it,  if  having  for- 
mally received  it  we  abandoned  it  to  the  dis- 
advantage and  injury  of  our  allies  and  of  other 
'  previously  subsisting  treaties.  We  have  unques- 
tionably none  this  evil,  perhaps,  from  no  malign 
disposition  ;  but  it  was  our  duty,  having  commit- 
ted the  error,  to  rectify  it.  It  had  been  argued, 
that  we  had  been  compelled  to  abandon  the  prin- 
ciple or  go  to  war  with  Britain;  and  we  had 
chosen  it  as  the  alternative.  What!  compelled?  He 
would  not  discuss  this  unhappy  argument;  we 
have  inflicted  a  wound  on  our  commercial  neu- 
trality, but  what  is  much  worse  on  our  national 
character,  which  he  feared  we  should  never  re- 
cover. 

Another  stipulation  is  contained  in  the  British 
Treaty  relative  to  provisions,  which  admits  the 
British,  contrary  to  the  law  of  nations,  to  seize 
upon  our  vessels  going  to  France.  It  is  said  that 
this  article  does  not  admit  any  new  principle,  and 
that  instead  of  being  disadvantageous  to  France, 
she  is  put  on  a  better  footing  than  before !  He 
would  read  the  article.  The  first  paragraph  of  the 
13th  article,  after  defining  the  new  extension  of 
what  shall  thereafter  be  deemed  contraband,  pro- 
ceeds in  the  second  thus: 

"  And  whereas  the  difficulty  of  judging  of  the  pre- 
cise cases  in  which  alone  provisions  and  other  articles 
not  generally  contraband  may  be  regarded  as  such,  ren- 
ders it  expedient  to  provide  against  the  inconveniences 
and  misunderstandings  which  might  thence  arise :  it  is 
further  agreed  that  whenever  any  such  articles  so  be- 
coming contraband,  according  to  the  existing  law  of  na- 
tions, shall  for  that  reason  be  seized,  the  same  shall  not 
be  confiscated,  but  the  owners  thereof  shall  be  speedily 
and  completely  indemnified;  and  the  captors,  or  in 
their  default  the  Government,  under  whose  authority 
they  act,  shall  pay  to  the  master,  or  owners,  of  such 
vessel,  the  full  value  of  all  articles,  with  a  reasonable 
mercantile  profit  thereon,  together  with  the  freight,  and 
also  the  demurrage  incident  to  the  detention/' 

Our  treaty,  in  the  subsequent  paragraph,  recapit- 
ulates the  ordinary  provision  forthe  circumstances 
attending  ships  proceeding,  through  error  or  inat- 
tention, to  blockaded  ports ;  but  in  the  above  stipu- 
lations a  new  principle  is  foisted  into  the  law  of 
nations  by  which  we  are  to  receive  the  full  price 
of  our  articles  and  a  reasonable  mercantile  profit; 
and  after  doing  this  we  are  told,  that  we  place  our 
ally  in  a  better  condition  than  she  was  before — 
that  the  power  of  her  enemy  to  seize  our  ships, 
which  are  protected  by  the  law  of  nations  from 
seizure,  having  nothing  contraband  on  board, 
when  going  to  the  ports  of  a  belligerent  Power 
not  blockaded,  is  an  advantage  to  that  Power  so 
deprived.  We  might  admit  what  is  not  a  fact,  in 
the  first  instance,  that  provisions  are  contraband, 
and  we  accept  compensation  for  our  sacrifice  of 
the  universal  law ;  we  admit  the  inhuman  and 
horrible  principle,  that  one  nation  has  a  right  to 
starve  another  at  its  discretion,  and  while  thus 
conniving  at,  and  profiting  by  the  collusion,  affect 
to  be  indignant  when  remonstrance  or  resentment 
flow  from  the  injured  nation;  this  is' the  sad  and 
afflicting  picture  of  error  into  which  we  have 
been  blindly  seduced  !    Of  all  the  authors  that 


have  written  on  the  law  of  nations,  there  is  not 
one — no.  not  one — that  supports  the  idea  of  pro- 
visions oeing  liable  to  the  description  of  contra- 
band, in  any  case  but  in  approaching  a  blockaded 
port ;  the  only  author  indeed  that  mentions  such  a 
thing,  even  in  the  way  of  suggestion,  is  Vattd, 
who  says,  that  possibly  there  may  be  a  case  where 
there  is  a  reasonable  hope  of  reducing  a  nation  by 
want  of  provisions,  they  may  be  deemed  contra- 
band ;  but  this  is  delivered  as  a  mere  suggestion 
and,  contrary  to  his  usual  diffuseness,  he  lea  res  it 
naked  and  Unsupported  by  any  one  historical  ex- 
ample or  reference.  But  gentlemen  say,  we  do  not 
allow  provisions  to  be  contraband, — although 
VaHel  has  used  this  suggestion,  we  think  the 
doctrine  unsound.  He  would  not  dispute  about 
opinions  while  he  had  facts,  and  he  would  say, 
while  you  have  denied  the  doctrine  you  hare 
allowed  the  practice ;  you  not  only  do  wrong 
there  to  France,  but  we  have  done  it  in  the  most 
offensive  form ;  and  irritated  as  she  must  be  by 
the  intrigues  that  have  already  torn  her  for  so 
many  years,  the  foreign  machinations  and  the  ef- 
forts to  subjugate  her  by  all  the  arts  which  per- 
fidy could  suggest,  we  should  not  be  surprised  if 
she  should  be  reluctantly  led  to  believe,  that  we 
had  thus  bartered  our  supplies  to  Britain,  reckless 
of  her  ruin,  and  regardless  of  our  treaties ;  I  say 
she  may  be  reluctantly  led  to  believe  this,  since 
the  error  of  our  blindness  or  our  weakness  is  risi- 
ble as  noon  day. 

But  we  are  told  that  this  stipulation  is  advan- 
tageous to  France,  as  it  holds  out  a  temptation  to 
mercantile  adventurers  from  the  certainty  of  pay- 
ment in  either  event  of  a  voyage;  for  his  part  he 
could  not  discover  in  the  conduct  of  the  negotiation 
nor  in  the  treaty  itself,  any  such  intention  on  our 
part ;  but  he  could  see  in  the  sacrifice  an  effort 
and  he  would  ask  any  gentleman  how  far  success- 
ful it  had  proved,  to  guard  against  British  depre- 
dations ;  but  he  could  see  in  tht  argument  a  weak 
effort  to  support  a  worse  measure  !  But  let  us 
see  what  is  the  construction  of  our  own  Govern- 
ment upon  this  principle;  it  must  be  tested  by 
other  facts  than  its  adoption  or  rejection  in  a 
treaty.  Since  the  execution  of  the  treaty  our  Ex- 
ecutive has  put  a  strong  construction  on  this  prin- 
ciple ;  but  our  Executive  had  also  in  a  letter  of 
instruction  to  Mr.  Thomas  Pinckney,  expressed 
his  sentiments  equally  pertinent  but  perspicuous; 
speaking  of  the  order  of  the  British  Government 
for  seizing  provisions  on  neutral  ships,  the  first' 
article  of  which  was  in  these  words: 

"  That  it  shall  be  lawful  to  stop  and  retain  all  vessels 
loaded  wholly  or  in  part  with  corn,  flour,  or  meal,  bound 
to  any  port  in  France,  or  to  any  port  occupied  by  the ' 
armies  of  France,  and  to  send  them  to  such  port  sf 
shall  be  most  convenient,  in  order  that  such  com,  meal 
or  flour,  may  be  purchased  on  behalf  of  his  Majesty'r 
Government,  and  the  ships  be  released  after  such  pur* 
chase,  and  after  due  allowance  for  freight,  Ac" 

The  Executive  thus  notices  the  order : 

"  This  act,  too,  tends  directly  to  draw  us  from  that 

state  of  peace  in  which  we  are  wishing  to  remain.   K 

is  an  essential  character  of  neutrality*  to  furnish  nf 

aids  (not  stipulated  by  treaty)  to  one  party,  which  m 
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ire  not  equally  bound  to  furnish  to  another.  If  we 
permit  corn  to  be  sent  to  Great  Britain  and  her  friend*, 
we  are  equally  bound  to  permit  it  to  France.  To  re- 
strain it  would  be  a  partiality  which  would  lead  to  a 
war  with  France ;  and  between  restraining  it  ourselves 
and  permitting  her  enemies  to  restrain  it  unrightfully, 
is  no  difference.  She  would  consider  this  as  a  mere 
pretext,  of  which  she  would  not  be  the  dupe,  and  on 
what  honorable  ground  could  we  otherwise  explain  it  t 
Thro  we  should  see  ourselves  plunged  by  this  unauthor- 
ized act  of  Great  Britain,  into  a  war  with  which  we 
meddle  not,  and  which  we  wish  to  avoid,  if  justice  to  all 
parties,  and  from  all  parties,  will  enable  us  to  avoid  it." 

Now,  sir,  if  Government  thought  France 
would  not  be  the  dupe  of  an  artifice  then,  what 
reason  have  we  to  believe  that  she  will  now? 
Let  gentlemen  who  are  eager  for  the  report,  reply 
and  show  wherein  the  distinction  lies.  In  1793, 
our  Executive  considered  it  as  a  cause  of  war 
only  to  permit  the  infraction  of  that  law  of  na- 
tions, or  the  partial  supply  of  one  or  other  party 
with  provisions* ;  and  are  we  to  expect  France,  to 
whom  we  were  at  least  under  some  ties  of  regard. 
not  to  say  obligation,  should  tamely  condescend 
not  tojnotice  our  sacrifices  thus  made  ?  Gentlemen 
coald  not  be  serious  and  expect  it. 

It  had  been  asserted,  with  singular  confidence. 
that  France  was  the  first  aggressor  in  spoliation, 
aod  that  the  British  Order  of  Council  of  June 
1793,  had  been  preceded  by  one  from  the  French 
Government  to  the  same  purpose ;  he  need  not 
enter  into  a  refutation  of  that  assertion,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Freeman)  had 
ye^erday  completely  exposed  the  fallacy  of  that 
artifice.  The  French  have,  throughout  the  present 
war.  been  compelled  in  their  own  defence  to  fol- 
low the  unusual  measures  adopted  by  Britain,  and 
in  this  instance  the  order  issued  by  the  French 
Government  expressly  states  the  British  order,  in 
its  preamble,  as  the  sole  and  necessary  cause  of 
her  adoption  of  similar  measures  in  her  own  de- 
fence. But  we  have  testimony  still  stronger,  if  any 
stronger  were  necessary  ;  it  is  the  declaration  of 
Lord  Grenville  to  Mr.  T.  Pinckney:  "Lord 
Greoville  on  being  asked,  said  Spain  would  pursue 
the  same  line  of  conduct;  and  upon  its  being  ob- 
jected, that  even  their  late  convention  with  Rus- 
sia did  not  extend  to  this  object,  he  answered, 
that  though  it  was  not  expressly  mentioned,  it  was 
fully  understood  by  both  parties  to  he  within  the 
intention  of  it." 

And  thus  it  is  that  gentlemen  endeavor  to  elude 
the  truth,  and  to  descant  upon  subterfuge,  where 
the  peace  and  happiness  of  our  country  is  at  stake. 
That  such  a  privilege  or  concession  should  be 
panted  to  Britain  in  a  time  of  war,  was  remark- 
able enough  to  excite  the  jealousy  of  the  French 
Government;  but  that  it  should  be  objected  to 
eitend  the  same  privileges  to  France  by  negotia- 
tion, is  more  extraordinary  still.  We  are  told  that 
battel  is  mistaken  in  his  doctrine :  he  is,  in  one 
case,  no  authority  to  be  relied  on— he  must  be 
utterly  abandoned;  but  in  another  his  authority 
*  sacred.  All  that  has  been  said  on  the  subject 
of  this  article  will  equally  apply  to  the  disregard 
of  the  neutrality  of  goods  on  neutral  bottoms,  aa 


declared  in  the  instrument  of  the  armed  neutrality. 
Having  offered  his  free  opinion  on  these  several 
articles,  he  was  willing  now  to  declare  as  freely 
that  there  were  many  of  the  circumstances  of 
complaint  urged  by  the  French  Republic  which 
they  were  not  justified  in  carrying  to  the  extent 
which  tbey  do ;  and  it  was  on  this  account,  in  aa 
especial  manner,  that  he  considered  the  amend- 
ment proposed  to  deserve  the  most  decided  sup- 
port of  the  committee.    He  had  little  doubt  of 
their  being  wrong — he  had  little  doubt  of  their 
being  open  to  conviction ;  and  as  they  no  doubt 
thought  themselves  as  much  in  the  right  in  these 
cases  as  they  thought  this'  Government  in  the 
wrong,  it  became  us  to  use  towards  them  a  lan- 
guage suitable  to  that  liberality  which  befits  a 
wise  and  prudent  nation.    It  becomes  us  to  exa- 
mine our  own  conduct,  and  not  rely  on  our  infal- 
libility— to  inquire  dispassionately,  and  not  rush 
into  war  before  we  have  considered  either  the 
cause  or  the  consequences.    He  appealed  to  every 
gentleman,  which  would  be  the  conduct  most  con- 
sistent with  true  dignity,  to  obstinately  persist  in 
error  at  every  risk  of  character  and  disaster,  or  to 
examine  our  conduct;  and  if  we  have  erred,  to 
acknowledge  it  manfully  ?    She  does  not  require 
our  humiliation,  as  gentlemen  declaim ;  and  if  she 
did,  we  should  never  submit  to  it.    From  a  single 
stipulation  into  which  we  have  entered  with  any 
nation  we  ought  not  and  will  not  depart ;  she  does 
not  demand  it;  and  therefore  we  ought  to  say  to 
her,  we  will  place  you  on  a  footing  with  every 
other  nation ;  you  have  been  mistaken  in  some 
matters,  we  have  been  mistaken  in  others;  we 
will  discuss  them,  and  this  unpleasant  difference. 
Would  this  be  abject — would  this  be  humbling  us 
in  the  dust — or  would  it  be  the  most  consistent 
with  true  dignity  ?    Which  is  it  more  noble,  to 
repair  a  fault,  or  to  persist  in  error,  even  with  suc- 
cess ?    But  where  are  the  means  to  secure  success, 
even  if  we  should  persist  ?    But  this  is  a  delicate 
.subject;  he  would  not  dwell  upon  it.    Let  us 
inquire  whether  we  have  maintained  that  impar- 
tial conduct  towards  all  nations  which  we  ought 
to  have  done. 

There  are  some  of  those  things  which,  if  not 
founded  in  right,  might,  without  any  violation  of 
virtue,  have  operated  more  in  favor  of  France 
than  any  other  nation.  Gentlemen  would  per- 
ceive that  he  alluded  to  our  connexions  with  that 
people  in  trying  times  of  our  Revolution.  He  was 
one  of  those  whose  number  appeared  to  be  de- 
creasing every  day,  that  retained  his  reverence 
for  old-fashioned  notions.  He  considered  grati- 
tude as  among  the  most  amiable  of  the  virtues ; 
and  he  was  so  very  dull  of  discrimination,  com- 
pared with  others,  that  he  could  not  consider  that 
as  worthy  of  admiration  in  the  individual,  and  of 
no  existence  in  a  nation.  A  sense  of  obligation 
he  conceived  to  be  a  more  rational  principle  of 
connexion  between  nations,  as  well  as  individu- 
als, than  any  that  .could  arise  from  the  sense  of 
sordid  interests:  the  one  was  capable  of  perma- 
nently attaching  the  affections,  the  other  was 
always  contingent  and  precarious.  We  have  seen 
nations  actuated  by  the  most  inveterate  and  an- 
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quenchable  hatred  ;  we  have  seen  them,  after 
entering  into  Treaties  of  Amity  and  Commerce, 
suddenly  roused  by  the  spirit  of  avarice,  and,  disre- 
garding all  the  most  sacred  engagements,  plunged 
into  the  most  remoreless  war.  When  we  see 
those  passions,  shall  we  say,  the  milder  affections 
have  no  place  in  the  human  heart  to  counterbal- 
ance such  horrid  passions?  Forbid  it,  Reason, 
and  forbid  it,  Truth !  He  trusted  if  our  Govern- 
ment had  erred,  becoming  pains  would  be  taken 
to  remove  the  sense  of  injury.  That  there  had 
been  favors  conferred  on  our  nation,  which  should 
impel  us  to  this  act  of  natural  justice,  he  could 
prove.  What  was  tile  language  of  our  Govern- 
ment when  we  sought  and  obtained  the  succors 
of  France  ?  When  in  our  need,  we  breathed  not 
a  sound  but  eternal  gratitude  for  disinterested 
favors — for  benefits  magnanimously  bestowed  ? 
What  was  our  language  in  the  hour  of  peril,  when 
the  threatenings  of  all  Europe  rung  in  her  ears? 
Was  it  necessary  for  us  to  assert,  at  the  hour  in 
which  we  stood  no  longer  in  need  of  her  support, 
that,  although  we  felt  some  gratitude  in  the  hour 
of  our  distress,  that  we  now  felt  it  no  longer? 
Was  it  preserving  the  dignity  of  our  country,  the 
honor  of  our  Government,  and  the  respectability 
of  a  virtuous  and  independent  nation  ?  No.  He 
believed  that  such  conduct  had  lessened  us  in  the 
eyes  of  the  world,  and  that  it  became  us  now  to 
retrieve  our  character  by  the  removal  of  that  falsi- 
fication of  the  national  probity.  Let  us  look  to 
the  declaration  of  our  Government,  that  we  may 
ascertain  what  we  thought  of  the  favors  of  France 
in  former  periods.  Look  into  the  Journals  of 
Congress  or  the  6th  of  August,  1778,  and  there  it 
will  oe  found — 

"  That  the  treaties  between  His  Most  Christian  Ma- 
jesty and  the  United  States  of  America  so  fully  demon- 
strated his  wisdom  and  magnanimity  as  to  command 
the  reverence  of  all  nations.  The  virtuous  citizens  of 
America,  in  particular,  can  never  forget  his  beneficent 
attention  to  their  violated  rights,  nor  cease  to  acknow- 
ledge the  hand  of  a  gracious  Providence  in  raising  them 
up  so  powerful  and  illustrious  a  friend." 

He  hoped  this  gratitude  would  never  be  for- 
gotten or  done  away ;  he  hoped  we  should  never 
flv  in  the  face  of  that  Providence  by  such  blas- 
phemy, but  that  the  same  Power  which  it  had  raised 
up  in  our  adversity,  would  be  respected  in  our 
prosperity. 

Have  we  respected  ourselves  in  this  unhappy 
case?  What  were  the  sentiments  of  our  prede- 
cessors in  1783?  On  the  16th  of  April,  that  year, 
a  committee  was  appointed,  consisting  of  Mr.  Mad- 
ison. Mr.  Ellsworth,  and  Mr.  Hamilton,  to  report 
on  the  subject  of  the  5  per  cent,  impost,  and  among 
the  inducements  for  its  adoption  by  the  States, 
they  say — 

"  If  other  motives  than  those  of  justice  could  be 
requisite  on  this  occasion,  no  nation  could  ever  feel 
stronger ;  for  there  are  debts  to  be  paid  to  an  ally,  in 
the  first  place,  who,  to  the  exertions*of  his  arms  in  sup- 
port of  our  cause,  has  added  the  succors  of  his  treasure ; 
who,  to  his  important  loans,  nas  added  liberal  dona- 
tions ;  and  whose  loans  themselves  carry  the  impression 
of  his  magnanimity  and  friendship." 


In  December  of  the  same  year,  upon  the  resig- 
nation of  General  Washington,  Congress  declare 
to  him — 

"  You  have  persevered  till  the  United  States,  aided 
by  a  magnanimous  King  and  nation,  have  been  ena- 
bled, under  a  just  Providence,  to  close  the  war  in  free- 
dom, safety,  and  independence." 

And  is  it  now,  that,  irritated  by  unworthy  or 
odious  bickerings,  we  shall  take  upon  us  to  fly  in 
the  face  of  our  history — of  our  li  vine  and  immor- 
tal history — and  attempt  to  unsay  all  this  ?  Yes. 
A  production  communicated  to  us  last  session, 
from  one  of  the  departments  of  our  Government, 
and  published  to  America  and  all  the  world,  treats 
all  these  solemn  records  as  things  founded  on  error 
and  falsehood,  or  on  hypocrisy.  In  that  very  pub- 
lication we  are  told  that  the  Minister  of  France, 
through  whom  America  received  those  signal 
benefits  and  support,  had  descended  to  intrigue 
against  those  very  liberties,  upon  the  support  of 
which  so  much  had  been  expended,  and  such  dis- 
tinguished measures  carried  into  decisive  execu- 
tion. We  are  taught  there  to  believe  (if  folly 
itself  could  be  so  credulous)  that  France  interfered, 
privately,  to  prevent  what  she  made  such  efforts 
to  secure !  And  this  is  the  language  by  which 
France  is  to  be  persuaded  of  our  love  of  justice. 
of  our  love  of  virtue,  of  our  infallibility,  of  our 
regard  for  the  dignity  of  our  country,  whose  sen- 
timents are  one  and  the  same  with  the  Govern- 
ment ! 

Oh,  said  Mr.  L.,  let  me  not  pass  over  unnoticed 
that  joy  which  I  so  well  remember  to  have  beam- 
ed on  every  countenance  upon  the  inspiring  tid- 
ings that  France  had  joined  her  arms  to  ours  in 
defence  of  our  liberties — no,  it  can  never  be 
erased  from  my  heart,  in  the  gloomy  horrors  of 
desolation  and  an  assassinating  war.  I  could  read 
by  the  light  of  those  flames  which  consumed  my 
paternal  mansion,  by  the  joy  that  sparkled  in 
every  eye,  how  great  were  the  consequences  of 
her  union  to  America.  I  feel  the  revival  of  that 
animating  joy  kindle  this  moment  in  my  bosom. 
I  will  forever  cherish  it  in  my  heart  of  hearts, 
and  I  trust  never  to  part  with  it  till  I  shall  part 
with  every  other  sensation. 

Yet,  after  all,  sooner  than  sacrifice  one  right- 
one  principle — or  make  one  unjust  concession  to 
France,  he  would  sooner  sacrifice  his  life;  but  he 
would  still  sooner  behave  like  a  truly  dignified 
man,  and  acknowledge  his  error,  if  he  should  ap- 
pear to  have  committed  one,  than  support  the 
error,  with  the  utmost  certainty  of  success. 

France,  then,  may  certainly  complain,  without 
justly  exciting  that  indignation  at  her  presump- 
tion, which  some  gentlemen  express.  She  is 
charged  with  the  commission  of  various  injuries; 
the  dismission  of  our  Minister;  the  commission 
of  depredations  on  our  commerce;  with  refusing 
to  treat  upon  out  disagreements,  and  an  interfer- 
ence in  our  Government.  Upon  the  first  of  these 
subjects  he  felt  a  sense  of  indignity  as  much  as 
any  man  rise  in  his  breast.  He  felt  for  the  re- 
spectable person  who  had  the  painful  task  to  en- 
counter, but  he  would  not  argue  largely  on  that 
subject  at  this  time,  since  it  involved  a  considera- 
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tioo  of  all  the  predisposing  causes  of  that  dismis- 
sion ;  he  would  leave  it  to  be  the  subject  of  ami- 
cable explanation;  for,  disguise  it  how  we  would, 
if  we  hold  the  language  of  the  President,  to  war 
we  must  go.  He  would  maintain  what  had  been 
already  done  in  the  way  of  treaty;  but  he  would 
leave  it  to  the  House  to  determine  between  better 
language  and  war.  Our  sense  of  infallibility  and 
our  conduct  were  like  the  two  principles  of  the 
Indian  mythology — ever  at  war  with  each  other, 
and  ruin  would  follow  the  obstinacy  that  resists 
all  deliberation.  The  man  who  should  pretend 
to  attempt  a  negotiation  at  Paris,  after  such  lan- 
guage from  the  Legislature  and  the  Executive, 
should  War  the  cap  and  bells  to  save  him  from 
any  other  imputation  than  that  of  being  a  maniac. 
He  could  not  expect  to  negotiate  after  them. 

But  gentlemen  affect  to  believe — either  they 
must  be  very  imperfectly  informed  on  the  subject, 
or  they  do  not  earnestly  believe — that  the  dismis- 
sion of  our  Minister  was  actually  the  violation  of 
a  right.  Of  what  right  ?  By  what  law  of  nations 
b  the  right  established  that  one  nation  can  insist 
on i  keeping  a  Minister  in  another,  contrary  to  the 
will  of  that  nation  ?  He  defied  any  man,  how- 
ever learned  and  however  great,  to  point  out  the 
foundation  of  any  such  right.  If,  therefore,  it  is 
not  a  right,  the  denial  to  receive  a  Minister  can- 
not be  dispassionately  considered  as  in  itself  an 
insult,  although  the  circumstances*  attending  it 
may  be  attended  with  marks  of  the  most  unplea- 
sant disrespect ;  yet,  even  there,  appearances  are 
so  more  than  the  necessary  consequences  of  the 
impressions  made  on  the  French  Government, 
from  the  consideration  of  our  conduct  in  the  par- 
ticulars before  noticed,  and  a  false  light  in  which 
they  have  taken  others;  for, notwithstanding  this 
marked  expression  of  their  resentment,  if  gentle- 
men will  read  the  latter  part  of  the  Minister's  let- 
ter, they  will  find  him  declare  the  sentiments  of 
the  Government :  "I  pray  you  to  be  persuaded, 
Citizen  Minister,  that  this  determination  having 
become  necessary,"  that  is,  necessary  under  their 
impressions  of  our  conduct  towards  them,  "  al- 
lows to  subsist  between  the  French  Republic  and 
the  American  people  the  affection  founded  upon 
iJrraer  benefits  and  reciprocal  interests."  But, 
say  gentlemen,  the  Directory  has  said  they  "  will 
not  acknowledge  nor  receive  another  'Minister 
Plenipotentiary  from  the  United  States  until  after 
the  redress  of  the  grievances  demanded  of  the 
American  Government,  and  which  the  French 
Government  has  a  right  to  expect  from  it ;"  and 
from  this  article,  which  precedes  that  which  I 
hare  before  quoted,  gentlemen  conclude  that  no 
Minister  whatever  will  be  received  until  we  have 
conceded  to  them  all  they  shall  please  to  ask. 

He  would  not  trouble  the  committee  by  further 
exposing  absurdities  so  visible  as  the  supposition 
of  an  exclusion  of  every  kind  of  Minister,  and  all 
negotiation,  because  they  declare  they  will  not 
receive  a  Plenipotentiary  Minister  until  those 
causes  of  complaint  are  removed.  How  are  they, 
w  how  can  they  be  put  in  the  way  of  explanation 
or  removal  but  by  a  Minister  ?  Upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  complaints  themselves,  he  had  already 
5th  Con.— 5 


expressed  his  opinion  that  many  of  them  were 
frivolous  and  others  unfounded.  It  was  frivolous, 
for  instance,  in  our  eyes,  to  complain  of  the  ar- 
rangement of  the  names  of  the  several  States  of 
Europe  in  an  Almanac  ;  but  would  any  gentle- 
man say  that  no  intercourse  can  take  place  until 
this  ana  others  of  a  like  kind  are  redressed.  He 
believed  it  would  only  be  necessary  to  explain 
their  absurdity  to  redress  them  effectually.  But 
the  French  Republic  does  not  go  so  far  as  gen- 
tlemen appear  to  wish  she  had  gone.  She  does 
not  say  you  must  redress  every  thing  we  com- 
plain of,  but  all  those  which  she  had  a  right  to 
expect  from  the  American  Republic.  And  is  it 
not  by  discussion  and  investigation  that  the  ques- 
tion must  be  decided  what  she  has  and  has  not  a 
right  to  demand  redress  of?  If  there  is  a  possi- 
bility of  another  construction,  and  that  would  lead 
to  war,  which  of  them  ought  we  to  adopt  ? 

But  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Pinckney  probably  had 
power  to  negotiate  upon  all  their  complaints;  he 
thought  he  had  not ;  he  had  powers  of  this  re- 
markable character,  "  to  remove  complaints  by 
showing  that  they  were  groundless !"  Is  this  the 
language  of  investigation,  or  of  sturdy  and  fasti- 
dious pertinacity  ?  Is  it  the  language  of  concili- 
atory power  ?  out  what  does  Mr.  Pinckney  him- 
self say  on  this  subject? 

"lam  thoroughly  convinced  that  the  sentiments  of 
America  and  its  Government,  for  they  are  one, are  mis- 
understood, and  that  I  am  not  permitted  even  to  at- 
tempt to  explain  them,  or,  in  the  terms  of  my  letters  of 
credence,  endeavor  to  efface  unfavorable  impressions,  to 
banish  suspicions,  and  to  restore  that  cordiality  which 
was  at  once  the  evidence  and  pledge  of  a  friendly 
union."  "  Devoted  as  I  am  to  the  liberty,  prosperity, 
and  independence  of  my  own  country,  the  freedom, 
happiness,  and  perfect  establishment  of  the  French  Re- 
public have  always  been  dear  to  me,  and  to  have  been 
instrumental  in  cementing  the  good  understanding 
which,  from  the  commencement  of  their  alliance,  has 
subsisted  between  the  two  nations,  would  have  been 
the  height  of  my  ambition.  I  most  fervently  pray  that 
there  may  be  a  speedy  and  candid  investigation  of  those 
points  in  which  you  differ  from  us,  that  affection  may 
banish  distrust,  and  that  the  alliance  of  the  two  Repub- 
lics may  be  perpetual." 

Had  Mr.  Pinckney  been  vested  with  any  pow- 
ers which  would  enable  him  to  enter  upon  a  can- 
did investigation  of  the  points  of  difference,  would 
be  have  thus  expressed  a  wish,  instead  of  per- 
forming what  he  so  much  desired,  and  would  have 
been  his  direct  duty  ?  No,  his  letters  were  those 
of  an  ordinary  Minister — a  mere  successor  to  the 
power  of  his  predecessor,  and  no  more — and  there- 
fore another  assertion  that  had  been  made,  of  their 
refusal  to  treat,  was  not  a  fact. 

Another  ground  is,  the  depredations  on  our  com- 
merce. This  must  be  confessed  to  be  a  great  and 
just  cause  of  offence,  but  is  it  a  cause  that  can  in 
itself,  without  applying  to  negotiation,  justify  a 
war  ?  In  this  place  he  felt  it  incumbent  on  him 
to  notice  a  singularity  that  the  sense  of  dignity 
and  love  of  justice  should  have  so  much  occupied 
the  mind  of  the  President  in  regard  to  the  French 
depredations,  as  to  shut  out  all  reflection,  to  sup- 
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press  all  indignation  which,  in  the  natural  order 
of  reasoning,  might  have  been  expected  to  be 
excited  by  the  depredations  of  other  nations. 
France  alone  appears  capable  of  crimes;  to  her 
offences  only  are  we  awakened  to  the  call  of  dig- 
nity, and  roused  to  indignation;  over  others,  a 
Lethean  mist  is  drawn,  and  an  irritation  of  the 
sense  and  feeling  are  tenderly  avoided.  Whence 
does  this  emphatic  silence  arise  ?  Surely  it  does 
not  proceed  from  any  kindness  to  us  at  the  hands 
of  Britain.  It  cannot  be  concealed  that  Britain 
has  committed  enormous  depredations  on  our 
commerce,  not  perhaps  to  the  same  extent  in 
value  as  those  of  France ;  but  surely,  when  the 
nation  is  called  to  consider  its  situation  and  to 
provide  for  its  security,  the  depredations  of  Bri- 
tain were  worthy  of  the  nice  regards  of  national 
dignity  and  Executive  protection.  There  is  one 
species  of  atrocity  practised  by  that  nation  which 
France  has  never  been  so  much  as  accused  of — 
the  impressment  of  our  seamen ;  our  fellow-citi- 
zens have  been  forcibly  taken  on  board  British 
ships  of  war,  and  compelled  to  fight  in  a  cause 
which  they  abhorred,  and  against  a  nation  to 
whom  they  bore  the  best  grounded  affection; 
nay,  more,  they  have  been  compelled  to  assist  in 
depredations  on  their  own  country.  Another  vio- 
lence which  France  has  never  pretended  to  offer, 
is  the  declaration  of  unalienable  allegiance,  the 
seizure  of  vessels  belonging  to  persons  who  have 
become  citizens  of  these  States  since  1783,  and 
confiscating  them  as  good  prizes.  France  has 
not  done  either  of  these  acts  of  violence  upon  us, 
and  yet  we  have  heard  of  no  remonstrance  ;  we 
are  not  even  told  of  the  indignity,  nor  alarmed  at 
the  humiliation. 

He  would  not  impeach  gentlemen's  motives  for 
their  conduct  in  that  House  then  any  more  than 
on  former  occasions ;  but  at  a  time  not  long  since, 
attempts  were  made  to  drive  members  from  their 
right  of  opinion,  by  the  terrors  of  impending  war ; 
while  we  exercised  an  undoubted  right  to  reject 
a  treaty  acknowledged  to  be  bad,  and  which  none 
of  us  even  now  perhaps  entirely  approve.  Appre- 
hensions were  excited  and  phantoms  raised  up  to 
appal  us  from  solemn  and  prudent  deliberation  ; 
every  terrific  image  was  employed  to- display  the 
horrors  of  war ;  the  ocean  was  represented  to  us 
as  foaming  with  the  pressure  of  a  thousand  prows 
ready  to  disgorge  upon  our  shores  all  the  furies 
and  passions  of  war;  the  earth  was  made  to 
groan  with  the  trampling  of  the  hosts  of  cavalry, 
spreading  desolation  and  blood  far  and  wide ;  our 
woods  were  described  as  in  one  immense  blaze, 
while the  seal  ping-knives  reeked  in  the  blood  of 
our  simple  husbandmen;  the  heavens  were  de- 
picted as  filled  with  prodigies  and  portentous 
omens,  warning  us  of  our  impending  danger;  and 
hell  itself  was  described  as  already  yawning  ready 
to  receive  and  punish  us  for  our  prodigality  and 
rashness  in  rousing  up  the  resentments  of  an  in- 
dignant nation !  Was  it  not  singular  that  all 
these  chimeras  should  so  soon  vanish,  and  now 
we  should  be  told  by  the  same  persons  who  con- 
jured up  these  delusive  tb/eatemngs  to  shake  our 
opinions,  that  because  we  seek  for  peace  and  ne- 


gotiation, we  are  betraying  our  country  and  lay- 
ing it  at  the  feet  of  a  foreign  nation  ?  But  if  it  was 
right  and  prudent  at  that  time  to  avoid  the  re- 
mote chances  of  those  horrors,  so  dismaying,  at 
the  immense  sacrifices  we  made,  is  it  not  much 
more  so  now  ?  He  would  beg  gentlemen  to  con- 
trast the  consequences  of  the  two  chances  of  war, 
and  to  consider  that  the  adoption  of  the  Address, 
as  it  stands,  without  the  amendment,  most  ob- 
viously leads  to  war. 

He  had  already  sufficiently  proved  that  the 
alleged  refusal  to  treat  on  the  part  of  France  was 
unfounded ;  there  was  yet  one  other  cause  of  irri- 
tation of  which  we  complained ;  it  was  the  al- 
leged interference  of  France  between  our  people 
and  the  constituted  authorities  ?  What  evidence 
have  we  of  it  ?  He  would  examine  the  foundation 
of  this  allegation  in  Mr.  Pinckney's  letter.  He 
says : 

"  Those  who  regard  us  as  being  of  some  conse- 
quence! seem  to  have  taken  up  an  idea,  that  our  Gov- 
ernment acts  upon  principles  opposed  to  the  real  senti- 
ments of  a  large  majority  of  our  people,  and  they  are 
willing  to  temporise  until  the  event  of  the  election  of 
the  President  is  known,  thinking  that  if  one  public 
character  is  chosen,  he  will  be  attached  to  the  interest* 
of  Great  Britain,  and  that,  if  another  character  it 
elected,  he  will  be  devoted  to  the  interests  of  France." 

And  he  then  proceeds  to  say,  that  they  think 
more  humbly  of  us  than  we  deserve;  they  think 
u  that  we  are  regardless  of  our  national  character, 
honor,  and  interests,"  and  subjoins  these  remark- 
able words:  "To  eradicate  this  ill  conceived  and 
unfounded  opinion,  will  be  a  work  of  time  and 
labor,  so  greatly  have  they  been  prejudiced  by 
misrepresentation."  So  the  opinions  entertained 
by  the  people  of  France,  and  those  acknowledged 
by  our  Minister,  actually  exist  upon  the  basis  of 
misrepresentation  ;  do  they  form  a  just  ground  of 
war  ?  The  speech  of  Barras  is  considered  as  insult- 
ing, but  will  gentlemen  say  that  speech  is  a  just 
ground  of  war  ?  He  confessed  the  incivility  and 
the  unfounded  nature  of  the  assertions  contained 
in  that  speech,  but  shall  we  go  to  war  as  some 
wicked  nations  have  done  to  control  and  overturn 
opinion  ?  Are  we  sure  we  could  remove  prejudice 
or  convince  the  French  nation,  or  an  individual 
of  that  nation,  of  its  error  by  a  war?  and  what 
should  we  profit  by  the  effort  ?  That  speech,  insult* 
ing  as  it  is,  concludes  with  assurances  of  good 
will  to  the  people  of  America.  It  is  rather  re^ 
markable  that  the  Representatives  of  the  Amen 
can  people  should  entertain  resentments  because 
a  foreign  nation  has  expressed  an  affection  foi 
their  constituents !  The  American  people  and  th« 
Government  are  one,  sir,  and  it  is  impossible  tc 
divide  them.  The  American  people  have  de- 
monstrated to  the  world  their  attachment  to  theii 
Government  by  an  unanimous  obedience  to  mani 
laws  which  they  have  not  approved.  As  well 
might  the  Batavian  Republic  declare  war  againsl 
us  for  the  aspersions  cast  upon  it  by  Mr.  Q,uincJ 
Adams,  our  Minister  Resident  near  the  Republic; 
In  his  letter  of  the  4th  November,  1796,  to  thi 
Secretary  of  State,  he  says : 

"The  general  disposition,  even  of  the  patriotic  part] 
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in  this  country,  favors  cordially  and  sincerely  the  neu- 
trality of  the  United  States." 

After  stating  his  opinion  why,  he  adds : 

"  But,  at  the  same  time,  the  patriotic  party  can  have 
do  avowed  will  different  from  that  which  may  give  satis- 
faction to  the  Government  of  France.  They  feel  a 
dependence  so  absolute  and  irremovable  upon  then- 
good  will,  thai  they  will  sacrifice  every  other  inclination, 
and  silence  every  other  interest,  when  the  pleasure  of 
the  French  Government  is  signified  to  them,  in  such  a 
manner  as  makes  election  necessary." 

When  a  Minister  of  ours  writes,  and  our  Exe- 
cutive publishes,  such  a  letter,  and  such  insinua- 
tions as  these,  it  should  seem  a  most  extraordinary 
example  of  inconsistency  in  us  to  take  offence  at 
the  opinions  of  an  agent  of  the  Republic  for  a 
similar  licentiousness ;  can  we  wonder  when  our 
Minister  speaks  thus  contemptuously  of  a  nation, 
that  others  should  make  use  of  a  similar  freedom 
with  us? 

But,  admitting  for  a  moment  that  an  appeal 
had  been  actually   made  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  ana  even  that  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  obtain  influence  with  the  people,  contra- 
distinguished from  the  Government,  would  the 
Government  have  anything  to  fear  from  such 
attempts?    Are  the  people  so  little  acquainted 
with  their  own  interests  and  means  of  happiness. 
or  have  the  Government  so  much  to  apprehend 
from  their  measures,  that  they  could  have  to  fear 
an  issue  of  such  efforts  ?  No !  every  appeal  which 
you  make  to  the  people,  the  more  you  strengthen 
the  hands  of  the  Government ;  it  is  in  perfect 
unison  with  the  practice  of  all  nations  to  prepos- 
«s  the  people  with  whom  we  are  about  to  nego- 
tiate in  our  favor ;  it  has  been  our  own  conduct 
repeatedly,  and  it  ought  to  be  our  conduct  now 
again.   We  ought,  by  the  propriety  and.  temper  of 
language,  and   by  the  most  sincere  demonstra- 
tions of  our  regard  for  our  engagements  and  neu- 
trality, to  remove  the  prejudices  which  the  French 
people  have  been  injuriously  led  to  entertain  con- 
cerning us.    Our  present  President,  when  in  the 
character  of  Minister  in  Holland,  found  the  happy 
advantage  which  resulted  from  prepossessing  that 
nation  in  our  favor ;  it  was  by  obtaining  the  good 
opinion  of  the  people  through  the  medium  of  let- 
ter* written  by  him  and  published  with  his  con- 
sent, that  our  Revolution  derived  such  essential 
support,  and  our  negotiations  proved  so  success- 
ful ;  and  who  will  attempt  to  rob  him  of  the  well 
merited  praise  due  to  his  patriotic  efforts  on  that 
important  occasion  ? 

It  has  been  our  uniform  practice  to  make  use  of 
appeals  to  the  people  of  other  nations,  and  that 
distinguished  from,  a*nd  in  opposition  to,  their 
several  Governments.  We  appealed  to  the  people 
of  England,  and  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  during 
oar  Revolution,  and  we  went  so  far  as  to  tell  them 
of  the  injustice  and  oppression  of  their  own  Gov- 
ernment, and  to  hope  for  their  support.  He  had 
suely  read,  as  a  reason  for  our  forbearance,  that 
the  people  would  take  a  decided  part  against  hos- 
tile measures ;  he  did  not  think  this  reason  was 
|  fcaoded  on  any  facts  or  on  any  basis  of  declared 
;tnd  assured  evidence,  but  in  whatever  light  it 


might  be  viewed,  it  could  not  be  considered  as  a 
reasonable  ground  for  pursuing  hostility  or  pro-' 
voking  it  by  hostile  language.  However  serious 
some  of  the  matters  in  difference  between  the 
two  Republics  may  be,  and  many  of  them  were 
obviously  trifling,  he  thought  the  House  should 
pause  before  they  adopt  expressions  encouraging 
irritation  and  provoking  open  hostility.  We  should 
weigh  the  important  question  whether — if  even 
all  that  is  charged  against  France  is  true  and  un- 
provoked on  our  part — there  is  still  a  possi- 
bility that  we  may  be  compelled  to  concession, 
and  to  retract  our  charges.  In  suspending  the  ba- 
lances of  war  we  should  not  calculate  upon  a  posi- 
tive and  inevitable  preponderancy  in  our  favor. 
But  in  the  Address  we  are  told  to  adopt  strong 
language.  If  we  adopt  the  language  of  the  report 
we  shall  follow  that  rash  counsel,  and  the  issue  no 
man  could  foresee.  He  would,  therefore,  prefer 
the  amendment  which  disarrayed  our  measures 
of  that  fashion  of  words  only  suited  to  war.  But 
the  amendment  was  objected  to,  and  upon  very  sin- 
gular, and  indeed  upon  contradictory  grounds. 
Let  us  examine  these  objections.  One  gentle- 
man said  it  was  too  humiliating,  and  another  that 
it  was  incorrect ;  one  opposed  it  because  it  said 
too  little,  another  because  it  said  too  much ;  and 
again  one  because  it  was  too  mild,  and  another 
because  it  was  too  strong ;  but  one  of  those  gen- 
tlemen, after  expending  a  volume  of  breath  upon 
the  violent  consequences  of  the  amendment,  at 
length  condescend  to  qualify  its  vehemence  with 
an  if — it  is  an  useful  particle,  and  he  would  say, 
with  Shakspeare, 

"  Your  if  ib  &  great  peace-maker." 

But  the  objection  to  this  amendment  is,  that  we 
interfere  with  the  Executive  declaration ;  and,  by 
implication,  that  we  propose  three  things:  to 
apologise  to  France,  dictate  to  the  Executive,  and 
rely  on  France. 

To  the  first  he  would  reply,  that  no  apology  is  pro- 
posed, and  even  if  it  were,  that  such  a  step  would 
be  preferable  to  war.  To  the  second  be  would  com- 
pare the  strong  case  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain, 
who,  although  an  hereditary  monarch  and  pos- 
sessed of  the  legal  right  to  declare  war,  it  is 
never  done  without  previous  notification,  and 
without  a  thorough  discussion  and  the  delivery  of 
advice  from  the  Representative  House,  when 
deemed  proper.  Justly  our  Constitution  Goes  not 
preclude  the  Representatives  of  the  American  peo- 
ple from  declaring  their  sentiments  on  a  question 
involving  their  dearest  interests.  He  did  not 
think  such  arguments  could  be  entertained  in  that 
House.  He  believed  the  President  himself  de- 
sired it ;  that  he  waited  for  our  opinion,  and  that 
if  we  echoed  his  Speech  we  should  not  afford  him 
that  information  which  he  sought.  On  the  third 
point,  a  reliance  upon  France,  he  would  not  en- 
counter it,  because  it  was  an  airy  nothing,  having 
no  foundation  in  the  amendment. 

Upon  the  whole,  if  we  reply.as  is  desired  by  the 
report  of  the  committee,  we  put  an  end  to  nego- 
tiation, because  it  precludes  all  discussion,  by  in- 
sisting on  the  maintenance  of  all  past  errors.  We 
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are  therein  positively  declared  to  be  incapable 
of  mistake.  Is  it  not  then  desirable  to  remove  an 
obstacle  fatal  to  negotiation,  which  decides,  by 
anticipation,  discussion  on  the  complaints  of 
France,  and  assumes  the  monopoly  of  wisdom 
and  perfecting  their  rights  of  demanding  redress 
to  ourselves — is  it  not  indispensably  required 
by  prudence  and  good  sense  that  we  should  ex- 
tricate whatever  negotiator  we  may  send,  from 
a  dilemma  so  clumsy  and  forbidding  ? 

One  gentleman  has  descanted  upon  the  mild 
style  of  our  Address  of  last  session,  and  he  sees,  or 
thinks  he  sees — for  it  is  second  sight — in  it  the 
true  cause  of  the  dismission  of  our  Minister  from 
France ;  and  he  considers  it  as  couched  in  terms 
even  more  humiliating  than  those  of  Mr.  Jay's 
letter  to  Lord  Grenville.  He  wished  not  to  revive 
the  painful  remembrance  of  that  humiliating  let- 
ter, but  he  could  not  resist  the  imputation  of  the 
Address  of  last  session,  because  if  there  was  any 
humiliation  in  it,  the  odium  must  fall  equally  on 
the  Senate,  who  had  expressed  ideas  exactly  cor- 
respondent. But  although  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  gentleman  in  the  humiliating  compari- 
son of  the  Address  with  the  letter  alluded  to,  he 
should  still  go  so  far  as  to  acknowledge  that  he 
thought  the  language  of  the  Address  of  last  ses- 
sion tended  to  produce  the  effect  the  gentleman 
had  assumed,  but  from  a  very  different  cause :  it 
was  the  irritating  language  of  both  that  produced 
it ;  and  it  was  on  that  account  above  others  that 
he  was  now  compelled  to  prefer  the  amendment 
to  the  report,  because  the  latter  was  dictated  in 
the  same  irritating  spirit. 

A  gentleman  yesterday  had  asked  where  we 
were  to  look  for  our  prosperity  :  was  it  in  the  ru- 
ined farmer,  and  merchant,  the  fall  of  produce 
and  stagnation  of  trade?  The  fair  inference  from 
this  question  was,  that  our  condition  now  was  as 
bad  as  that  of  a  state  of  war;  it  means  this,  or  it 
means  nothing.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  that 
gentleman  whether  a  war  would  raise  the  price 
of  produce?  Whether  we  should  live  as  peacea- 
bly at  home  as  we  now  do  ?  Will  a  war  protect 
our  ships,  enrich  our  merchants,  increase  our 
trade?  Will  a  war  produce  any  one  effect  that 
could  enable  us  to  benefit  by  the  change?  Every 
step  towards  irritation  is  a  step  towards  war,  and 
a  war  of  the  most  ruinous  nature,  whose  conse- 
quences were  so  various  as  to  be  incalculable. 
With  all  his  efforts,  however  feeble  in  themselves, 
he  would  oppose  it.  He  had  uniformly  opposed 
the  measures  which  he  long  foresaw,  and  nad  at 
last  led  to  this  unfortunate  crisis;  but  he  yet  re- 
lied on  the  virtue  and  magnanimity  of  his  country 
tbat  it  would  terminate  favorably  to  our  liberty, 
our  happiness,  and  our  natural  alliances. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  a  greater  degree  of  import- 
ance had  been  given  to  the  business  under  discus- 
sion than  it  was  entitled  to.  He  regretted,  with 
other  gentlemen  who  had  spoken  on  this  subject, 
that  the  House  had  got  into  this  habit  of  answer- 
ing the  President's  Speech ;  but,  having  got  into 
it,  they  must  get  out  of  it  as  well  as  they  could. 
If  it  was  to  be  a  political  thing,  it  would  be  well 
to  pass  it  with  as  mucb  harmony  as  possible.  For 


his  own  part  he  had  no  objection  to  the  Answer 
reported.  He  could  not  concur  in  the  opinion  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Baldwin,) 
that  it  bore  evident  appearances  of  being  the 
composition  of  a  young  man;  he  thought  it  a  just 
and  proper  composition.  But,  though  he  approved 
the  composition,  he  would  not  say  it  could  not  be 
amended ;  he  thought  it  possible  it  might.  Still 
he  could  not  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia.  Indeed  he  did  not  know 
the  drift  of  it,  or  whether  he  meant  to  strike  out 
all  the  remainder  of  the  Address. 

Whatever  foundation  there  might  be  in  the 
criticisms  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  on  the 
draught  of  the  Answer  reported,  he  thought  the 
com  position  of  the  amendment  was  much  more  faul- 
ty ;  in  some  parts  its  meaning:  was  doubtful,  and 
in  others  very  improper,  fte  particularly  ob- 
jected to  the  passage,  "  but  we  flatter  ourselves 
that  the  Government  of  France  only  intended  to 
suspend  the  ordinary  diplomatic  intercourse,  and 
to  bring  into  operation  those  extraordinary  agen- 
cies which  are  in  common  use  between  nations, 
and  which  are  confined  in  their  attention  to  the 
great  causes  of  difference."  He  thought  this  was 
an  idea,  which  the  House  could  not  adopt.  It  ap- 
peared unfortunate  that  gentleman  had  taken  this 
mode  of  amending  the  Address,  by  thus  striking 
out  in  a  tangent  and  making  a  new  Address. 

He  would  take  the  liberty  of  proposing,  if  he 
was  in  order,  certain  amendments,  in  lieu  of  those 
proposed,  which  he  trusted  would  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  members  of  the  committee ;  not  that  thef 
would  improve  the  Address  as  a  com  position,  but 
probably  make  it  worse,  which  was  always  the 
case  when  a  production  was  the  work  of  more 
than  one  hand.  [Mr.  Coit  then  went  on  to  pro- 
pose his  amendments.] 

Mr.  C.  apologised  tor  troubling  the  committee 
with  this  dry  business ;  but  as  he  had  done  it  from 
a  wish  to  contribute  towards  a  spirit  of  concilia- 
tion in  the  determination  of  the  question,  he 
trusted  he  should  stand  excused*. 

Mr.  Harper  believed  these  amendments  could 
not  come  under  consideration  until  that  of  th< 
gentleman  from  Virginia  was  disposed  of.  by  be- 
ing adopted,  rejected,  or  withdrawn. 

This  being  the  case,  he  wished. to  set  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  right  in  three  facts  wnid 
he  had  stated.  The  first  was  what  he  had  men 
tioned  respecting  the  Secretary  of  State  having 
suppressed  a  part  of  an  article  of  the  armed  neu 
trality  in  his  correspondence  with  one  of  otu 
agents  abroad  ;  and,  he  said,  if  he  were  disposed 
to  treat  that  gentleman  as  he  had  treated  the  Se 
cretary  of*  State,  he  should  say  the  misstatement 
arose  from  ignorance  or  prejudice ;  but  he  woull 
not  say  so.  He  referred  the  gentleman  to  the  bis 
tory  of  the  armed  neutrality,  and  to  the  letter  o 
the  Secretary  of  State, 'upon  which,  if  he  onl| 
bestowed  common  attention,  he  would  find  thj 
Secretary  was  perfectly  in  the  right,  and  he  ii 
the  wrong.    [He  read  the  article.] 

The  next  point  was  with  respect  to  the  lette 
written  by  our  Minister  from  the  Hague.  Th 
gentleman,  he  said,  forgot  that  this  letter  was  nc 
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addressed  to  the  Dutch  nation,  as  the  Speech  of 
Barras  was  to  the  French  nation,  but  a  private 
common ication  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  at  a 
time  when  it  would  have  been  a  breach  of  his  du- 
ty not  to  have  written  it.  When  differences  like 
these  were  overlooked,  the  committee  would  de- 
termine what  degree  of  credit  was  due  to  the  gen- 
tleman's assertions. 

The  next  article  which  he  should  notice  was 
an  appeal  which  the  gentleman  spoke  of  as  made 
to  the  people  of  Holland,  when  Minister  there. 
Did  the  gentleman  know  what  this  appeal  was  ? 
He  would  inform  him.  There  was  a  little  club 
in  Holland  who  made  it  their  business  to  inquire 
into  literary,  historical,  and  political  subjects. 
Mr.  Colquhoun,  a  member  of  the  club,  with  whom 
Mr.  Adams  was  acquainted,  submitted  some  que- 
ries to  Mr.  Adams,  to  which  he  requested  his 
answer ;  he  answered  them,  and  Mr.  Colquhoun 
read  the  answer  in  the  club :  they  requested  it 
might  be  printed,  and,  on  being  applied  to,  Mr. 
Adams  consented  that  it  should  be  printed. 

And  these  circumstances  were  to  be  the  set-off 
against  all  the  abuses  which  the  French  Ministers 
have  shown  this  country.  It  occurred  to  him  that 
there  was  another  fact  in  which  he  was  mistaken, 
as  a  proof  of  which  he  should  produce  the  best  au- 
thority :  it  would  be  under  his  own  hand.  He 
had  said,  that  there  were  thousands  of  our  seamen, 
who  had  been  taken  by  the  British,  groaning  in 
captivity  in  foreign  countries.  They  all  remem- 
bered with  what  a  slow  of  patriotism  that  gen- 
tleman had  brought  forward  the  subject ;  he  was 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  committee ;  and,  after  a 
long  time  had  been  taken  for  making  inquiries  on 
the  subject,  he  made  a  report,  viz :  that  forty- two 
American  citizens  had  been  impressed  by  the 
British ;  also  twelve  British  subjects,  twenty-six 
foreigners,  and  twenty-seven  whose  country  was 
unknown.  Yet  the  gentleman  had  so  far  forgot- 
ten himself  as  to  state  the  number  at  thousands ! 

Mr.  Livingston  said  he  would  much  rather  be 
charged  with  ignorance  than  with  designedly 
publishing  a  falsehood.  He  again  quoted  the  ar- 
ticle which  be  still  charged  the  Secretary  of  State 
with  mutilating.  It  was  not  with  the  construc- 
tion pat  upon  it  (though  he  thought  it  a  wrong 
one)  that  he  found  fault,  but  with  the  misquota- 
tion, and  he  insisted  upon  it  that  it  was  as  he  had 
stated  it. 

The  next  object  was  Mr.  Adams's  letter  from 
the  Hague.  He  did  not  say  this  letter  was  un- 
justifiable, but  referred  to  it  only  to  show  that  it 
was  a  common  thing  for  Ministers  to  give  opin- 
ions of  the  political  situation  of  the  country  in 
which  they  reside. 

The  third  objection  was  a  misstatement  said  to 
be  made  respecting  the  impressment  of  our  seamen, 
which  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  proposed 
to  correct  from  his  (Mr.  L's)  own  hand.  When 
he  first  brought  forward  this  proposition,  he  was 
told  (he  believed  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  himself)  that  it  was  impossible  to  carry 
his  project  into  execution.  Notwithstanding  the 
opposition  of  that  gentleman  and  others,  it  was 
enacted  into  a  law  ;  and,  in  consequence,  a  com- 


mittee was  appointed  last  session  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  law,  and  whether  any  amend- 
ment was  necessary.  He  reported  that  very  few 
collectors  had  made  returns ;  only  rive  or  six  had 
complied  with  the  act.  Yet,  in  the  short  time 
which  had  elapsed  since  the  passing  of  the  act,  the 
number  above  mentioned  had  been  impressed. 
No  gentleman  supposed,  when  he  said  there  were 
thousands  of  seamen  in  captivity,  that  he  meant 
to  say  there  were  two  or  three  thousand  men  thus 
enslaved ;  he  meant  no  more  than  that  there  were 
a  great  number.  No  return  had  been  made  from 
New  York  and  other  considerable  places.  The 
multitudes  of  men  seized  before  the  act  passed 
were  not  reported,  nor  those  who  have  been  taken 
since.  He  thought,  therefore,  if  forty  men  were 
impressed  in  six  months,  when  the  British  knew 
that  an  act  had  been  passed  on  the  subject, 
it  was  but  reasonable  to  believe  that  there 
were  now  thousands  groaning  in  slavery.  Mr. 
L.,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  committee  would  be 
convinced  that  what  he  had  at  first  mentioned 
was  now  confirmed. 

Mr.  Coit's  proposed  amendments  were  then 
ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  members. 

The  committee  rose,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Thursday,  May  25. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  (Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair)  on  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Nicholas  to  the  report  in  answer  to 
the  President's  Speech. 

Mr.  Giles  rose.  He  said  that  he  had  always 
been  against  this  form  of  giving  Answers,  since 
the  time  the  practice  first  began ;  it  was  derived 
from  the  British  House  of  Commons,  which  was 
a  bad  source  for  precedents.  In  that  House,  how- 
ever, the  -Speech  and  the  Answer  were  both 
known  to  be  the  work  of  the  Minister,  and  treat- 
ed with  great  freedom.  Mr.  G.  thought  that  it 
would  be  better  to  direct  the  Committee  of  Rules 
and  Orders  of  the  House,  to  make  one  standing 
Answer,  which  would  serve  regularly  for  afl 
Speeches.  This  would  be  an  improper  time  for 
such  a  regulation,  but  though  we  could  not  now 
get  rid  of  a  bad  habit,  it  was  not  necessary  to  vin- 
dicate it.  He  said,  that  Mr.  Livingston  nad  yes- 
terday taken  part  of  the  ground  which  he  intend- 
ed to  take.  The  question  before  the  House  amount- 
ed to  this :  shall  we  recommend  it  to  the  President 
to  place  all  nations  on  a  level  as  to  commerce,  and 
to  remove  the  inequalities  between  them?  To 
assist  him  in  deciding  this  point,  he  would  refer 
to  facts  and  dates ;  and,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  rep- 
resent things  in  false  colors,  he  would  be  glad  to 
be  corrected,  if  he  should  happen  to  go  wrong. 
He  would  begin  at  the  1st  of  February,  17U§, 
when  England  dismissed  the  French  Minister, 
and  the  Republic,  in  consequence,  declared  war 
against  her.  On  the  22d  of  April  following,  the 
President  declared  this  country  to  be  in  a  state  of 
neutrality,  and  warned  the  citizens  to  observe  it. 
At  this  time,  about  the  10th  May,  M.  Genet  landed 
and  raised  a  considerable  alarm  by  commencing 


139 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


140 


H.  of  R.] 


Answer  to  the  President's  Speech. 


[May,  1797. 


a*n  improper  correspondence  with  our  citizens.  |  He  would  pass  over  Lord  Dorchester's  speech  to 
Government  from  that  time  took  a  wrong  impres-  j  the  Indians,  and  the  British  soldiers  and  savages 
sion,  and  acted  under  the  idea  of  a  dangerous  i  joining  the  tomahawk  against  our  Western  froo- 
French  influence  in  this  country.  All  this  was  a  j  tiers.  He  mentioned  these  things,  merely  to  keep 
mistake.  Genet  was  universally  reprobated,  un-  |  them  in  view.  There  was  something,  he  said 
less  by  a  few  disorderly  people,  and  Government  i  which  he  could  never  think  of  without  surprise. 


from  that  trial  should  have  learned  to  trust  us.  In 
consequence  of  the  disturbance  that  Genet  made, 
many  societies  entered  into  resolutions  to  support 
Government.  Even  the  pulpit  reviled  Genet.  If 
execration,  disappointment,  and  contempt,  could 
fill  up  the  measure  of  punishment,  he  had  it. 
From  the  arrival  of  Genet  to  that  of  Fauchet, 
some  sentiments  were  kept  alive,  and  some  phra- 
ses that  he  would  review.  The  Friends  of  Order 
and  the  Disorganize™  were  two  of  them.  Then 
we  had  the  reign  of  moderation,  but  of  so  frantic 
a  kind,  for  the  snort  time  which  it  lasted,  as  to  exer- 
cise the  greatest  of  despotism  over  opinion.  This 
order,  moderation,  and  disorganization,  were  all 


This  was  a  conversation  between  Lord  Grenville 
and  Mr.  Pinckney.  It  was  related  in  a  letter, 
dated  the  9th  of  January,  1794,  from  Mr.  Pinck- 
ney. It  took  notice  of  Lord  Grenville  telling  Mr. 
Pinckney  the  desire  which  the  British  Govern- 
ment had  of  maintaining  harmony  with  the  Uni- 
ted States,  and  their  readiness  to  support  the  Gov- 
ernment of  this  country  against  a  dangerous  Jac- 
obin faction  who  wanted  to  overturn  it.  Mr.  G. 
said,  that  this  betrayed  more  interference  on  the 
part  of  Britain  than  there  ever  had  been  od  the 
part  of  France.  From  this  time  our  Government 
had  taken  a  leaning  towards  Britain.  French  in- 
fluence was  only  a  sentiment  which  we  felt  for 


gone  and  no  more  said  about  them.    Among  Mr.    the  sake  of  liberty,  but  which  was  sometimes  con 
G.'s  constituents,  when  notice  came  of  the  West-    jured  up  as  a  chimera  to  serve  certain  purposes, 


ern  insurrection,  they  were  all  ready  to  march  in 
support  of  Government;  instead  of  calling  them- 
selves the  friends  of  order,  they  proved  that  they 
were  so.  The  country  remained  from  this  time 
in  a  tranquil  state  till  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jay's 
Treaty.  On  the  5th  of  December,  1793,  a  Message 
was  received  from  the  President,  speaking  of 
France  in  the  most  friendly  terms.  In  spite  of 
Genet's  quarrel  there  was  no  misunderstanding 
with  the  Republic,  and  Mr.  G.  quoted  this  circum- 
stance to  prove  that  there  was  no  serious  differ- 
ence till  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jay's  Treaty.  Mr.  G. 
said  that  he  would  review  what  was  in  the  mean 
time  passing  in  Europe.  During  the  Summer  of 
1793,  Britain  made  no  less  than  six  treaties  with 
different  nations,  and  one  stipulation  in  each  of 


The  United  States  had  a  real  interest  in  cherish- 
ing the  sentiment,  which  never  could  be  dan- 
gerous. 

As  for  British  influence,  it  was  a  matter  much 
more  substantial.  That  people  speak  the  same 
language  with  us.  are  scattered  from  one  end  oj 
the  Continent  to  the  other,  intermarry  with  us. 
and  have  a  very  great  commercial  intercourse 
Lord  Grenville's  proposition  had  led  to  Mr.  Jay's 
Treaty.  As  to  France  trying  to  engage  us  id  the 
war,  any  other  nation  in  the  world  would  be  glad 
to  do  so.  France  had  addressed  the  people  oi 
America,  and  was  resisted  :  Britain  had  address* 
ed  our  Government;  and  Mr.  G.  feared  that  the 
latter  had  not  made  so  firm  a  stand.  While  Con- 
gress were  taking  proper  measures  to  check  th< 


them  was  that  the  contracting  parties  should  stop  i  depredations,  Mr.  Jay,  to  the  astonishment  of  man 
all  provisions  going  to  France,  and  force  all  other  {  kind,  was  named  Ambassador  to  England.  Th< 
nations  to  do  so.  The  first  of  these  treaties  was  |  treaty  was  signed  on  the  19th  of  November.  1794 
made  with  Russia,  on  the  20th  of  March,  1793;  The  instructions,  Mr.  G.  had  never  seen,  butifwi 
the    second  was    with    Spain;   the  third  with    may  judge  from  the  treaty  itself,  they  were  ex 


Prussia;  the  fourth  with  the  Emperor;  the 
fifth  with  Portugal ;  and  the  last  with  the  King 
of  the  two  Sicilies.  It  was  said  that  France  pre- 
ceded Britain  in  the  order  for  stopping  provisions. 
Britain  did  not  publicly  issue  such  orders  until 
the  16th  of  June,  1793;  but  Britain  had,  in  reali- 
ty, adopted  the  practice  long  before.  The  French 
orders  fluctuated ;  but,  at  one  time,  the  United 
States  were  exempted  from  stoppage,  when  others 
were  stopped.  He  then  noticed  the  stoppage  of 
provisions  to  the  West  Indies ;  the  Orders  of  the 
6th  of  November,  1793.  and  the  8th  of  January, 
1794.  In  the  very  short  interval  between  these 
two  dates,  France  had  gone  on  so  fast  that  Britain 
found  it  better  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  neu- 
tral States.  During  this  time,  England  also  made 
a  truce  for  Portugal  with  Algiers,  and  this  truce 
has  cost  us  fifteen  hundred  thousand  dollars,  be- 
sides what  it  may  cost  hereafter.  Timber  had 
been  promised  to  be  cut  for  the  Algerines,  of  a 
kind  which  this  country  could  not  furnish  in  due 

?|uality.    Some  of  it  was  to  be  brought  so  far  as 
rom  the  Northwest  branch  of  the  Susquehannah. 


tremely  full.  For  the  making  of  such  a  treaty  hi 
had  never  heard  a  reason,  nor  had  he  ever  beet 
able  to  learn  one  good  consequence  likely  to  ac 
crue  from  it.  It  had  been  called  an  instrument  o 
peace,  and  its  first  effect  was,  that  we  were  sum 
moned  to  fight  with  France,  Spain,  and  Holland 
One  of  the  articles  was  that  free  ships  do  do 
make  free  goods.  This  was  highly  injurious  botl 
to  France  and  the  United  States ;  it  implied 
breach  of  the  law  of  nations,  because,  before  yo* 
can  search  for  an  enemy's  ^oods  you  must  sto 
neutral  ships.  This  regulation  could  only  be  un 
derstood  as  operating  against  France.  If  we  coal 
not  help  the  practice  going  on,  we  should  at  leas 
have  suffered  it  to  stand  as  it  was,  without  an 
countenance.  All  the  principal  articles  of  expoi 
from  the  United  States  were  declared  contrabam 
except  tobacco,  and,  indeed,  that  might  be  iuclu( 
ed  under  the  general  title  of  provisions,  as  peopl 
would  sometimes  be  in  want  of  a  chew.  H 
spoke  of  this  provision  clause  as  infamous.  H 
referred  to  Count  Bernstoff,  Minister  of  Denrnarl 
who  had  kept  his  country  in  a  more  honortbi 
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situation  than  perhaps  any  other  in  Europe  had 
done  during  the  present  war.  Mr.  G.  read  the 
refusal  of  Count  Bernstoff  to  comply  with  the 
British  requisition  to  that  effect.  During  the 
armed  neutrality,  the  United  States  had  owned 
that  free  bottoms  should  make  free  goods.  Was 
there  any  reason  since  to  alter  our  opiniou  ?  He 
would  be  glad  to  hear  gentlemen  answer  if  there 
was  any.  He  had  always  said  that  the  provision 
article  was  unjust  to  France,  and  yet  on  account 
of  the  British  Treaty  we  are  to  plunge  into  a  war 
before  we  know  whether  we  are  in  the  right  or 
in  the  wrong.  Gentlemen  who  had  promoted  the 
British  Treaty  now  came  forward  to  support  it, 
but  it  would  now  be  more  manly  to  declare  at 
ODce  that  we  cannot  do  so.  In  Citizen  Adet's  com- 
plaints, many  articles  were  unjust  and  trifling,  but 
this  was  always  the  casein  productions  of  that 
sort.  Mr.  G.  then  referred  to  the  speech  pf  Bar- 
ras:  he  said  that  Britain  still  went  on  robbing  and 
impressing  American  seamen.  Mr.  Harper  had 
Testerday'said  that  the  impressments  were  few ; 
but  how  were  we  to  bte  certain  of  that  ?  The 
men  are  not  allowed  to  write  to  us,  and  Mr. 
Piockney  informs  us  that  vast  numbers  of  them 
are  in  French  jails.  He  had  always  wondered  at 
our  having  so  few  communications  on  this  head 
from  the  Executive.  A  law  had  passed  in  this 
House  and  in  the  Senate  upon  this  subject,  with- 
out any  information  from  that  quarter.  Gentle- 
men had  allowed  that  it  would  be  just  enough  to 
grant  an  equality  of  privileges  to  every  foreign 
nation ;'  but,  Mr.  Harper  had  objected,  that  if 
this  were  granted  to  France,  she  would  still  con- 
tinue to  demand.  When  she  makes  an  unjust 
claim,  said  Mr.  G.,  we  should  stop;  he  would  not 
be  for  going  any  further.  The  French  had  not 
acted  on  vague  claims;  they  take  neutral  and 
contraband  articles;  they  take  the  ships,  and 
when  they  find  our  seamen  on  board  of  British 
vessels,  they  threaten  to  treat  them  as  pirates, 
and  will  not  allow  them  to  prove  that  they  were 
impressed. 

As  for  Mr.  Pinckney's  dismission,  he  would  not 
say  that  it  was  right ;  he  was  sorry  for  it.  He 
gave  the  gentleman  great  credit  for  his  behavior ; 
he  had  acquired  as,  much  reputation  as,  in  such 
an  exigency,  it  was  possible  to  acquire.  But  Mr. 
Giles  would  not  say  that  the  dismission  was  en- 
tirely groundless.  If  he  understood  the  Directory, 
their  meaning  was,  not  that  they  would  receive 
no  Minister;  but  that  he  must  be  vested  with  ex- 
traordinary powers.  They  still  say,  that  they 
hope  to  seep  up  harmony  with  the  people  of 
America.  This  surely  cannot  be  reckoned  a  de- 
claration of  hostility,  since  the  people  and  Gov- 
ernment were  the  same.  Is  not  this  House  a  part 
of  the  people?  But  though  he  believed  that  the 
Directory  wished  for  an  Ambassador  Extraor- 
dinary, tney  did  not  say  so,  but  left  us  to  our  own 
reflections.  In  this  they  were  extremely  right ; 
for  such  an  intimation  would  have  been  called 
dictating  to  the  Government.  A  gentleman  had 
said  yesterday,  that  this  report  of  an  Address  was 
a  second  Declaration  of  Independence.  Mr.  G. 
had  often  thought  about  a  year  ago,  that  such  a 


declaration  would  be  well  timed,  when  the  British 
Treaty  took  away  so  many  of  our  sovereign  rights ; 
then  was  the  time  for  such  a  step,  and  not  now. 
Gentlemen  had  said,  that  we  were  not  indebted 
to  France — that  she  acted  on  selfish  principles  ; 
but,  said  he,  in  private  life  are  we  not  always  bet- 
ter pleased  with  the  services  of  a  friend  when  they 
are  at  the  same  time  consistent  with  his  own  in- 
terest? To  deny  that  we  had  obligations  to 
France,  was  to  contradict  our  own  feelings.  He 
could  bring  no  proof  of  them,  but  laying  his  hand 
upon  his  heart,  and  saying,  that  he  felt  them. 
And  are  we  now  t6  be  told,  by  cold  calculating 
arithmetic,  that  we  owe  them  nothing  ?  So  much 
had  been  said  about  French  influence  in  this 
country,  that  the  story  was  now  becoming  ridicu- 
lous. For  his  own  part,  he  had  no  communica- 
tion or  acquaintance  with  any  Frenchman  on 
earth.  He  did  not  understand  that  kind  of  chemi- 
cal process  by  which  individuals  lost  all  their 
gratitude,  when  they  got  into  Government.  If 
the  House  had  been  asked  to  declare  war,  for  that 
was  the  tendency  of  the  Speech  and  report,  against 
any  other  country  but  France,  he  did  not  believe 
that  there  would  be  one  single  vote  for  it.  As  for 
an  appeal  to  the  people,  every  thing  which  came 
from  the  press  was  so ;  Britain  constantly  admit- 
ted of  such.  We  had  seen  performances  of  that 
kind,  than  which  nothing  could  more  exactly  de- 
serve the  name ;  in  fact,  every  newspaper  essay 
was  an  appeal.  Mr.  Harper  had  told  us  yester- 
day of  the  present  President,  when  Ambassador 
to  Holland,  having  corresponded  with  a  patriotic 
club,   to  whom    he  wrote  letters,  which  were 

E Tinted  as  an  appeal  to  the  people  of  Holland. 
Mr.  H.  said,  that  they  were  only  addressed  to  an 
individual.]  But,  said  Mr.  Giles,  they  desired  him 
to  ask  leave  from  Mr.  Adams  to  have  them  printed. 
Thus  our  President  was  corresponding  with  a 
democratic  society. 

Mr.  Harper  rose  again.  If  Mr.  Adams  had 
ever  done  so,  he  never  would  have  heard  my 
approbation — they  were  only  a  literary  society. 

Mr.  Giles  appealed  to  gentlemen  whether  this 
made  any  alteration.  There  was  a  strange  caba- 
listical  charm  in  these  words  democratic  societies. 
Mr.  G.  said,  that  ail  M.  Genet's  efforts  only 
showed  that  there  was  no  such  thing  in  this  coun- 
try as  a  French  influence.  He  compared  the  style 
of  the  Answer  to  the  President's  last  Speech,  with 
Mr.  Jay's  memorial  to  Lord  Grenville;  the  one 
spoke  of  the  resources  of  the  country,  the  other  of 
the  virtues  of  the  British  King. 

Mr.  G.  did  not  feel  himself  degraded  by  having 
brought  forward  that  part  of  the  Answer  to  the 
President's  Speech  of  last  session,  which  recom- 
mended the  cultivation  of  peace.  ("Here  Mr.  W. 
Smith  rose,  and  seemed  to  question  whether  Mr. 
G.  had  obtained  the  insertion  of  such  a  passage.] 
Mr.  G.  upon  this  read  it,  and  it  was  in  these 
words,  "and  by  all  honorable  means  to  restore 
that  peace  and  harmony  with  France  and  the 
United  States;"  and  since  Mr.  S.  would  have 
the  whole  history  of  it,  Mr.  G.  would  further  tell 
him,  that  he  obtained  the  striking  out  of  these 
words  on  the  part  of  the  Republic,  and  inserting 
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in  their  place  the  word  mutual.'  Thus  he  had 
saved  us  from  the  presumption  of  saying  that  we 
were  infallible.  He  could  not  help  noticing  again 
the  very  different  ground  taken  in  the  present  Ad- 
dress, wherein  we  rely  on  ourselves  and  our  re- 
sources, and  the  memorial  of  Mr.  Jay ;  wherein 
we  rely  on  the  magnanimity,  &c,  of  the  British 
King.    A  gentleman  had  spoken  about  the  falling 

Srice  of  grain,  and  the  bad  effects  of  the  French 
epredations  on  the  farming  interest.   It  was  said 
last  year,  that  the  British  Treaty  would  tend  to 
keep  the  price  of  grain  high ;  he  was  then-  an 
unbeliever  in  that  doctrine  ;  and  since  then  wheat 
had  fallen  from  two  and  an  half  and  three  dollars 
per  bushel  to  a  much  lower  price.    Mr.  G.  was  a 
farmer,  and  depended  on  his  farm  for  his  whole  sub- 
sistence ;  he  now  sold  his  wheat  for  7s.  the  bushel. 
At  the  time  of  discussing  the  Treaty  a  clamor 
was  raised  about  peace,  and  what  sort  of  peace 
has  it  proved  to  be  1    War  with  three  nations  in 
order  to  keep  peace  with  one!    Is  not  that  the 
fact?    We  are  told  that  Barras  has  insulted  us. 
He  owned  it ;  but  are  we  to  go  to  war  to  dissipate 
the  insult?    Will  the  farmer  or  the  merchant  be 
the  better  for  such  a  project?    Will  it  produce 
any  thing  but  greater  taxes  and  lesser  prices  for 
produce?  He  hoped  that  we  should  not  go  to  war 
under  the  idea  of  obtaining  reimbursement.    As 
for  expressing  our  opinions  with  regard  to  the 
mode  of  negotiating,  we  had  a  right  to  do  it,  and 
it  was  a  matter  of  policy  to  put  all  nations  on  an 
equal  footing  with  respeot  to  trade.  France  would 
think  it  equal  to  a  declaration  of  war  if  this 
amendment    was    rejected.    And    here  Mr.  G. 
would  stop  for  one  moment  to  think  of  the  conse- 
quences of  the  war.    The  first  would  be  a  more 
intimate  connexion  with  Britain — a  country  con- 
vulsed both  from  without  and  within,  and  the 
credit  of  whose  paper  was  now  gone.    Mr.  G. 
said,  that  there  was  the  greatest  similitude  be- 
tween our  conduct  and  that  of  Britain,  before  the 
war,  towards  France.    On  the  other  hand,  the 
Republic,  possessing  immense  resources,  has  mil- 
lions of  armed  men,  for  whom  she  cannot  find 
employment  at  home  for  many  years  to  come. 
As  to  the  effects  of  such  a  contest  upon  this  coun- 
try, they  would  be  most  destructive ;  and  no  one 
could  tell  the  object  for  which  we  were  to  fight. 
The  adoption  of  the  report,  as  it  stood,  was  equal 
to  declaring  war.    The  amendment  merely  re- 
commended a  point  of  good  breeding.    But  yet, 
fentlemen    would  rather  prefer    a  rupture.    If 
Vance  had  not  been  the  nation  referred  to,  there 
would  not  have  been  one  dissenting  voice  against 
it.    Mr.  G.  said,  it  was  no  secret  that  the  United 
States  had  not  done  justice  to  France.    He  con- 
cluded by  making  an  apology  for  having  taken 
up  so  much  time  of  the  committee,  and  sat  down 
after  having  been  up  above  three  hours. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  that  the  debate  had  been 
extended  into  so  wide  a  field,  that  the  object, 
which  in  his  mind  occupied  the  first  place,  was 
in  some  measure  deprived  of  that  full  considera- 
tion which  time  and  circumstances  demanded. 
He  thought  those  arguments  which  concerned 
the  conduct  of  foreign  nations  towards  each  other 


might  as  well  have  been  omitted  altogether  od 
the  present  occasion.  The  members  of  the  com- 
mittee may  be  made  sensible  of  the  irritation  of 
such  discussions,  but  he  believed  no  one  would 
pretend  to  say  he  was  fully  informed  of  foreign 
concerns,  o»i  either  side,  to  decide  upon  their  po- 
licy or  impolicy.  At  the  same  time,  it  should  be 
considered  that  our  own  situation,  and  the  best 
policy  to  be  pursued  in  that  situation,  are  the  only 
proper  objects  of  our  immediate  attention,  and! 
those  alone  upon  which  we  can  pretend  to  be 
properly  informed,  or  to  decide  with  effect. 

The  question  before  the  House  was  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia: 
and  in  considering  that  amendment,  he  would 
neither  criticise  upon  terms,  nor  dispute  about 
any  of  the  nice  delicacies  of  diction.  These  he 
considered  of  but  very  small  consequence,  indeed; 
and  he  cared  not  whether  gentlemen  should  prefer 
"sensibility"  to  "indignation,"  or  the  contrary. soj 
that  tbe  substantial  ends  of  our  deliberations  shall 
be  accomplished,  and  in  a  way  the  most  condu- 
cive to  our  national  honor  and  security.  He  did 
not  pretend  to  censure  gentlemen  for  the  discursive; 
manner  in  which  they  had  debated  on  the  amend-; 
ment ;  he  only  fixed  it  as  a  rule  for  himself  to 
adhere  closely  to  it;  and  this  he  would  do  by 
offering  such  observations  upon  it  as  occurred  to 
himself,  and  as  arose  from  the  remarks  of  other 
gentlemen  ;  and  he  would  notice  the  latter  before 
the  substantial  facts. 

It  had  been  objected  to  the  amendment  that  it 
was  couched  in  language  calculated  rather  to 
apologise  for  the  conduct  of  France  towards  us. 
than  to  assert  our  injuries.  The  paragraph  ob- 
jected to  was  in  these  words : 

"  But  we  flatter  ourselves  that  the  Government  o/ 
France  intended  only  to  propose  the  ordinary  diploma- 
tic intercourse,  and  to  bring  into  operation  those  extra- 
ordinary agencies  which  are  in  common  use  between 
nations,  and  which  are  confined  in  their  attention  to 
the  great  objects  of  difference." 

This  is  considered  by  some  gentlemen  as  an 
apology  for  the  dismission  of  our  Minister.  He 
would  observe  upon  this  objection  very  briefly ; 
he  would  not  inquire  whether  our  Minister  had 
ordinary  or  extraordinary  pdwers ;  but  he  would 
consider  that  part  of  the  amendment  in  thatj 
point  of  view  in  which  there  was  no  difference  of 
opinion.  We.  all  agree  that  Mr.  Pinckney  has! 
been  dismissed,  and  no  one  has  said  that  we 
should  be,  nor  that  we  are,  precluded  from  further 
negotiation.  The  Speech  of  the  President,  with 
the  sentiments  of  every  gentleman  of  the  com- 
mittee, are  united.  The  amendment,  then,  ap- 
peared to  him  as  an  expression  of  that  principle; 
and  he  believed  that  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
that  opinion  could  be  found  in  it. 

Let  us  now  remark  upon  the  arguments  against 
the  other  part  of  the  amendment.  A  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith)  has  told  us, 
that  possibly  Mr.  Pinckney  had  extraordinary 
powers,  and,  as  he  was  dismissed,  we  should  not 
agree  in  that  amendment.  While  we  agree  in 
the  principle  of  further  negotiation,  he  could  not 
discern  the  application  of  this  objection.    Bat 
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will  it  be  said  that  Mr.  Pinektiey  had  extraordi- 
nary powers,  and  that  he  could  not  treat?  Surely 
that  would  not  be  maintained.  He  would  take 
upon  him  to  assert  that  he  had  not  extraordinary 
powers ;  because  if  he  had,  the  President  would 
either  have  told  us  he  had,  or  furnished  us  with 
a  copy  of  them;  and,  above  all,  because,  had  he 
such  extraordinary  powers,  there  would  have 
been  no  alternative  for  us  between  submission 
and  war. 

Another  gentleman  (Mr.  Sitgreaves)  had  said 
that  he  had  no  reliance  on  the  magnanimity  or 
the  justice  of  France ;  that  he  would  not  trust  to 
her  as  disposed  to  reconciliation ;  and  yet  the  gen- 
tleman is  disposed  to  support  that  part  of  the  re- 
port which  approves  the  purpose  to  negotiate. 
He  believed  that  such  declarations  were  not  the 
best  of  all  others  to  ensure,  or  even  to  promote,  a 
spirit  of  reconciliation.  If  we  were  injured,  we 
should  not  be  the  less  so  for  a  dispassionate  repre- 
sentation of  our  injuries;  and  animosity  is  at  the 
best  of  times  an  inauspicious  temper  to  negotiate 
under.  He  believed,  if  we  should  be  sincere  on 
both  sides,  thafour  disputes  would  have  an  ami- 
cable termination,  and  if  we  mean  to  evince  our 
sincerity  that  we  ought  to  be  unequivocal. 

He  would  now  take  up  what  he  deemed  to  be 
the  substantial  part  of  the  Address.  He  thought 
it  should  contain,  in  one  shape  or  another,  a  de- 
claration of  the  disposition  to  place  France  on  an 
equal  footing  with  every  other  nation  ;  and  hav- 
ing found  it  in  the  amendment,  it  was  with  him 
an  additional  and  powerful  reason  for  supporting 
it.    It  says: 

"We  therefore  receive  with  the  utmost  satisfaction 
tout  information  that  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation 
will  be  instituted ;  and  we  expect  with  confidence  that 
t  mutual  spirit  of  conciliation  and  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  to  place  France  on  the  footing 
of  other  countries,  by  removing  the  inequalities  which 
have  arisen  in  the  operation  of  our  respective  trea- 
ties," &c 

In  speaking  of  this  part  of  the  amendment,  it 
may  be  necessary  to  notice  an  objection  which 
had  been  made  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject  in 
that  House,  upon  the  principle  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, that  the  President,  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  is  alone  competent  and  au- 
thorized to  consider  and  determine  upon  foreign 
relations.  Would  gentlemen  then  say  that  this 
House  is  precluded  from  the  free  exercise  of 
opinion  on  the  most  interesting  concerns  of  the 
nation?  Will  they  say  that  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  shall  nave  no  voice  or  deliberative 
weight  in  questions  which  go  to  decide  whether 
peace  shall  be  preserved,  or  war  rendered  inevita- 
ble? Until  they  do  assert  this,  or  at  least  until 
the  Constitution  declares  it — for  it  is  so  far  fortu- 
nate that  the  Constitution  is  much  stronger  than 
those  gentlemen — until  they  declare  this,  in  the 
face  of  the  Constitution,  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
that  House  to  disregard  such  far-stretched  doc- 
trines, and  to  deliberate  fully.  But  supposing  that 
the  House  should  resolve  to  express  an  opinion  in 
terms  more  strong,  or  as  strong  as  they  possibly 
could  be  expressed,  and  inform  the  President  that 


we  wished  for  peace  on  such  and  such  terms, 
gentlemen  must  know  that  the  President  is  not 
bound  by  the  Constitution  to  adopt  our  counsel. 
We  have  the  right  to  declare  our  opinion — he  has 
the  right  to  act ;  but  if  he  acts  contrary  to  the 
national  opinion,  it  must  be  upon  his  own  respon- 
sibility. 

It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  we  do  not  interfere 
with  his  duties;  we  do  not  usurp  his  functions; 
and  there  can  be  very  little  reason  to  suspect  that 
the  President  will  step  out  of  the  line  of  his  du- 
ties or  depart  from  the  plans  which  his  wisdom 
has  formed,  in  consequence  of  any  vote  which 
we  may  pass,  if  it  appears  to  him  in  itself  wrong. 
If  gentlemen  would  indeed  rest  upon  the  au- 
thority of  precedent,  and  that  derived  from  for- 
eign and  dissimilar  constitutions,  it  would  not  be 
difficult  to  cover  the  table  with  quotations  from 
foreign  Parliamentary  proceedings  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  their  assumptions,  and  these,  too,  from 
bodies  whose  rights  were  not  so  extensive,  whose 
constitutions  were  not  so  free  as  ours.  Gentle- 
men who  insist  on  foreign  precedent,  and  upon 
British  Parliamentary  precedent  too,  appear  not 
to  know  or  forget  that  it  was  a  vote  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons  which  terminated 
the  American  war;  and  on  a  late,  but  less  im- 
portant, occasion,  that  it  was  a  vote  of  the  House 
of  Commons  that  terminated  the  Russian  arma- 
ment, which  was  a  case  not  very  remote  from 
a  resemblance  of  the  present  state  of  our  own 
affairs.  But  gentlemen,  as  if  conscious  of  the 
futility  of  these  assumptions,  abandon  them  for 
another  kind  of  argument.  They  say  our  ex- 
pression of  our  opinion  betrays  a  want  of  confi- 
dence in  the  Executive.  This  argument  would 
do  very  well  in  countries  where  the  Executive 
was  every  thing  and  the  people  nothing;  or  where 
deliberation  was  only  a  form  and  not  an  essence. 
But  in  our  free  Government  he  did  not  know 
which  to  admire,  the  strangeness  or  the  incon- 

?;ruity  of  the  doctrine.  He  thought  that,  so  far 
rom  betraying  a  want  of  confidence,  he  was  fully 
persuaded  the  President  was  then  waiting  anx- 
iously for  the  opinion  of  that  House,  or,  at  least, 
to  know  the  opinions  of  the  people.  His  wishes 
are  for  peace;  but  he  is  also  desirous  of  ascertain- 
ing how  far  he  shall  be  supported  in  the  negotia- 
tions which  are  to  secure  it;  and  this  disposition, 
and  this  desire,  are  the  necessary  result  of  his 
situation.  He  would  remind  gentlemen  that  six, 
seven,  or  eight  weeks  have  elapsed  since  the 
President  received  advice  of  the  dismission  of  our 
Minister,  and  yet  to  this  hour  he  has  not  taken 
any  steps,  beside  the  calling  of  the  Legislature  to- 
gether, towards  that  negotiation.  What  does  he 
say  to  us? — 

"  Believing  neither  the  honor  nor  the  interest  of  the 
United  States  absolutely  forbid  the  repetition  of  advan- 
ces for  securing  these  desirable  objects  with  France,  I 
shall  institute  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation,  and  shall 
not  fail  to  promote  and  accelerate  an  accommodation 
on  terms  compatible  with  the  rights,  duties,  interest, 
and  honor  of  the  nation.  If  we  have  committed  errors, 
and  these  can  be  demonstrated,  we  shall  be  willing  to 
correct  them.    If  we  have  done  injuries,  we  shall  be 
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willing,  on  conviction,  to  redress  them,  and  equal 
measures  of  justice  we  have  a  right  to  expect  from 
France  and  every  other  nation." 

From  this  explicit  declaration  of  the  opinion 
and  intentions  of  the  Executive,  he  concluded 
that  it  was  a  principal  object  to  obtain  a  precise 
knowledge  of  the  feelings  of  the  American  peo- 
ple, and  that  ca/inot  be  done  in  any  shape,  with  a 
greater  likelihood  of  certainty,  than  in  that  House. 

But  a  question  has  been  indirectly  made  by 

fentlemen.  whether  it  is  proper  to  offer  to  place 
Vance  on  the  same  footing  with  other  nations  ? 
This  question  had  indeed  been  already  so  well 
answered  that  there  was  little  left  for  him  to  add, 
and  it  might  be  resolved  into  the  question,  What 
is  the  law  of  nations?  Because,  if  there  is  a  pre- 
cise law  of  nations,  it  belongs  to  all,  and  must 
be  mutual.  This  nas  been  discussed  in  the  me- 
rits of  the  armed  neutrality,  which,  whether  it 
contained  truly  or  not  the  fixed  law  of  nations, 
was  accepted  as  that  permanent  law  by  America 
in  the  midst  of  her  Revolution,  when  it  was  above 
all  other  seasons  the  least  her  interest  so  to  recog- 
nise it,  and  which,  if  there  was  a  doubt,  she  would 
have  been  justified  in  acting  upon  to  her  own  sal- 
vation and  benefit.  In  like  manner  the  Treaty  of 
1778  was  concluded.  But  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  (W.  Smith)  had  insisted,  and  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Pinckney, 
had  endeavored  to  argue,  that  it  was  not  meant  to 
be  permanent.  Their  arguments  had  been  al- 
ready so  pointedly  refuted  by  a  gentleman  from 
New  York,  (Mr.  Livingston,)  that  he  had  to  add 
only  one  conclusive  fact.  The  gentleman  had 
asserted  that  the  armed  neutrality  bad  ceased  to 
operate  upon  the  termination  of  the  war.  Now, 
if  it  should  be  found  that  one  Power  had  entered 
into  that  coalition  and  recognised  the  principles 
thereof  as  a  permanent  law,  the  gentleman's  con- 
clusions fell  at  once  to  the  ground.  The  gentle- 
man had  argued  that  the  convention  of  armed 
neutrality  was  not  to  be  permanent,  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  had  supported,  or  rather  broached, 
the  same  opinion.  What  does  that  document  it- 
self declare?  "These  stipulations  shall  be  fur- 
ther considered  as  permanent,  and  shall  decide  in 
all  matters  of  commerce  and  navigation ;  and,  in 
short,  in  every  case  where  the  rights  of  neutral 
nations  are  to  be  determined."  To  this  article  he 
would  only  add  this  plain  fact,  which  he  found 
recorded  in  the  history  of  the  armed  neutrality, 
which  had  been  quoted  by  gentlemen :  That,  in 
the  year  after  the  conclusion  of  the  war,  Portugal 
had  formally  acceded  to  that  convention  ;  its  pro- 
visions concern  shipping,  and  we  see  a  maritime 
Power  acceding  to  it  in  the  tranquil  moments  of 
peace,  and  agreeing  to  has  the  permanent  law  of 
nations;  and  it  is  upon  our  accession  to  the  prin- 
ciple while  we  were  ourselves  at  war,  and  when 
its  acceptance  was  in  opposition  to  our  interest, 
but  conformable  to  our  love  of  justice,  and  upon 
our  subsequent  recognition  of  it  as  well  in  the 
one  case  of  our  treaty  with  France  as  with  others, 
that  we  are  now  bound  to  put  France  upon  an 
equal  footing  with  those  to  whom  we  have  since 
relinquished  the  principle.    He  did  not  know  any 


treaties  of  other  nations  in  which  the  same  prin- 
ciple had  not  been  recognised,  unless  it  was  in  an 
instance  mentioned  of  Russia  having  combined 
with  England  to  do  it  away  for  the  temporary 
end  of  starving  France  into  a  surrender,  or,  as 
was  the  fashionable  expression,  of  blotting  her  oat 
of  the  map  of  Europe.    Deumark  and  Sweden 
indeed  had  in  some  measure  given  way  to  the 
necessity   of  the  times  by  declaring  that  they 
would  abide  by  none  but  generally  received  laws, 
and  in  this  they  no  doubt  acted  with  a  prudence 
that  could  not  be  blamed  ;  and  it  was  right,  under 
a  pressure  as  urgent,  that  the  United  States  had 
pursued  a  corresponding  conduct ;  and,  if  right  in 
these  Powers,  it  could  not  be  said  to  be  wrong 
only  in  the  case  of  France,  who,  being  willing  to 
maintain  it,  cannot  find  the  other  Powers  ready 
or  able  to  render  the  support  mutual  and  general. 
But  it  had  been  said  that  America  was  not  bound 
by  her  treaty  with  France  not  to  make  this  relin- 
quishment to  Britain.    As  a  foreign  nation,  un- 
questionably she  had  a  right  to  treat  as  she  pleased, 
and  no  other  nation  had  a  right  to  interfere  in  the 
acts  of  her  sovereignty;  but  waf  it  right  to  ac- 
knowledge it  in  opposition  to  the  law  of  nations. 
and  to  grant  it  without  an  equivalent  from  the 
only  nation  that  had  before  denied  that  law?  It 
should  have  been  the  sine  qua  non  in  our  negoti- 
ation with  Britain — not  of  war,  but  zsinequanon 
of  negotiation.    It  would  have  been  our  interest 
and  our  duty  not  to  abandon  the  principle,  even 
though  our  strength  did  not  allow  us  to  support 
the  execution,  and  we  should  have  left  past  de- 
predations to  have  been  amicably  compensated, 
but  asserted  strenuously  our  security  for  the  fu- 
ture.   This  is  a  real,  effectual,  and  not  such  a  fic- 
titious security  as  we  have  now  obtained.    The 
mischiefs  of  an  abandonment  of  the  principle  are 
to  us  of  immense  magnitude. 

On  the  contraband  article,  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had  found  Vattel,  who  was  every 
thing  in  all  other  cases,  completely  void  of  au- 
thority, although  Great  Britain  agrees  with  Vat- 
tel. But  how  is  France  to  be  contemned  for  her 
maintenance  of  the  doctrine  against  Britain? 
The  only  way  to  obviate  the  difficulty  is  by  pla- 
cing her  on  the  same  footing  as  France  in  this 
respect,  and  specially  stipulating  that  the  princi- 
ple is  not  abandoned;  but  granted  for  a  period  co- 
existent to  each  of  the  Powers.  This  will  be  a 
lesser  evil ;  but  there  is  little  to  be  derived  from 
either  party,  and  when  two  Powers  are  at  war. 
when  we  are  not  able  to  enter  into  extensive  hos- 
tility, we  had  better  incur  a  disadvantage  when 
there  is  no  dishonor,  than  insist  upon  objects  of 
subordinate  value,  which  may  be  in  more  auspi- 
cious times  retrieved. 

It  had  been  said  we  should  not  offer  France  an 
ultimatum.  He  had  not  heard  one  reason  to 
show  the  bad  consequences  of  such  a  step.  He 
was  for  giving  an  ultimatum,  and  for  this  very 
plain  reason :  because  every  thing  that  could  be 
known  on  this  subject  by  either  party  was  al- 
ready perfectly  understood ;  but  more  particularly 
because  Mr.  rinckney  informs  us  the  people  of 
France  entertain  an  opinion  that  we  are  divided. 
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which,  though  true  in  some  cases,  would  put  us 
tn  such  ground  as  to  show  that  on  the  true  na- 
tional points  we  were  united  to  a  man.  Those 
who  oppose  it  on  the  ground  of  concession,  would 
h  well  first  to  show  that  what  we  ought  and  are 
certainly  willing  to  allow,  can  be  so  considered. 

If  this  amendment  should  be  rejected,  or  at 
least  the  spirit  of  it  should  not  be  adopted,  can  it 
be  expected  that  gentlemen  who  formerly  opposed 
and  disapproved  of  the  measures  of  administra- 
tion will  sacrifice  their  opinions,  as  has  been  in- 
sinuated they  should  ?  Can  it  be  expected  that 
after  the  clamor  which  has  been  raised  with  the 
obvious  intention  to  overawe  us — after  the  Exe- 
cutive has  been  put  up  as  a  kind  of  shield  to  stand 
between  as  and  the  truth,  and  to  protect  their  ar- 
guments and  irritating  measures  from  animadver- 
sion, that  we  should  not  rather  be  the  more 
alarmed  for  ourselves  and  more  fixed  to  such 
measures  as  we  are  convinced  are  just?  He  had 
always  spoken  freely,  and  he  would  continue  so 
to  do,  always  preserving  due  respect  for  others. 

Gentlemen  in  this  discussion  nave  taken  a  very 
wide  scope  indeed,  and  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  in  particular,  who  is  usually  very  cool, 
had  indulged  himself  in  a  poetical  flight.  He  had 
indeed  forgot  himself,  and  launched  into  assertions 
for  which  there  was  not  the  least  foundation. 
Speaking  of  the  conduct  of  the  several  French 
Ministers,  he  had  described  Genet  as  making  an 
appeal  to  the  people ;  Fauchet  as  fomenting  an 
insurrection,  and  Adet  as  insulting  the  Secretary. 
The  particular  point  he  meant  to  notice  was  the 
fomenting  an  insurrection.  He  was  willing  to 
allow  that  his  constituents  on  that  occasion  had 
not  behaved  well;  but  it  must  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  many  gentlemen  in  tnat  House,  that  the 
common  cry  and  charge  against  them  at  the  time 
was  that  they  were  going  to  join  the  British,  and 
eren  the  letter  of  Fauchet  himself  declares  it  to 
be  the  case.  It  is  true  he  would  not  place  much 
reliance  on  that  man  who  could  write  on  a  sub- 
ject one  day,  and  sign  a  certificate  to  the  contrary 
another ;  but  he  believed  he  was  right  in  saying 
it  was  a  poetical  flight  just  made  to  round  a  period. 
Re  had  found  poetical  occupations  for  his  first  and 
last  personage,  and  it  was  necessary  to  find  some 
business  for  this  middle  person ;  indeed  this  was 
rendered  certain,  for  he  had  never  heard  of  but 
one  other  authority  for  the  flight,  for  it  was  never 
before  asserted  but  by  one  Phocum  and  William 
Wilcocks. 

The  gentleman  has,  with  the  spirit  of  a  legis- 
lator almost  as  sublime  as  his  poetical  character, 
told  us  that  he  should  prefer  carrying  the  question 
with  only  a  majority  of  one  or  a  casting  vote, 
than  not  at  ail.  A  majority  of  what  ?  Of  the 
Representatives  of  the  people  ? 

Thus,  then,  it  appears  that  this  gentleman,  who 
u  at  turns  recommending  unanimity  and  the 
anion  of  the  people,  is  indifferent  about  an  equal 
division ;  content  with  the  unanimity  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. So  the  Senate  and  Executive  agree 
with  a  majority  carried  only  by  one,  the  gentle- 
man cares  not  if  the  remaining  half  of  the  Rep- 
resentatives and  their  constituents  differ  upon  the 


question  to  be  decided  1  We  see,  then,  who  it  is 
that  really  wishes  to  divide  the  Government  from 
the  people. 

But  he  hoped  that  such  adverse  opinions  would 
not  prevail  in  that  House ;  they  were  baleful  to 
the  very  happiness  of  the  country,  and  the  due 
credit  of  the  Government.  He  hoped  that  a  great 
majority  would  be  found  unanimous  in  resisting 
the  rashness  that  would  drive  us  to  a  war.  He 
hoped  that  there  would  not  be  found  one  man, 
unless  it  was  those  who  were  eager  after  power  or 
money,  who  anticipated,  in  the  desolations  of  war, 
the  realization  of  riches  by  plunder,  either  as 
agents,  contractors,  or  one  or  other  of  those  train 
of  wretches  that  hover  like  vultures  in  rear  of 
battles — that  none  but  such  as  these  would  be 
found  eager  to  involve  us  in  calamities  which  were 
too  grievous  to  be  yet  forgotten  among  us,  and 
too  terrible  to  be  encountered  but  in  the  last  ex- 
tremity. 

Whatever  may  be  our  determination,  he  said, 
rash  or  weak  men  should  not  divert  us  from  our 
sober  purposes  in  the  pursuit  of  measures  calcu- 
lated tor  accommodation  and  peace.  We  could 
not  be  too  speedy  in  our  decisions  ;  the  events  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic  are  so  rapid  as  not 
to  be  within  our  reach  or  control.  We  do  not 
know  the  events  which  have  already  taken  place. 
He  would  not  rely  on  the  generosity  of  any  na- 
tion in  particular  circumstances ;  and  there  is  no 
knowing  the  extent  to  which  success  might  lead 
men,  under  a  mistaken  impression  of  injury.  We 
ought  to  lose  no  time.  The  haughtiness  of  France 
has  overwhelmed  nearly  all  Europe  on  land. 
What  she  may  do  next  we  know  not.  Whether 
she  is  just  or  unjust,  we  should  at  least  not.  lose 
time  in  negotiation,  and  we  ought  the  more 
steadily  to  do  this,  because  there  is  no  man  in 
America,  of  what  party  he  may  be,  who  will  not 
resist,  if  resistance  is  required ;  therefore, '  while 
the  conflict  is  doubtful,  we  should  determine  our 
affairs ;  and,  as  the  amendment  appears  to  furnish 
the  only  grounds  upon  wljich  negotiation  is  at  all 
likely  to  be  attended  with  the  necessary  effect  of 
securing  peace  and  independence,  that  ought  to  be 
preferred. 

The  amendment  had  been  opposed  on  various 
other  grounds :  among  the  most  curious,  was  that 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr.  W. 
Smith.)  He  says  either  we  have  or  we  have 
not  granted  a  favor  to  England  in  the  provision 
article ;  and  his  inferences  are;  if  we  have  not 
France  cannot  complain ;  but  if  we  have,  since 
she  has,  by  her  decree  of  the  2d  March  last,  taken 
the  same  advantage  to  herself,  she  has  no  right  to 
complain.  Thus,  according  to  that  gentleman's 
logic,  we  have  done  France  the  kindest  favors, 
whether  we  meant  it  or  not.  He  would  just  ob- 
serve, and  the  committee  would  not  forget  it, 
that  this  sort  of  argument  did  not  belong  to  the 
supporters  of  the  amendment.  We  say  France 
has  no  right  to  assume  these  immunities;  we  do 
not  allow  it.  We  say,  by  virtue  of  the  2d  article 
of  our  treaty  with  France,  she  cannot  insist  on  it. 
But  supposing  we  should  agree  in  the  gentleman's 
style,  and  say,  either  we  are  resolved  to  be  at- 
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tached  to  Great  Britain  or  we  are  not ;  if  we  were, 
such  arguments  might  be  very  properly  used  to 
cement  that  union ;  but  if  we  were  not,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  why  object  to  the  amend- 
ment ?  We  who  propose  the  amendment  say  the 
British  Treaty  exists ;  it  is  the  law  of  the  land, 
and  we  insist  upon  keeping  it.  We  confess  we 
have  said  it  was  a  bad  one.  and  so  we  say  still; 
but  we  will  not  therefore  go  beyond  it  with  you, 
France ;  we  shall  agree  to  make  you  equal,  but 
no  more.  The  gentlemen  appeared  to  coincide  in 
one  particular:  that  was  in  their  opinion  of  the 
British  Treaty.  They  felt  so  sensibly  alive  to  it 
that  they  dreaded  even  to  touch  it,  and  yet  they 
insisted  that  it  was  universally  popular,  and  that 
its  popularity  increased  in  proportion  as  it  became 
more  Known.  He  would  leave  gentlemen  unmo- 
lested in  the  solacing  indulgence  of  that  idea  as 
long  as  they  could  persuade  themselves  into  such 
a  fantasy,  but  he  would  just  suggest  to  gentlemen 
that  there  did  not  appear  to  him  a  likelihood  of 
its  gaining  a  considerable  share  of  popularity  on 
the  Western  frontier  when  the  memorial  of  the 
Spanish  Minister  shall  have  found  its  way  into 
that  part  of  the  United  States. 

It  has  been  several  times  asserted,  that  all  we 
can  say  or  do  on  the  affairs  with  France  wil)  be 
now  perfectly  useless,  for  she  is  determined  to  go 
to  war  with  us  at  all  events ;  and  various  reasons 
are  assigned  for  this,  among  others  that  she  resol- 
ved to  make. us  break  the  British  Treaty  and  to 
overturn  the  British  trade.  Gentlemen  might  have 
sufficient  authority  for  the  reasoning  and  they 
might  not;  indeed  he  would  not  argue  it  witn 
them  on  this  occasion.  He  would  suppose  it  pos- 
sible that  France  would  sacrifice  her  interest  with 
us  to  injure  that  trade  which  is  the  vital  support 
of  Britain,  and  commence  a  war  with  us  on  that 
account.  But,  if  such  is  really  the  opinion  of 
gentlemen,  ought  it  not  to  be  the  first  and  most 
pressing  motive  with  us  to  adopt  measures  likely 
to  extricate  us  from  such  difficulties?  But  do 
gentlemen  believe  the  .fact  ?  Do  they,  who  give 
the  President  even  more  credit  than  he  asked  on 
so  many  occasions,  doubt  him  on  this,  or  have  they 
better  means  of  information  on  this  subject  ?  If 
they  have,  why  has  he  not  been  made  acquainted 
with  it  ?  But  he  still  thinks  we  may  negotiate, 
and  consequently  entertains  no  immediate  appre- 
hension of  a  war.  This  sentiment  is  expressed 
in  his  Speech,  and  it  even  makes  a  part  of  the  re- 
port, and  consequently  those  who  support  that 
part  of  the  Answer,  cannot  with  propriety  oppose 
the  same  thing  in  the  amendment. 

It  is  also  charged  against  the  amendment  that 
it  concedes  every  thing?  and  asserts  nothing.  Now, 
the  impression  which  the  amendment  made  on 
him  was,  that  if  any  thing  it  took  higher  ground. 
We  all  agree  as  to  an  insult  being  given  in  the 
dismissal  of  our  Minister;  and  in  the  amendment, 
while  we  leave  open  the  ground  for  negotiation 
proposed  by  the  President,  we  declare  that  a  rep- 
'  etition  of  insult  will  nut  an  end  to  every  friendly 
relation  ;  and  after  all.  this  firm  language  is  said 
to  be  degrading! 
Mr.  W.  Smith,  begged  leave  to  offer  a  short 


reply.  He  had  been  accused  of  indulging  a  poet* 
cal  flight,  but  the  gentleman  who  accused  bin 
appeared  himself  in  that  particular  to  have  beei 
indulging  a  poetical  license.  He  had  talked  o 
concessions  as  if  France  had  not  spoliated.  Wi 
are  not  about  to  conclude  a  treaty  of  concession 
but  to  enter  on  negotiation  for  a  treaty  of  stipula- 
tions for  equivalents.  If  we  are  to  usurp  the  trea 
ty-making  power  in  this  House,  he  hoped  m 
would  not  forget  to  do  something  for  America 
As  to  the  poetical  flight,  he  appealed  to  the  recol 
lection  of  gentlemen  who  had  read  Fauchet's  let 
ter,  wherein  he  pathetically  deplores  the  failure  a 
the  Western  insurrection  by  a  too  early  explosion 
The  gentleman  says  he  is  not  disposed  to  make 
any  concessions ;  but  is  it  not  evident  that  force 
exists?  Does  this  not  invite  hostility  if  we  must 
concede  ?  Do  we  not  admit  by  this  what  France 
seeks,  and  if  she  obtains  one  article  of  the  British 
Treaty  by  threats,  may  we  not  expect  to  hear  bet 
demand  all  the  other  articles  by  similar  means, 
and  the  repeal  of  the  law  of  1794,  and  -all  her  other 
insulting  demands?  The  gentleman  had  made 
another  extraordinary  discovery,  that  the  Presi- 
dent seeks  our  advice.  He  denied  it.  Hegires 
us  a  narrative  of  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  he 
tells  us  he  means  to  pursue  negotiations.  He 
calls  you  to  defend  your  country  against  external 
attacks,  and  be  prepared  to  repel  them ;  but  here 
we  work  whole  days  in  discussing  business  that 
does  not  belong  to  us ;  and  perhaps  in  this  great 
revolutionary  change  of  Constitution,  while  we 
are  thus  employed,  the  Senate  may  be  doing  our 
duty  and  debating  the  means  of  defence. 

The  committee  now  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Friday,  May  26. 
ANSWER  TO   THE   PRESIDENT'S  SPEECE 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
(Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair,)  on  the  amendment  ot 
the  Answer  to  the  President. 

Mr.  Dennis  said,  being  unacquainted  with  the 
subject  in  a  manner,  and  newly  honored  with  ij 
seat  in  the  House,  he  thought  it  most  prudent  19 
observe  silence  hitherto,  and  should  still  have  re- 
mained so,  had  he  not  observed  the  ground  d 
some  gentlemen's  arguments,  which  had  rousd 
him  to  a  sense  of  his  duty.  He,  under  that  inh 
pression,  came  forward,  not  merely  to  examine 
many  of  the  arguments  introduced  on  this  occa- 
sion, but  to  show  his  reasons  why  he  could  w 
vote  in  favor  of  the  amendments  now  before  tin 
committee.  .  I 

It  appeared,  from  the  turn  the  debate  had  ta- 
ken, as  though  the  question  was,  whether  Am* 
rica  should  enter  into  a  war  or  not;  at  least  it 
would  appear  so  to  persons  attending  to  the  d* 
bate.  Indeed,  he  said,  he  should  not  be  at  all 
surprised  if  at  this  moment  wagon  loads  of  peti- 
tions were  on  the  road  from  ail  quarters  to  re- 
strain this  body  from  entering  into  a  war  with 
the  French  Republic.  Was  the  question  askd 
of  a  person  who  had  not  heard  it,  the  answer 
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mast  naturally  be  war;  whether  we  should  now 
declare  war  against  the  French. 

In  the  remarks  he  had  to  make,  he  could  not 
flatter  himself  to  be  able  to  display  the  talents 
which  some  gentlemen  had  done;  he  must  con- 
tent himself  with  a  few  desultory  observations, 
and  endeavor  to  direct  them  as  much  to  the  point 
as  possible.    It  had  been  the  practice  of  some 

Sntlemen  to  commence  their  harangue  to  the 
ouse  on  the  impressions  under  which  they  came 
into  the  Government.      Notwithstanding  some 
observations  which  had  been  made  on  this  sub- 
ject by  a  gentleman,  (Mr.  Livingston,)  though 
a  new  member,  Mr.  D.  said,  it  would  not  be  very 
extraordinary  if  he  were  to  explain  his  impres- 
sions on  first  coming  into  the  House;   but  he 
should  not  so  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee; 
nor  should  he  follow  the  other  gentleman,  (Mr. 
Freeman,)  on  the  subject   of  federalism.     He 
had  no  former  errors  to  amend  nor  retractions  to 
make;  he  came  forward  perfectly  untrammelled, 
in  which  he  was  different  from  the  gentleman 
who  opened  the  debate,  (Mr.  Nicholas,)  who 
said  he  came  forward  animated  with  zeal  in  be- 
half of  the  French  nation,  because  of  the  power  Ail 
combination  she  had  to  cope  with,  and  which 
attempted  to  rob  her  of  her  liberty ;  also  on  ac- 
count of  the  indifference  which  seemed  to  per- 
vade this  country,  not  only  to  the  cause  of  the 
French  nation,  but  to  Republicanism  in  general. 
I  once,  said  Mr.  D.,  had  the  same  impressions; 
I  once  felt  with  enthusiasm  the  cause  of  the 
French,  because  her  aim,  her  attempt  was  liberty. 
1  rejoiced  in  her  victories,  and  felt  her  troubles; 
so  long  as  her  aim  was  liberty,  defending  herself 
against  aggression,  I  felt  in  her  behalf;  but  now, 
in  what  a  situation  is  she  now?    No  longer  the 
injured,  the  persecuted,   but  her  victories  have 
made  her  become  the  aggressor.    No  longer  is 
the  cause  of  freedom  her  aim,  but  interest,  aggran- 
disement.   With  her  change  of  conduct,  it  be- 
comes obligatory  for  me  to  change  from  the  ap- 
probation I  formerly  felt  in  her  behalf.    She  now 
comes  forward  to  regulate  our  concerns;  I  there- 
fore can  no  longer  espouse  her  cause,  and  must 
candidly  declare  myself  perfectly  untrammelled 
to  any  opinions  except  my  own  ;  not  prejudiced  in 
&vor  of  any  nation  but  my  own,  except  their  con- 
duct demands  that  predilection.    A  greater  na- 
tional change  scarce  ever  passed  than  that  lately 
displayed  by  the  French  nation.    Individuals  may 
change  from  caprice    and  a  thousand  passions 
which  attack  the  mind — this  is  not  material ;  but, 
when  we  see  a  great  and  powerful  nation  chang- 
ing—changing,  from  that  glow  of  enthusiasm 
which  has  long  been  borne  in  the  bosoms  of 
Americans,  what  does  it  evince?     It  is  a  pre- 
sumptive evidence  that    some  great  event  has 
caused  it.    I  come  forward  with  no  attachment 
but  to  my  own  Government;  I  think  none  so 
good.    I  will  say  that  America,  every  thing  in 
ocr.  and  belonging  to  her,  in  every  respect,  is 
superior  to  anything  in  any  other  country.    This 
may  be  thought  a  narrow  disposition,  but  I  am 
not  sure  that  to  be  more  liberal  would  be  to  be 
more  politically  wise.    I  then  come  forward,  not 


to  vindicate  the  cause  of  France  or  Great  Bri- 
tain, nor  to  depreciate  the  one  in  violating  the 
dignities  of  the  other,  but  only  to  vindicate  our 
own  Government,  because  I  think  it  has  acted 
right.  It  seems  curious  to  observe  that,  while 
all  nations  are  employed  in  the  admiration  of  our 
Constitution,  our  Government,  and  Administra- 
tion, our  own  citizens  are  the  only  ones  who  ex- 
press dissatisfaction  at  its  form  or  its  conduct.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  all  that  has  been  done  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  has  been  critically 
right.  I  will  not  deny  but  it  may  have  omitted 
to  do  what  it  ought  to  have  done,  or  done  in  some 
cases  what  had  been  better  let  alone ;  but  by  the 
great  mass  of  their  transactions,  they  have  as- 
sumed a  situation  as  respectable  as  that  of  any 
other  nation.  The  fiery  ordeal  we  had  to  pass 
through,  amidst  conflicting  nations,  has  been  as 
successfully  encountered  by  the  conduct  we  pur- 
sued, as  by  any  other  path  we  could  have  chosen. 

I  cannot  pretend  to  defend  the  violations  com- 
mitted by  either  of  the  belligerent  Powers;  they 
have  both  acted  wrong,  so  much  so  as  to  impress 
the  whole  world  that  we  cannot  depend  upon  the 
"  generosity"  or  "magnanimity"  of  either.  But, 
the  question  is,  have  we  sufficient  cause  to  resent 
those  insults  ?  We  all  agree  that  an  attempt  to 
negotiate  will  most  safely  conduct  us  out  of  our 
present  difficulties.  We  agree  as  to  the  object; 
but  the  manner  to  effect  that  object  with  honor  to 
one  nation  is  the  point  on  which  we  are  divided. 
An  amicable  adjustment  of  our  differences,  then, 
I  take  to  be  the  unanimous  wish,  but,  upon  what 
terms  ?  On  a  former  occasion,  it  will  be  recol- 
lected that  we  adjusted  a  dispute  with  Great  Bri- 
tain by  a  treaty ;  an  adjustment  not  inconsistent 
with  the  honor,  advantage,  or  justice,  of  the  na- 
tion, but  consistent  with  all.  This  treaty  receiv- 
ed its  proper  ratification  by  every  branch  of  the 
Government,  and,  I  believe,  is  become  generally 
popular;  however,  if  it  might  not  have  met  .the 
acquiescence,  it  has  the  compliance  of  every  one. 
Notwithstanding  what  some  gentlemen  would  say 
upon  the  subject,  I  cannot  believe,  but,  had  not 
the  prejudice  against  the  British  nation  been  so 
prevalent,  that  treaty  would  have  been  satisfacto- 
ry to  all ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  we  have 
done  it  to  our  satisfaction,  (I  mean  by  a  majority 
of  the  citizens,)  although  it  might  not  be  so  in 
the  sight  of  France.  She  says,  'by  that  act  we 
have  violated  our  antecedent  treaty  with  her. 
Now,  the  question  with  us  is,  whether  this  asser- 
tion has  foundation  or  not?  I  must  say,  I  believe 
not.  It  was  not  a  treaty,  offensive  and  defensive, 
we  made  with  her,  nor  to  continue  forever.  This 
she  well  knew,  else  why  did  she  not  come  forward 
and  say  to  us,  you  are  under  obligation  to  join  us 
against  our  enemies !  No,  they  knew  the  contra- 
ry, and  therefore  could  not  exact  it.  We  are  rea- 
dy to  prove  that  none  of  the  articles  of  the  British 
Treaty  does  in  the  least  contravene  that  with 
France. 

But,  it  is  observed  by  some  gentlemen,  that  the 
article  including  contraband  goods,  "  that  free 
ships  make  free  goods,"  is  just  cause  of  offence.  I 
hope  gentlemen  will  not  be  alarmed  at  my  men- 
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tioning  this  alleged  infraction,  because  I  do  not 
mean  to  enter  into  them.    I  think  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Smith)  has  fully  and 
mast  masterly  answered  all  the  arguments  of  the 
other  gentleman  (Mr.  Nicholas)  on  this  subject, 
and  even  anticipated  all  the  ideas  advanced  by 
the  other  gentlemen  on  the  same  point  so  fully, 
that  it  would  be  entirely  unnecessary  for  me  to 
enter  into  the  discussion,  as  I  believe  it  has  been 
fully  displayed  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  commit- 
tee.   I  shall  just  observe,  sir,  on  that  part  of  the 
article  referred  to  which  relates  to  supplying  bel- 
ligerent Powers  with  provisions,  on   what  has 
fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Livingston.)    He  has  put  this  in  a  very  extra- 
ordinary position.  Says  the  gentleman,  we  should 
have  said  to  Great  Britain,  there  are  cases  in 
which,  by  the  law  of  nations,  provisions  are  to 
become  contraband.  Now,  every  one  knows  this  ! 
The  only  doubt  which  can  arise  on  this  occasion 
will  arise,  not  out  of  the  law,  but  out  of  the  fact. 
We  always  denied  that  provisions  were  liable  to 
become  contraband  unless  where  one  belligerent 
Power  had  a  well-grounded  hope  to  compel  ano- 
ther to  peace,  or  to  make  a  garrison  capitulate. 
Where  there  exists  an  appearance  of  this,  provis- 
ions, and.  I  may  say,  every  thing  in  existence, 
may  become  contraband.    It  depends,  then,  on 
facts  or  existing  circumstances.    Nations  some- 
times declare  a  port  in  a  state  of  blockade  when 
it  is  not ;  neutral  nations  have  then  a  right  to  ex- 
ercise their  judgment  on  that  point.    So  it  was 
when  Britain  declared  the  whole  French  Repub- 
lic in  a  state  of  blockade.    We  denied  the  fact, 
and  did  not  consider  ourselves  bound  by  that  dec- 
laration.   But,  the  gentleman  says,  if  this  be  the 
law  of  nations,  why  did  we  recognise  it  ?    I  an- 
swer, he  may  recollect  nations  recognising  more 
simple  facts  than  this  when  against  the  law  of 
nations,  too.    It  was  recognised  to  make  it  more 
plain,  for  it  is  more  important;  if  not.  not  only  is 
the  vessel  taken,  but  a  confiscation  or  the  proper- 
ty.   It  might  become  nugatory  and  mischievous 
if  not  mentioned.    It  will  appear,  then,  that  we 
have  granted  no  new  right.    We  have  stipulated 
that  though  these  nations  may  take  our  provisions 
it  shall  not  be  without  an  ample  consideration. 
This  was  altogether  an  article  of  our  own,  and  if 
any  nation  found  fault,  it  would  be  more  reason- 
able to  expect  it  would  be  Great  Britain.    This 
position  goes  to  show  that  it  was  our  interest,  and 
not  the  particular  injury  of  any  nation,  that  this 
stipulation  was  made.    But  it  has  been  said  that 
we  suffer  our  seamen  to  be  impressed  on  board 
English  ships,  to  the  great  injury  of  the  French. 
I  ask,  in  what  manner  have  we  suffered  it?  I  will 
grant  that  the  right  of  complaint  is  in  us ;  I  will 
grant  that,  if  by  partiality  or  connivance,  we  had 
suffered  it,  there  would  be  just  ground  of  alarm 
from  the  French.    How  have  we  suffered  it  ?  Be- 
cause a  strong  nation  took  advantage  of  our  weak- 
ness ? 

Another  gentleman,  who  went  copiously  into 
the  subject,  says  that  we  have  surrendered  the 
right  of  sequestration.  I  do  not  conceive  this 
right  when  I  am  under  a  moral  obligation  to  do  it. 


It  is  not  a  surrender  merely  to  say  that  we  will 
not  sequestrate. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  says,  could 
we  expect,  while  we  were  granting  stipulations, 
that  free  ships  should  not  make  free  goods,  France 
would  not  act  upon  similar  principles?  I  could 
not  suppose  that  France  would  violate  her  treaty 
to  us  merely  because  it  was  her  interest  to  do  it 
But  here  we  complain  of  depredations  committed 
upon  a  right  predicated  upon  this  supposition.  1 
should  not  argue  with  any  gentleman  on  the  right 
of  France  to  act  upon  the  same  principle  with  us, 
as  we  by  treaty  granted  to  Great  Britain  the  lib- 
erty of  doing. 

The  amendment  now  before  us  strikes  me  to 
present  itself  in  three  points  of  view,  and  to  each 
of  which  I  object.  First,  it  ascribes  all  the  mis- 
fortunes, depredations,  and  calamities,  to  tbe 
British  Treaty,  and  exposes  it  in  that  view  to  tbe 
world.  It  has  been  sufficiently  demonstrated  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  if  tbe 
British  Treaty  had  never  had  existence^  he  grounds 
of  com  plaint  would  have  been  the  same,  and  that 
they  have  never  been  abandoned  to  the  present 
time.  The  French  Government  informs  us  that 
those  three  complaints  form  but  a  small  part  of 
the  long  catalogue  of  crimes  they  can  allege  to 
our  charge,  and  these,  by  the  amendments  we 
seem  inclined  to  acknowledge.  They  also  mention 
our  Judicial  and  Legislative  acts,  and  an  infin- 
ite variety  of  others,  which  they  say  America  has 
practised  to  her  injury ;  and  that,  until  these  are 
removed,  they  will  not  come  to  terms  of  accom- 
modation ;  and  gentlemen  here  say  they  will  grant 
it  without  even  attempting  to  contradict  the  asser- 
tions. They  certainly  ought  to  wait  the  issue  of 
negotiation,  which  the  President  has*  promised  to 
pursue.  But  gentlemen  seem  to  take  it  for  grant- 
ed that  the  President  prevaricates;  that  he  will 
not  negotiate,  although  he  has  engaged  to  do  it 
They  say  the  British  Treaty  is  the  sole  cause  of 
the  grievance.  But  the  French  represent  it  as 
only  one  cause,  and  without  the  whole  is  remov- 
ed they  will  not  admit  our  Minister.  We  must 
then,  not  only  nullify  the  British  Treaty,  but  we 
must  instruct  our  judicial  officers  to  remove  theit 
part  of  the  grievance.  We  must  permit  tbe 
French  to  arm  in  our  ports,  to  fight  against  na- 
tions with  whom  we  are  in  amity ;  we  are  to  bring 
war  into  our  cities  while  our  hands  are  tied ;  per- 
mit them  to  sell  their  prizes  in  our  country,  and 
by  these  means  make  enemies  of  those  with 
whom  we  are  now  at  peace,  under  their  imperious 
command.  Tfoey  will  take  out  of  our  harbors 
their  enemies'  ships,  because  their  jurisdiction  is 
paramount.  We  must  give  orders  to  all  the  Al- 
manac printers  in  the  United  States  to  place  their 
Minister's  name  first  among  the  list  of  foreign 
Ministers.  But  I  object  to  the  amendment,  also. 
upon  another  ground.  It  seems  to  me  to  create 
unnecessary  apologies  for  the  French,  and  be- 
cause it  expresses  contradiction  in  itself.  It  goes 
further.  It  seems  studiously  to  lay  the  whole 
blame  upon  our  Government ;  it  has  followed  up 
the  blame  cast  upon  us  by  the  French,  that  we 
have  not  sent  a  Minister  Extraordinary,  with 
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proper  functions,  dec.,  and,  having  omitted  to  do 
this,  our  Government  is  chargeable.  Many  apol- 
ogies have  been  brought  forward  by  gentlemen 
to  endeavor  to  clothe  this  conduct  to  appear  fair ; 
but,  notwithstanding  their  display  of  oratorical 
ability  on  this  point,  I  am  not  convinced.  I  only 
appeal  to  the  feelings  of  this  House  on  the  rejec- 
tion of  our  Minister.  Gentlemen  in  general  say 
that  we  ought  not  to  go  to  war ;  that  we  ought 
rather  to  suffer  indignity.  If  they  had  stopped 
here,  if  indignity  had  been  all,  and  our  dearest 
rights  had  not  been  involved,  I  should  have  found 
no  difficulty  in  agreeing  with  them.  With  them, 
I  will  say  that  I  am  not  for  war. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Free  • 
man)  has  read  a  passage  from  Vattel  to  prove 
that  they  have  only  exercised  their  right,  and  he 
has  said  that  Republics,  in  particular,  have  a 
right  to  send  away  foreign  Ministers  when  they 
hare  nothing  for  them  to  do.  But  can  the  gen- 
tleman put  his  finger  upon  the  place  in  the  law 
of  nations,  or  good  manners,  where  any  nation 
has  rejected  a  foreign  Minister  without  giving 
him  an  audience — refused  a  passport  out  of  the 
State,  and  even  thereafter,  put  him  under  the  ju- 
risdiction of  the  civil  laws  ?  I  ask  the  gentleman, 
on  this  occasion,  for  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know,  what 
could  be  the  reason  ?  Has  Mr.  Pinckney  departed 
from  his  instructions?  Gentlemen  seem  to  talk 
about  sendingan  extraordinary  Minister  to  France. 
1  am  for  it  too.  But  what  have  we  to  do  with 
that?  It  is  better  becoming  us  to  leave  that 
to  the  President.  He  may  send  Mr.  Pinckney, 
with  extraordinary  powers,  or  any  other  Minister, 
but  this  will  not  satisfy  the  etiquette  of  the  French. 
Their  demands  seem  of  such  a  mongrel  kind  that 
it  is  difficult  to  conceive  them.  I  know  no  other 
way,  from  the  least  idea  I  have  of  their  demands, 
than  to  call  Mr.  Pinckney  on  this  side  of  the  At- 
lantic, giving  him  the  same  power  as  before, 
but  call  him  a  Minister  Extraordinary.  This 
word  "  extraordinary"  is  a  very  extraordinary  one 
indeed.  This  is  an  extraordinary  enacting  of 
Congress,  on  an  extraordinary  occasion,  to  send  a 
Minister  Extraordinary,  and  we,  all  this  while, 
are,  in  a  most  extraordinary  manner,  exercising 
the  powers  in  out  intended  directions  to  the  Pre- 
sident. 

It  is  an  opinion,  sir,  that,  by  offering  to  the 
French  the  same  footing  on  whicn  Great  Britain  is 
put  by  the  treaty,  they  will  abandon  all  their  ground 
of  complaint.  Now,  can  this  be  supposed,  when 
they  say  they  have  a  "community  or  privileges?" 
That  they  claim,  if  we  have  granted  privileges  to 
Great  Britain,  they  have  a  right  to  the  same ; 
therefore,  what  they  can  and  will  take  as  a  mat- 
ter of  right,  can  be  no  grievance  in  our  not  grant- 
ing it  freely.  But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia thinks  they  recede  from  some  ground,  of  com- 
plaint ;  but  what  particular  ground  ?  Should  we 
go  to  them  and  give  up  all  into  their  hands  with 
submission,  and  not  say  they  have  done  wrong, 
*nd  ask  redress  ?  Surely,  we  ought  to  do  it,  else 
where  is  our  neutrality. 

Bat  the  third  which  I  mentioned  is  still  more 
objectionable,  because  it  is  interfering  with  the 


Executive  powers.  I  will  not  contend,  though  I 
do  not  doubt,  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the  Consti- 
tution, but  confine  it  merely  to  the  ground  of  pru- 
dence. What  are  we  attempting  to  do?  Why, 
to  prove  that  there  is  not  that  unanimity  in  the 
Government  which  it  has  been  supposed.  It  is 
to  prove  to  the  world  that  this  body  cannot  trust, 
the  Executive  with  the  power  of  negotiation,  al- 
though he  has  declared  he  means  to  prosecute  ne- 
gotiation ;  yet  gentlemen  seem  inclined  not  to  be- 
lieve him.  They  will  say  that  he  is  about  to  in- 
volve the  country  in  a  war,  and  not  prosecute  any 
amicable  adjustment  with  the  French.  If  this  is 
not  evident,  from  the  amendment,  I  am  at  a  loss 
to  know  what  is ;  and  if  not,  from  it.  the  ob- 
servation's of  gentlemen  prove  the  assertion. 

According  to  an  observation  made,  the  Govern- 
ment is  like  a  clock;  that,  if  part  does  not  do  its 
duty,  the  other  part  will  compel  it.  What  does 
this  evince  ?  That  if  the  President  means  hos- 
tility, the  House  will  prevent  it ;  that  the  House 
of  Representatives  take  it  for  granted  that  the 
President  has  done  wrong;  that,  contrary  to  his 
own  inclination  io  do  us  justice,  they  will  compel 
him  ;  that  the  Representatives  of  the  people  being 
in  favor  of  the  French,  and  taking  their  part, 
will  not  regard  their  plunders  and  violation  of 
right.  While  they  say  we  are  right,  the  French 
say,  we  will  not  regard  the  other  parts ;  we  will 
increase  in  our  demands,  while  tney  are  on  our 
side. 

Another  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  says 
that  he  thinks  the  President  waits  for  instruc- 
tions from  us.  So,  then,  the  President  and  Sen- 
ate have  not  wisdom  enough  !  Although  I  have 
heard  of  the  House  of  Representatives  monopo- 
lizing all  the  power,  I  never  heard  that  they  ever 
possessed  all  the  wisdom  of  the  three  branches. 

But  it  is  asked,  may  we  not  express  our  opin- 
ions upon  this  occasion  ?  I  think  we  may  as  in- 
dividuals, but  not  as  a  body ;  but  if  a  body,  not  in 
this  obligatory  kind  of  manner. 

There  is  another  amendment  which  is  not  taken 
so  much  notice  of  as  others.  I  have  said  the  argu- 
ments of  gentlemen  seem  to  be  predicated  upon  a 
supposition  that  the  question  is  a  declaration  of 
war.  It  is  easy  to  conceive  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  observations  has  been  distant  from  the  sub- 
ject; and,  while  going  on  this,  they  might  have 
talked  forever,  and  not  been  nearer  to  a  decision. 
Like  a  writer  I  have  seen,  who  says,  "  where  the 
tongue  is  let  loose,  in  the  frenzy  of  passion,  it  is 
the  man,  and  not  the  subject,  that  is  exhausted." 
I  have  heard  but  one  opinion  on  this  subject — I 
have  heard  war  deprecated  from  every  part  of  this 
House.  No  man  is  willing  to  go  to  war.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  has  asked  if  we  would 
like  to  be  taxed  ?  whether  the  people  would  like 
to  be  plunged  into  an  unnecessary  war?  I  do  not 
think  the  people  would  like  taxes,  and  as  much 
disapprove  of  war,  and  abominate  an  unnecessary 
one.  We  all  want  peace,  but  we  differ  about  the 
means  to  preserve  it.  I  believe  the  best  way  to 
preserve  it  is  to  let  the  Executive  go  on  in  its  own 
way,  in  the  act  of  negotiation,  while  we  prepare 
means  of  defending  our  country  ;  that,  while  we 
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are  not  willing  to  accede  to  any  act  of  offence,  we 
will  prepare  the  most  effectual  means  of  defence. 
I  ask,  is  there  any  reason  to  expect  war  ?  I  be- 
lieve not.  But  gentlemen  say  it  is  probable ;  it 
may  be.  I  do  not  confide  in  any  extraordinary 
negotiation  ;  but,  though  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
effectual,  I  am  still  willing  to  try  it.  My  princi- 
pal hopes  centre  in  a  change  in  the  spirit  and  Le- 
gislature of  the  French  Government.  When  they 
come  to  reflect  on  the  indignities  committed  to- 
wards our  Minister,  and  those  of  thirteen  other 
nations,  whom  they  have  expelled,  they  will  re- 
call what  they  have  done,  and  not  from  negotia- 
tion, nor  our  determination  to  defend  our  rights 
and  honor. 

I  have  been  sorry  to  witness  so  much  passion 
and  partiality  shown  on  both  sides  of  the  ques- 
tion. We  did  not  come  here  to  advocate  the  part 
of  France  or  of  Great  Britain.  It  will  be  time 
enough  to  talk  of  that  if  a  more  ripe  part  of  the 
subject  should  be  presented.  If  gentlemen  had 
not  introduced  the  extensive  arguments  they 
have,  and  to  no  purpose,  we  should  have  been 
through  the  question  before  now. 

I  shall  again  mention  that  I  am  for  providing  a 
suitable  defence,  although  I  should  not  be  willing 
to  leave  this  city  until  the  House  had  paid  proper 
attention  to  the  military,  and  put  us  on  ground 
of  defence.  But  in  my  measures  with  the  French 
Republic,  I  would  be  for  moderation,  not  only  in 
words,  but  in  action,  which  speaks  louder,  and  not 
indulge  that  frenzy  on  either  side  which  must 
naturally  be  attended  with  unpleasant  effects. 
On  the  whole,  I  must  express  my  disapprobation 
of  the  amendments. 

Mr.  Sewall  claimed  the  indulgence  of  the 
committee  for  some  observations,  in  which  he 
should  be  as  brief  as  possible  on  this  interesting 
occasion.  He  had  said  interesting,  without  hav- 
ing in  his  mind  the  estimate  of  it  whicn  some 
gentlemen  had  expressed.  He  did  not  consider 
that  the  fate  of  the  United  States,  as  to  peace  or 
war  with  the  French  Republic,  depended  in  any 
degree  upon  the  present  deliberation.  He  thought 
the  present  question,  however,  sufficiently  inte- 
resting, when  be  considered  that  the  determina- 
tion of  it  would  go  far  to  show  the  disposition  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  as  to  a  provision 
for  the  defence  of  their  country,  when  in  actual 
danger  from  a  foreign  Power.  He  observed  this 
extraordinary  session  of  Congress  to  be  occa- 
sioned by  the  dangers  which  threaten  the  United 
States  on  the  side  of  France.  The  President 
had  informed  them  that  inconsequence  of  the 
complaints  of  that  Republic,  and  their  outrageous 
depredations  on  the  property  of  good  citizens,  a 
respectable  Ambassador  had  been  sent  to  them; 
that  the  object  of  his  mission,  as  expressed  in  his 
letters  of  credence,  had  been  u  to  maintain  that 
good  understanding,  which,  from  the  commence- 
ment of  the  alliance,  bad  subsisted  between  the  two 
nations ;  to  efface  unfavorable  impressions ;  ban- 
ish suspicions,  and  restore  that  cordiality  which 
was  at  once  the  evidence  and  pledge  of  a  friendly 
union;"  and  his  instructions  were  to  the  same 
effect — a  faithfully  to  represent  the  disposition  of 


the  Government  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  their  disposition  being  one;  to  remove  jea- 
lousies, and  obviate  complaints,  by  showing  that 
they  were  groundless ;  to  restore  that  mutual 
confidence  which  has  been  so  unfortunately  and 
injuriously  impaired,  and  to  explain  the  relative 
interests  of  both  countries,  and  the  real  sentiments 
of  his  own." 

Yet  this  peaceable  messenger  has  been  rejected 
without  a  hearing;  has  been  threatened  and  in- 
sulted, and  has  taken  refuse  in  another  country. 
The  complaints  of  France  have  been  long  heard 
and  understood ;  they  have  been  answered  by  the 
Department  of  State  of  the  United  States,  aod 
the  answer  remains  without  reply;  but  she  goes 
on  with  her  depredations,  and  at  length  she  has 
recalled  her  Minister,  and  driven  away  ours.  Her 
open  violation  of  the  right  of  a  neutral  nation. 
not  only  secured  to  us  by  the  common  principles 
of  the  law  of  nations,  but  also  by  a  solemn  treaty. 
which  France  claims  to  hold  in  force  against  us. 
and  the  contemptuous  dismission  of  our  Minister. 
evince  a  hostile  disposition  on  her  part,  and  that 
our  danger  is  imminent.  At  a  moment  like  this, 
to  find  in  this  committee,  among  the  immediate 
Representatives  of  the  people,  the  advocates  oi 
the  French,  condemning  the  Government  of  the 
United  Slates,  and  acquitting  the  French  Govern' 
ment;  or  palliating  and  excusing  those  violences 
and  insults,  of  which  the  circumstances  are  too 
prominent  to  be  disguised,  this  will  be  proving  to 
them  and  to  the  world,  that  we  deserve  the  cha- 
racter of  us  which  is  said  to  be  prevailing  id 
France,  and  which  too  probably  has  encouraged 
their  attack  upon  us;  that  we  are  indeed  torn 
with  factions,  and  that  there  is  a  division  between 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  To  him  it  appeared  that  a  former  tran- 
saction, rather  than  the  business  before  the  com- 
mittee, had  produced  this  debate.  Those  who 
were  once  opposed  to  the  carrying  into  effect  the 
British  Treaty,  arm  themselves  as  renewing  thai 
subject,  and  lighten  up  the  yet  unextinguished 
fires  of  that  transaction. 

If  anything  can  prevent  the  open  hostility 
which  is  now  feared  to  be  approaching,  or  can 
assure  the  United  States  of  a  complete  defence.il 
must  be  the  unanimity  of  their*councils,  and  th< 
mutual  and  unabating  confidence  between  th< 
Government  and  the  people. 

Three  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  advocated 
the  amendment,  have  gone  into  very  labored  argu- 
ments to  prove  that  the  complaints  made  by 
France  against  the  United  States  ought  first  tc 
be  remedied,  and  they  urge  upon  this  House  iov 
mediately  to  condemn  the  Government  of  tb< 
United  States,  and  to  acquit  France. 

This  proneness  to  condemn  on  the  one  side 
and  this  anxiety  to  excuse  on  the  other,  would,  is 
the  transactions  of  common  life,  mark  the  conduc 
of  an  enemy,  and  not  of  a  friend — not  even  of  at 
impartial  judge.  Indeed,  if  they  had  made  god 
the  charges  upon  which  the  condemnation  ii 
to  be  brought,  they  might  be  excused  for  thei' 
sincerity,  whatever  might  be  concluded  of  thei 
patriotism  ;  but  when  the  charges  are  inconsist 
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ent,  unfounded,  and  unjust,  we  are  at  a  loss  to 
say  what  are  the  motives  of  their  conduct.  It  is 
far  from  being  clear  upon  what  grounds  the  GoV- 
erumeot  of  the  United  States  is  to  stand  con- 
ricted  and  self-condemned  before  the  Directory 
of  France;  and  the  gentlemen  who  advocate 
their  proceedings  differ  from  each  other  as  to  the 
principles  upon  which  they  so  readily  condemn 
(be  Government  of  their  own  country.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  selects  from  among 
the  French  complaints,  three  charges,  which  he 
conceives  to  be  entirely  supported  upon  certain 
principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  and  to  admit  of 
no  excuse.  The  gentleman  joins  him  in  con- 
demning the  Government,  but  denies  the  princi- 
ples upon  which  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
had  proceeded,  and  has  never  conceived  them  to 
be  a  part  of  the  law  of  nations.  Another  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  with  that  caution  and 
argument  which  distinguishes  him,  relies  upon 
one  only  of  the  three  charges,  and  upon  this  he 
thinks  the  Government  would  have  been  excusa- 
ble, if  there  had  been  any  necessity  for  a  com- 
mercial treaty*  with  Great  Britain.  He  would 
proceed  to  a  more  particular  examination  of  the 
three  charges,- but  would  first  observe,  that  when 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  could  select  only 
three  of  the  many  complaints  of  the  French 
Republic  as  deserving  attention,  and  had  rejected 
all  the  others,  though  urged  by  them  with  equal 
seriousness  and  determination,  it  might  naturally 
hare  occurred  to  him  that  these  charges  did  not 
exhibit  the  real  dangers  of  the  French ;  that  the 
real  question  between  them  and  us,  was  not 
whether  we  had  forfeited  our  neutrality  by  the 
articles  of  the  British  Treaty,  of  which  she  com- 
plains, any  more  than  whether  we  had  done  her 
an  injury  by  our  law  of  1794,  or  respecting  the 
Consular  convention,  or  any  other  instance  of 
her  numerous  complaints,  but  the  question  is, 
whether  the  United  States  shall  be  involved  and 
made  a  party  with  her  in  the  European  war,  or 
whether  our  rights  as  a  neutral  nation  shall  be 
submitted  to  her,  and  we  should  violate,  in  con- 
formity to  her  wishes,  our  treaty  with  Great  Bri- 
tain? In  his  opinion,  it  was  that  treaty  which 
had  excited  the  complaints  of  the  French,  but 
not  as  applied  to  any  particular  article  of  it.  No, 
it  was  the  treaty  itself;  and  because  the  United 
States  bad  thereby  forfeited  their  neutral  ground, 
and  become  more  able  to  baffle  the  insidious  de- 
signs of  France  for  involving  us  in  the  European 
war.  He  would  submit  it  to  the  committee,  and 
to  their  own  recollection,  whether,  from  the 
coming  of  Mr.  Genet,  the  French  have  not  been 
incessantly  endeavoring  to  drive  us  from  our  neu- 
trality, and  to  engage  us  in  the  projects  of  war  ? 
Even  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  who  so 
warmly  advocates  the  French  complaints,  ac- 
knowledges this;  but  if  it  were  not  acknow- 
ledged, it  would  be  impossible  to  resist  the  evi- 
dence which  exists  at  this  moment. 

He  conceived  the  charges  to  be  examined  were 
immaterial  to  the  present  question.      He   had 
thought  that  an  Address  to  the  President,  in  an- 
swer to  his  patriotic  and  animating  Speech,  might 
5th  Con— 6 


have  rested  upon  the  love  of  our  country  which 
muu  exist  in  the  House  of  Representatives ;  that 
it  would  have  been  given  spontaneously,  and  with 
one  voice,  showing  that  we  were  aware  of  the 
dangers  which  threaten  us,  and  we  thought  only 
of  the  necessary  defence. 

Notwithstanding  his  opinion  that  the  charges 
were  irrelevant  to  the  present  question ;  yet,  as 
they  had  been  brought  into  view,  they  ought  not 
now  to  be  dismissed  without  an  answer. 

The  first  charge  is,,  that  by  the  article  of  the 
British  Treaty  the  principle  is  admitted  that  free 
ships  do  not  make  free  goods ;  and  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  says  that  there  is  no  ameliora- 
tion of  the  effect  of  this  principle,  and  that  it  is  a 
surrender  of  our  neutral  rights;  and  he  will  have 
it  that,  by  the  law  of  nations,  free  ships  make  free 
goods,  and  defies  the  contrary  to  be  shown.  If 
there  should  be  an  examination  of  books  of  ac- 
knowledged authority  in  the  purview  of  the  law 
of  nations,  their  decision  would  undoubtedly  be 
against  him.  The  law  of  nations  may  be  consi- 
dered in  its  origin  as  the  law  of  nature,  deter- 
mined by  the  reason  and  common  consent  of 
mankind,  and  applied  to  the  conduct  of  nations, 
who  are  to  each  other  as  individuals  in  a  state  of 
nature.  If  such  a  state  may  be  supposed,  the  in- 
dividuals in  it  are  governed  by  their  own  natural 
reason  and  sympathy;  and  being  without  any 
common  arbiter  or  judge,  if  an  injury  happens,  it 
is  revenged  by  iorce.  And  so  among  nations — 
injuries  produce  a  state  of  war.  Then  each  party 
in  the  war  aims  at  conquest,  for  the  purposes  of 
securing  dominion,  by  lessening  the  means  and 
power,  or  by  the  destruction  of  its  adversary. 
Hence  is  argued  the  right  of  every  nation  at  war 
to  possess  itself  of  the  goods  and  persons  of  the 
nation  which  has  become  an  enemy.  If  we  can 
suppose  that  one  nation  prosecuting  hostilities 
against  another  has  a  right  to  destroy  the  persons 
of  their  enemy,  we  may  readily  allow  the  right 
of  seizing  their  property,  thereby  to  deprive  them 
of  the  means  of  defence,,  and  to  reduce  their 
power.  If  this  may  be  considered  as  the  general 
principle,  it  is  for  the  gentleman  to  show  the 
limitation  and  exception  which  he  contends  for, 
and  to  show  some  custom,  convention,  or  rule,  by 
which  a  neutral  nation  is  allowed  to  protect  the 
property  of  a  nation  at  war  from  the  rights  of 
hostility  and  the  power  of  its  enemy.  The  armed 
neutrality  is  produced  as  a  convention  having 
that  effect;  and  it  is  granted  that,  with  regard  to 
the  nations  who  were  parties  to  that  convention. 
a  different  principle  was  thereby  established,  ana 
became  obligatory  upon  them ;  but  it  coula  not 
become  the  law  to  those  nations  who  refused  their 
consent  and  would  not  submit  to  it. 

This  is  also  an  answer  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  who  relied  altogether  upon  the 
armed  neutrality  as  constituting  the  law  of  na- 
tions ;  and  he  mentioned  Great  Britain  as  acqui- 
escing in  that  convention.  But  in  this  he  was 
m;staken,  as  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain:  then  the  law  of  nations,  in  this  particu- 
lar, must  be  understood  to  have  been  that  free^ 
ships  do  not  make  free  goods ;  and,  as  a  beliiger-' 
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ent  Power  has  a  right  to  seize  the  goods  of  its 
enemy  wherever  found,  a  neutral  vessel  cannot 
protect  them,  unless  by  force  of  some  treaty  to 
that  effect.  Indeed,  the  law  was  formerly  carried 
to  a  much  greater  extent ;  for  a  neutral  vessel, 
found  in  the  possession  of  an  enemy's  goods,  was 
formerly  considered  as  infected,  and  was  con- 
demned, as  well  as  the  enemy's  property  on  board. 
But  the  principle  has  been  modified  in  this  re- 
spect, and  now  it  is  argued  that  the  enemy's  pro- 
perty shall  be  prize,  and  that  the  neutral  vessel 
shall  go  free. 

Taking  it  then  to  be  the  law  of  nations,  as  far 
as  it  is  generally  established,  that  free  ships  do 
not  make  free  goods,  this  article  of  the  British 
Treaty  affords  to  France  no  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint. The  value  of  the  contrary  principle  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  leaves  nb 
room  to  doubt  the  intents  of  their  desire  and  en- 
deavors to  obtain  it  as  an  article  of  their  Com- 
mercial Treaty  with  Great  Britain.  If  their  at- 
tempts were  ineffectual,  it  would  not  be  contended 
that  the  treaty  ought  to  have  been  refused,  or  the 
hazard  of  war  incurred  for  the  sake  of  this  prin- 
ciple. He  observed,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  admitted  the  law  of  nations  to  be  as 
stated  by  Vattel,  and  as  now  argued.  But,  says 
the  gentlemen,  though  the  principle  is  well  estab- 
lished, yet  the  application  of  it  is  wrong;  for, 
althougn  an  enemy's  goods  may  be  liable,  yet  it 
is  a  violation  of  a  neutral  right  to  enter  a  neutral 
vessel  for  the  purposes  of  search  or  seizure.  But 
the  gentleman  having  admitted  the  principle, 
must  yield  also  what  is  necessarily  connected 
with  it. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  argued  that, 
admitting  it  to  be  the  law  of  nations,  the  United 
States  should  not  have  agreed  to  the  list  estab- 
lishing it,  because  unnecessary,  and  it  is  made 
without  any  amelioration  of  tne  subjects.  To 
this  he  answered,  that  there  is  something  favora- 
ble to  the  United  States  in  that  stipulation.  If  a 
vessel  is  taken  or  captured  on  just  suspicion  of 
having  on  board  enemy's  property,  or  of  carrying 
to  the  enemy  any  of  the  articles  which  are  con- 
traband of  war,  the  vessel  is  to  be  carried  to  the 
nearest  port,  and,  after  the  case  is  decided,  the 
vessel  shall  be  liberated  to  proceed  on  her  voyage. 
Besides,  it  has  been  long  usual  to  introduce  a 
stipulation  to  this  effect,  in  commercial  treaties, 
probably  with  some  reference  to  what  has  been 
mentioned,  as  having  been  the  most  ancient  rule 
in  the  case,  and  thereby  to  provide  for  the  resto- 
ration of  the  neutral  vessels  and  goods,  which  are 
not  to  be  esteemed  to  be  infected,  or  rendered 
liable  to  confiscation  by  the  enemy's  property 
found  with  them. 

There  remains  another  charge  brought  against 
the  United  States,  and  which  is  represented  to  be 
of  a  very  heinous  nature,  indeed.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  spoken  of  it  as  a  stain  in  the 
annals  of  American  history,  which  nothing  can 
obliterate.  It  is  said  to  be  not  only  a  stipulation 
unfavorable  to  France,  but  that  we  had  contrived 
.a  mean  pecuniary  advantage  to  ourselves  from  a 
sacrifice  of  our  interests. 


To  this  he  observed,  that,  if  it  is  the  existing 
law  of  nations  that  an  hostile  nation  has  the  right 
of  reducing  its  enemy,  by  preventing  neutrals 
from  carrying  provisions  into  a  blockaded  port 
then  this  article  has  given  an  advantage  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  and  is  therefore 
favorable  to  the  French  nation.  The  risks  of  a 
voyage,  in  which  supplies  of  that  kind  are  under- 
taken to  be  carried,  are  materially  lessened  by 
this  article.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that,  in  the 
case  of  a  blockaded  or  invested  port,  provisions  are 
liable  to  seizure  ;  but,  when  our  vessels  are  taken 
going  to  such  place,  the  full  value  of  the  provi- 
sions, with  a  reasonable  profit,  freight,  and  dam- 
age, is  to  be  paid.  This,  then,  is  an  heinoiu 
ofience,  the  disgrace  of  our  country,  which  the 
gentleman  endeavors  to  establish.  lie  had  argued 
that  this  article  necessarily  admits  the  practice  oi 
the  English,  which  they  claimed  to  maintain  by 
the  law  of  nations,  and  had  pursued  against  the 
United  States,  but  which  they  had  never  ceased 
to  complain  against — that  is,  the  assumed  rigbi 
of  forbidding  the  carriage  of  provisions  to  a  large 
extent  of  territory,  under  pretence  of  some  gene* 
ral  invasion,  or  of  the  particular  nature  of  thi 
war,  in  which  it  was  their  design  to  reduce  theil 
enemy  by  famine  ;  and  this  the  gentleman  fronj 
Virginia  included,  from  a  supposition  that  thecasi 
of  blockade  or  investment  is  provided  for  by  ano 
ther  article  in  a  distinct  manner  from  this.  Bui 
there  is  no  distinct  provision  of  this  kind ;  and 
what  is  said  of  vessels  which  happen  to  sail  fori 
port  belonging  to  an  enemy,  without  knowing 
that  the  same  is  besieged,  blockaded,  or  invested 
connects  itself  with  the  former  part  of  the  sam< 
article,  and  may  be  rather  understood  to  limit  th< 
intention  of  the  whole  article,  than  to  she  a  larj 
ger  extent  to  the  former  part.  It  is  plain,  how 
ever,  that  the  whole  article  supposes  no  other cas< 
than  what  arises  under  the  existing  law  of  nation^ 
which,  in  the  cases  provided  for  by  this  article 
was  not  precisely  agreed  to ;  and  it  is  not  deniei 
that,  under  the  practice  of  the  English,  not  onlj 
the  United  States,  but  Denmark  and  other  neu 
tral  nations  had  complained.  And  even  in  thil 
view  it  is  justifiable,  as  tending  to  lessen  the  evil 
to  encourage  the  commerce  of  provisions,  and  t 
avoid  a  war  with  Great  Britain,  which  the  sever 
exercise  of  her  claim  might  excite ;  what,  in  thl 
existing  law  of  nations,  must,  in  any  case  of  cap 
ture,  be  determined  by  the  courts  of  law  havinl 
a  maritime  jurisdiction,  and  as  the  English  prac 
tice  of  seizing  provisions  in  the  extensive  manne 
contended  for  by  them  had  never  been  before  a 
lowed,  as  it  is  not  allowed  by  this  act. 

The  letter  of  Mr.  Pinckney  on  this  subject,  anj 
which  has  been  so  triumphantly  quoted  as  deter 
mining  the  law,  does  not  deny  the  right  of  stop 
ping  provisions  from  going  to  a  blockaded  pod 
but  denies  the  construction  by  which  the  Englisl 
had  endeavored  to  maintain  their  novel  and  uo 
justifiable  practices ;  and  it  is  of  this  Mr.  Pinck! 
ney  complains. 

These  complaints  may  be  also  fairly  answerej 
together  by  observing  that  if  there  had  never  bed 
a  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  and  she  had  main 
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tained  the  same  conduct  towards  us  as  the  treaty 
authorizes  respecting  nations  with  whom  she  is 
at  war.  the  depredation  to  France  would  have 
been  the  same,  and  the  only  alternative  to  us 
mast  have  been  war,  or  a  submission  to  the  con- 
struction by  Great  Britain  of  the  law  of  nations, 
and  from  which  her  superior  force  prevents  an 
appeal.  As  to  the  increase  of  the  list  of  articles 
deemed  contraband  of  war,  it  was  no  violation  of 
neutrality,  even  determining  by  the  Convention 
of  the  Armed  Neutrality.  Here  rhe  evidence 
from  that  convention  concludes  against  those 
who  would  establish  this  complaint.  It  ought  to 
be  understood  that  the  declaration  of  the  King  of 
Denmark,  making  a  part  of  that  convention,  re- 
lies upon  his  treaty  with  Great  Britain,  and  which 
expresses  and  makes  contraband  the  same  lists 
which  are  enumerated  in  her  treaty  with  the 
Uuited  States. 

If  there  is  a  necessity  of  yielding  to  France, 
and  giving  up  principles  which  are  jusi  and  honor- 
able for  us  to  maintain,  let  it  be  done  in  the  mode 
pointed  out  by  the  Constitution — by  the  means  of 
discussion  between  the  Minister  of  the  Executive 
and  the  Directory  of  France.    He  thought  it  a 
matter  of  great  importance  to  the  United  States 
that  we  should  preserve  those  articles  in  our 
treaty  with  France,  which  give  freedom  to  our 
commerce  in  time  of  war,  and  which  limit  the 
articles  of  contraband.    To  suspend  our  advan- 
tages during  the  present  war  in  compliance  with 
France,  if  she  requires  it,  would  be  better  than  a 
total  relinquishment.    The  close  of  this  war  may 
give  an  opportunity  of  discussing  this  subject 
more  successfully  than  it  could  be  done  at  this 
time.    Perhaps  the  United    States  may  obtain 
even  from  Great  Britain  to  consider  and  agree  to 
make  goods  free  on  board  of  free  ships  in  all  cases 
but  those  of  actual  blockade  and  investment ;  we 
may  obtain  from  her  to  limit  the  articles  of  con- 
traband.   If  it  can  be  done,  it  is  needless  to  say 
that  our  commerce  will  be  greatly  benefited,  and 
in  the  periods  of  European  war  will  very  much 
increase.    In  any  view,  he  asked,  why  surrender 
this  part  of  the  treaty  with  France  without  a  re- 
ciprocal stipulation  as  to  some  articles  which  are 
disadvantageous  to  the 'United  States?    Why  is 
this  to  be  done  out  of  the  ordinary  course,  and  by 
the  direction  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  other  departments 
of  the  Government?    He  here  anticipated  an  ar- 
gument which  he  had  intended  to  offer  in  another 
place,  and  proceeded  to  show  that  the  House 
could  have  no  reason  to  hesitate  in  giving  their 
confidence  to  the  Executive,  for  there  had  been 
no  remissness  of  endeavors  for  entering  into  a  ne- 
gotiation with  France ;  on  the  contrary,  it  would 
appear  from  the  highest  authority  that  attempts 
had  been  made  to  negotiate,  and  that  the  negotia- 
tion Had  been  directed  to  the  very  object  of  our 
present  concern;  and  had  there  been  on  the  part 
of  France  a  disposition  to  accommodate,  they 
night  long  have  had  satisfaction   upon  all  the 
complaints  which  any   of  the  committee  have 
thought  deserving  of  consideration.  He  then  read 
from  Mr.  Pickering's  letter  to  Mr.  Adet,  dated 


June  30, 1795,  several  passages  to  prove  the  eager- 
ness which  the  Executive  then  discovered  to  Mr. 
Adet  for  a  negotiation  with  France  y  and  having 
contrasted  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States,  in  overlooking  Mr.  Adet's  want  of 
formal  powers,  with  the  conduct  of  the  French 
Directory,  who  were  supposed  by  their  advocates 
to  have  driven  Mr.  Pinckney  from  France  be- 
cause he  had  not  the  character  of  a  special  En- 
voy, he  proceeded  to  read  some  passages  from  a 
letter  of  Mr.  Adet,  stating  objections  to  the  Bri- 
tish Treaty,  and  the  reply  of  the  Secretary  in  July. 
1796 ;  and  upon  these  he  argued  the  eagerness  ot 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States  to  give  France 
satisfaction  on  the  subject  of  those  complaints 
which  Mr.  Adet  had  offered  as  objections  to  the 
British  Treaty.    In  fact,  he  was  ready  to  allow 
that  the  advantages  supposed  to  be  secured  to  our 
commerce  by  the  treaty  with  France,  but  which,  in 
fact,  we  had  never  enjoyed;  as  France  had  in- 
stantly and  openly  violated  the  treaty  in  this  re- 
spect, could  not  be  retained  unless  all  nations 
would  submit  to  the  same  rule,  or  unless  neutral 
nations  should  arm  themselves  in  support  of  the 
rights  of  their  neutrality ;  but,  with  the  United 
States,  the  commercial  advantages  to  be  obtained 
would  never  compensate  for  the  hazard  and  expense 
of  arming.  To  concede  these  articles  of  the  French 
Treaty,  during  the  period  of  the  present  war,  was 
a  matter  of  no  importance;  but  to  retain  them  as 
a  subject  for  discussion  when  peace  should  ensue, 
and  with  a  view  to  their  being  generally  adopted, 
appeared  to  him  to  be  very  important.    To  make 
the  concession,  as  proposed  by  the  amendment, 
was  at  once  to  lose  our  hopes  of  an  equitable  ar- 
rangement, which  might  prove  so  advantageous 
to  the  commerce  of  neutral  nations.    Suppose, 
said  he,  that  the  amendment  before  the  committee 
is  agreed  to,  and  an  Envoy  Extraordinary  is  sent 
to  Paris,  carrying  with  him,  not  as  concealed  in- 
structions, but  openly,  this  direction  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States,  what  will  the  Executive  Directory  say  ? 
"Your  Representatives  have  conceded  to  France 
this  article  of  your  treaty,  and  are  desirous  we 
should  have  a  right  to  inflict  upon  you  all  the 
losses  which  you  suffer  at  the  hands  of  our  Envoy." 
If  this  Envoy  talked  of  entering  into  stipulations, 
they  would  tell  him  he  had  nothing  to  argue : 
"You  have  your  instructions  from  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people — look  to  them."    It  would  be 
in  vaiu  for  him  to  urge  his  instructions  from  the 
President.    They  would  answer  him,  "We  know 
your  Government;  your  Executive  is  separate 
from  the  people;  it  is  an  idea  we  have  along 
time  entertained  ;  now  you  see  it  verified.    The 
House  of  Representatives,  the  immediate  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  declare  the  fact." 

I  have  endeavored  to  come  to  this  conclusion, 
for,  after  all  the  violations  of  our  neutrality,  the 
depredations  and  spoliations  on  our  commerce  by 
both  France  and  England  have  little  to  do  with 
the  question  before  us. 

The  question  is,  whether  we  will  agree  to  such 
an  Address  as  will  show  our  disposition  to  defend 
our  country  in  case  peace  cannot  be  maintained 
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with  'France.  Whether  the  United  States  shall 
have  peace  or  war  with  the  French  Republic, 
was,  in  his-  opinion,  to  depend  upon  events  over 
which  we  have  no  control. 

The  French  are  not  pointing  their  measures 
against  the  United  States  in  particular,  but  they 
mean  to  compel  all  other  neutral  nations  to  aban- 
don the  British  commerce.  To  this  end  they 
have  coerced  the  Republic  of  Genoa.  Their  in- 
fluence has  been  more  direct  still  upon  Geneva, 
whose  Government  they  have  overturned  without 
any  open  war;  they  have  annihilated  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  Dutch,  and  they  lead  as  in  strings 
the  humbled  Monarch  of  Spain.  It  is  not  the 
United  States  alone  that  is  threatened :  Denmark, 
Hamburg,  and  Bremen,  have  heard  the  mandates 
of  the  French  Directory,  and  are  required  to  with- 
hold from  any  commerce  with  England.  It  de- 
gends,  then,  upon  the  power  which  France  may 
ave  to  execute  these  intentions  whether  the 
United  States  shall  be  alike  coerced. 

Looking  upon  this  country  as  involved  in  the 
general  designs  of  France,  we  should  provide  for 
our  defence  before  she  shall  suddenly  overwhelm 
us,  annihilate  our  Government,  and  reduce  us 
again  to  the  abject  state  of  Colonies.  If  this  can- 
not be  done,  we  must  abide  the  misery  which  we 
cannot  avoid.  Let  us  have  it  to  say  that  we  were 
not  negligent  in  providing  against  the  evil ;  that 
our  nation  did  not  meet  its  fate  without  a  strug- 
gle ;  and  that  we  did  not  at  once  join  with  France 
in  producing  the  misfortunes  of  our  country.  Le't 
us  have  it  to  say  that  we  have  fortified  our  har- 
bors; that  we  animated  our  militia,  ancfarmed 
our  shipping;  but,  after  all,  that  we  were  forced 
to  submit  to  events  we  could  not  control. 

He  believed  that  we  had  resources  in  ourselves, 
and  that  we  should  obtain  the  aid  of  foreign  na- 
tions. It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  they  will  look 
on  inattentive,  or  that  they  will  be  indisposed  to 
join  in  alliance  with  any  nation  likely  to  be  in- 
volved in  their  common  calamity.  If  France  has 
already  divided  many  nations,  and  by  that  means 
overcome  them — if  she  is  still  rushing  on  in  her 
mad  career,  the  time  may  come  when  all  nations, 
seeing  no  end  to  her  ambitious  projects,  will  rise 
together  to  oppose  her.  Their  united  exertions 
may  succeed  against  the  overwhelming  power  of 
France,  and  secure  to  the  nations  their  inde- 
pendence. 

There  is  a  hope  that  our  danger  may  be  pre- 
vented by  various  circumstances.  France  is  yet 
in  a  revolutionary  state;  there  are  frequent 
changes  in  the  French  Government.  A  change 
of  men  may  produce  a  change  of  measures,  and 
the  apprehension  of  driving  us  into  a  close  foreign 
alliance  may  have  considerable  effect  in  prevent- 
ing her  from  prosecuting  any  hostile  intention 
she  may  entertain  against  us. 

He  did  not  mean  to  insinuate  that  any  gentle 
man  in  the  committee  was  in  the  smallest  degree 
under  the  influence  of  France.  He  would  attri- 
bute observations  and  arguments  unaccountable 
to  him  to  that  sentiment  of  gratitude  to  France 
of  which  so  much  has  been  said. 
He  thought  if  we  could  relieve  ourselves  in  the 


present  crisis  by  our  own  exertions,  we  shall  be 
more  secure  hereafter,  we  shall  have  less  confi- 
dence in  tlje  kindness  of  France,  and  we  shall  be- 
come more  secure,  as  we  are  convinced  that  our 
happiness  depends  alone  upon  ourselves,  upon  the 
love  of  our  country,  and  the  support  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  a  disposition  to  defend  it  against  all 
encroachments  from  foreign  influence  or  domestic 
faction. 

If  the  Address  to  the  President  is  viewed  in 
this  interesting  light,  we  cannot  hesitate  to  reject 
the  amendments ;  we  cannot  hesitate  to  leave  it 
to  the  proper  constituted  authorities  to  make  the 
compromise,  which  we  all  desire  with  the  French 
Republic. 

He  had  been  surprised  to  hear  it  said  that  the 
President's  Speech  was  a  declaration  of  war. 
Nothing  can  be  more  contrary  to  the  truth.  In 
what  part  is  the  sound  of  war?  Is  a  recommen- 
dation to  arm  in  our  own  defence  a  declaration  of 
war  ?  Is  it  a  declaration  of  war  to  say  we  will 
defend  our  Government  and  ourselves  ?  It  might 
be  understood  that  Americans  are  attached  to 
their  own  institutions,  and  will  defend  them  to 
the  last. 

The  means  of  this  defence  recommended  byj 
the  President  are  not  now  under  consideration. 
There  is  no  choice  of  measures  in  the  report  of 
the  Select  Committee;  there  is  nothing  intimated 
that  implies  such  an  idea.  He  understood  the 
reported  Address  merely  to  express  that  we  will 
undertake  the  defence  of  the  country.  If  the  sub- 
ject had  been  thus  considered,  we  had  been  >pared 
from  hearing  accusations  of  the  Executive,  and  i 
debate  to  settle  the  articles  of  a  treaty.  We 
ought  to  leave  that  business  to  the  proper  envoys^ 
and  attend  to  the  necessary  public  defence,  which, 
instead  of  plunging  us  into  hostilities,  is  the  besl 
mode  of  avoiding  them.  A  country  well  pre- 
pared for  its  defence  is  not  likely  to  be  attacked 
Are  these  counsels  of  war  ?  No,  they  are  coun- 
sels of  peace.  He  then  read  the  principal  pas- 
sages of  the  Address,  observing  upon  their  pro 
priety  to  the  occasion,  the  necessity  of  declaring 
the  indignation  which  every  one  must  feel  at  th] 
insults  offered  by  the  French  Directory  to  thi 
Government,  and,  as  it  ought  to  be  understood 
through  them  to  the  people  of  the  United  Stated 
and  upon  the  call  we  now  had  to  vindicate,  byj 
public  declaration,  the  conduct  of  the  Govern 
ment  in  maintaining  their  neutrality,  which  bj 
himself  was  of  opinion  had  been  perfectly  ion 
partial,  and  from  which  no  one  would  accas 
them  of  an  intentional  departure;  and  observe; 
that  the  words  of  the  Address  which  had  beej 
objected  to  as  applicable  to  the  Executive  d< 
partments  alone,  evidently  comprehended  tb 
whole  Government;  and,  after  some  other  obsel 
vations  upon  the  tenor  of  the  Address,  conclude! 
with  observing  that  gentlemen  were  very  in 
properly  anxious  to  provide  for  a  negotiation  witl 
France,  and  to  settle  the  terms,  but  for  his  par| 
he  thought  that,  if  we  would  promote  the  negt 
tiation  as  well  as  prepare  against  an  unfavorabl 
event,  our  principal  care  should  be  to  provide  ft 
the  public  defence. 
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Mr.  Findley  followed  Mr.  Sewall  in  favor  of 
the  amendment,  and  the  sitting  was  closed  by 
some  additional  observations  of  Mr.  Otis,  and 
some  remarks  upon  them  by  Mr.  Nicholas. 


Saturday,  May  27. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Kentucky, 
Thomas  T.  Davis  ;  and  from  Massachusetts, 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  appeared,  produced  their 
credentials,  and  took  their  seats. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENT'S  3PEECH. 

The  House  again  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  Answer  reported  to  the  Presi- 
dent's Address  ;  when,  Mr.  Nicholas's  amend- 
ment being  under  consideration,  Mr.  Bayard 
opened  the  debate  against  the  amendment.  Mr. 
Shepard  followed  on  the  same  side.  Mr.  Rut- 
ledge  also  again  occupied  the  attention  of  the 
committee  against  the  amendment,  and  in  the 
course  of  his  observations  having  noticed  some 
remarks  of  Mr.  Swanwick,  he  was  replied  to  by 
him.  Mr.  Smith  next  occupied  the  floor  in  be- 
half of  the  amendment;  afterwards  Mr.  Dana, 
who  was  opposed  to  the  former  part  of  it,  which 
related  to  the  rejection  of  our  Minister,  but  in 
favor  of  that  part  which  had  reference  to  the  pla- 
cing France  on  the  footing  of  other  countries 
with  respect  to  treaties,  and  with  some  small  ex- 
ceptions to  the  other  parts.  Mr.  Dana  having 
finished  his  observations,  and  it  being  the  usual 
hour  of  adjournment,  there  seemed  to  be  a  pretty 
general  wish  to  take  the  question,  the  call  for  it 
Being  very  loud;  when  Mr.  Harper  rose,  and 
wished  to  deliver  his  sentiments  on  the  occa- 
sion. After  he  had  spoken  about  half  an  hour, 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment,  Mr.  Otis  in- 
formed the  committee  that  he  was  sorry  to  say 
that  the  Speaker  was  indisposed,  and  suggested 
the  propriety  of  the  committee's  rising,  that  the 
House  might  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  immediately  put  and  carried, 
and  the  House  adjourned. 


Monday,  May  29. 
AN8WER  TO  PRESIDENTS  8PEEOH. 

The  House  again  formed  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  Answer  reported  to 
the  President's  Speech,  and  Mr.  Nicholas's 
amendment  being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  Harper  resumed  his  observations  against 
the  amendment,  as  follows: 

Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  time  the  interruption 
took  place  on  Saturday,  by  the  unfortunate  in- 
disposition of  the  Speaker,  I  had  drawn  near  to 
the  close  of  those  observations,  with  which,  at 
that  time,  I  intended  to  trouble  the  committee. 
I  shall  now  resume,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the 
same  train  of  remarks,  and  bring  them  to  a  con- 
clusion as  speedily  as  possible.  As  more  time, 
however,  is  now  afforded  to  me,  I  will  take  a 
range  somewhat  more  extensive  than  I  had  pre- 
scribed to  myself  on  the  former  day,  endeav- 
oring, at  the  same  time,  to  avoid  everything  not 


strictly  relative  to  the  question  on  the  amendment 
now  under  consideration. 

[Mr.  H.  here  observed,  that  he  should  go  a  lit- 
tle out  of  his  way.  in  order  to  notice  and  refute 
some  positions  laid  down  by  gentlemen  in  favor 
of  the  amendment,  which,  though  wholly  irrele- 
vant to  the  present  question,  would  have  a  ten- 
dency, if  allowed  to  pass  uncontradicted,  to  ren- 
der the  people  discontented  with  the  Government. 
Having  concluded  his  remarks  upon  this  subject, 
he  proceeded  thus:] 

The  scope  and  object  of  this  amendment  is  to 
recommend  it  to  the  President,  to  offer  certain 
concessions  to  France,  in  the  negotiations  which 
he  has  declared  it  his  intention  to  commence. 
These  concessions  are  understood  to  relate  to  the 
list  of  contraband,  which  is  more  extensive,  as 
stated  by  the  British  Treaty,  than  in  that  with 
France ;  and  to  the  right  of  taking  enemies  goods 
out  of  neutral  ships,  which  Britain  enjoys,  and 
France,  by  her  treaty  with  us,  has  given  up.  In 
these  two  points  it  is  the  scope  and  object  of  the 
amendment  to  recommend  that  the  two  nations 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing.  Hence  the 
amendment  is  to  be  considered  under  two  points 
of  view;  first,  the  recommendation  itself;  and 
secondly,  the  thing  recommended. 

As  to  the  recommendation  itself.  I  ask,  is  it 
Constitutional  ?  is  it  useful  ?  is  it  politic  ? 

With  respect  to  its  constitutionality,*  everybody 
knows  that  the  power  of  negotiation  is  given  wholly 
to  the  President  by  the  Constitution,  and  that  of 
making  treaties  to  the  President  and  Senate.  Can 
the  House  of  Representatives  control  or  direct 
that  power?  Can  it  instruct  the  President  in 
matters  which  the  Constitution  has  entrusted 
solely  and  exclusively  to  his  judgment  ?  Shall  it 
undertake  to  instruct  him  ?  will  he  tye  bound  to 
obey  those  instructions?  Should  he  think  fit  to 
pursue  a  different  course,  will  the  House  be  jus- 
tified by  the  Constitution  and  their  duty  in  with- 
holding supplies,  and  in  leaving  the  country 
without  defence?  Do  gentlemen  foresee  the  di- 
lemma which  they  are  preparing  for  themselves 
and  for  the  House;  a  dilemma  in  which  they 
must  choose  between  pride  and  duty,  between 
supporting  the  Executive  in  measures  adopted 
against  their  advice,  and  leaving  the  country  de- 
fenceless, at  the  mercy  of  all  who  may  choose  to 
assail  it  ?  What  possible  effect  can  this  interfer- 
ence have,  but  to  lay  the  foundations  of  a  schism 
between  the  different  departments  of  Govern- 
ment? 

But  admitting  such  a  recommendation  to  be 
conformable  to  the  Constitution,  in  what  is  it 
useful  ?  Is  it  to  dispose  the  Executive  to  treat  ? 
If  so,  it  is  useless,  for  he  already  has  that  disposi- 
tion, and  has  strongly  declared  it  in  his  Speech  to 
both  Houses.  He  has  declared  it  as  his  resolution 
"  to  institute  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation,  and 
to  promote  and  accelerate  an  accommodation, 
provided  one  can  be  made  on  terms  compatible 
with  the  rights,  duties,  interests,  and  honor  of  the 
nation."  He  has  declared  that,  if  we  have  com- 
mitted "  errors,  and  these  can  be  demonstrated,  we 
shall  be  willing  to  correct  them.    If  we  have 
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done  injuries,  we  shall  be  willing,  on  conviction, 
to  redress  them.7'  Can  there  be  a  spirit  more  con- 
ciliatory ;  or  would  gentlemen  wish  to  see  the  ne- 
gotiations conducted  on  other  principles? 

Is  it  to  give  information  to  the  Executive,  to 
point  out  the  course  which  the  public  good  re- 
quires to  be  taken  ?  But  do  gentlemen  imagine 
that  the  Executive  is  ignorant  of  the  public  in- 
terest, or  less  acquainted  with  it  than  the  House? 
Is  it  not  notorious  that  bodies  of  this  kind  are  al- 
ways unfit  for  negotiation  ?  Have  not  the  people 
declared  it,  by  placing  that  power  in  the  hands  of 
the  President  ?  Can  gentlemen  suppose  that  the 
House  possesses,  or  can  possess,  all  the  informa- 
tion necessary,  in  forming:  an  opinion  about  what 
ought  to  be  given,  and  what  ought  to  be  required, 
in  a  negotiation  with  another  nation  ?  Can  the 
House  foresee  all  that  may  happen,  to  render  this 
offer  inexpedient,  or  useless,  or  unnecessary,  to 
justify  other  offers,  or  to  make  demands  necessa- 
ry, instead  of  offers  of  any  kind  ?  What  will 
become  of  the  power  of  negotiation  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive, if  the  House  is  first  to  instruct  him,  and 
afterwards  to  censure  him  ? 

Some  gentlemen  have  seemed  to  think  that 
this  amendment  would  give  weight  to  the  nego- 
tiation abroad ;  would  strengthen  the  hands  of  the 
Executive,  and  place  him  on  higher  {ground.  But 
how  is  this  effect  to  be  produced  ?  By  showing, 
it  is  answered,  that,  in  making  this  offer,  all  the 
branches  of  Government  are  united,  and  that  the 
ground  thus  taken  will  be  firmly  supported.  But 
must  it  not  be  perfectly  evident  that  the  best  way 
of  giving  this  impression  is,  to  pursue  a  conduct 
and  hold  a  language  which  will  evince  a  perfect 
confidence  in  the  Executive,  and  a  determination 
to  support  him  with  the  whole  force  and  resources 
of  the  country  ?  Then  it  is,  that  the  offers  of  the 
Executive  will  come  with  weight,  when  they 
come  with  evidence  of  union  in  the  Government, 
and  of  mutual  confidence  among  the  various  de- 
partments. 

Some  gentlemen  havesupported  this  amendment 
on  the  ground  that  it  will  give  confidence  to  the 
people  of  this  country  in  the  Executive :  and  one 
gentleman,  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Nicholas)  has 
gone  so  far  as  to  say,  that  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try will  not  support  the  Government  unless  its 
measures  are  right.  Admitting  this  opinion  to  be 
true,  ^and  I  am  inclined  to  think  it  may  be,)  still 
it  wilt  remain  to  be  inquired,  by  what  means  and 
on  what  standard  the  people  would  form  their 
opinion  of  the  propriety  and  wisdom  of  the  mea- 
sures pursued  by  their  Government.  Not  cer- 
tainly from  the  declarations  of  that  gentleman  or 
his  friends ;  because  there  has  not  been  one  mea- 
sure adopted  by  the  Government  since  its  forma- 
tion which  they  have  not  opposed  in  the  House 
and  out  of  it,  on  which  they  have  not  set  the 
stamp  of  their  most  decided  censure ;  and  yet, 
sir,  we  have  seen  all  these  measures  supported  and 
approved  of  by  the  people.  We  have  seen  the 
late  President,  who  was  in  a  peculiar  manner  the 
author  of  them,  under  whose  auspices  they  were 
adopted  and  established,  in  spite  of  the  most  vio- 
lent and  persevering  opposition  from  these  very 


gentlemen — we  have  seen  him  surrounded  with 
applause,  with  gratitude,  and  with  thanks,  from 
every  quarter  of  the  Union ;  we  have  seen  the 
wisdom  and  firmness  of  his  administration  made 
one  very  principal  ground  of  these  thanks  and 
applauses ;    and    even   in  a   former    House   of 
Representatives,  where   the  principles  of  these 
gentlemen  did  so  greatly  preponderate,  when  they 
moved  to  strike  out  of  an  address  to  this  great 
man  a  clause  expressly  approving  his  administra- 
tion, as  wise,  firm,  and  greatly  beneficial  to  his 
country,  the  motion  was  overruled  by  a  very  large 
majority ;  and  when  the  address  itself,  containing 
this  obnoxious  clause,  was  put  to  the  vote,  it 
passed  with  only  twelve  nays.    Yet  gentlemen 
talk  to  us,  as  if  they  were  the  standard  by  which  ! 
the  people  would  measure  the  conduct  of  Gov-  [ 
ernment !    Sir,  the  people  are  not  truly  estimated 
by  those  gentlemen.    They  are  not  the  blind,  ig- 
norant herd  which  those  gentlemen  take  them  to  ! 
be.    They  will  do  in  future  what  they  have  al-  | 
ways  done  heretofore — they  will  judge  of  the 
measures  of  Government  by  the  measures  them*  ! 
selves,  and  by  the  just  confidence  which  they  ; 
have  long  placed  in  those  whom  they  have  ap- 
pointed to  administer  it ;  not  by  the  opinions  or  ; 
invectives  of  this  or  that  set  of  men,  either  oq 
this  floor  or  out  of  doors.    Gentlemen  ought  to  ! 
be  admonished,  by  the  frequent  and  always  unsuc-  | 
cessful  appeals  which  they  have  made  to  the  peo-  ; 
pie,  to  give  up  at  length  this  vain  chimera  of  be-  ! 
tng  able  to  rule  public  opinion,  with  which  they  ' 
have  so  long  suffered  themselves  to  be  deluded.     | 
I  hold,  sir,  in  my  band  a  paper  from  that  very  j 
quarter  where  gentlemen  probably  suppose,  and 
not  without  appearance  ox  reason,  that  their  la- 1 
bors  in  the  vineyard  of  opposition   have   been  j 
crowned  with  most  success.    It  is  an  address  from  , 
Mecklenburg  county,  in  Virginia,  to  their  Repre- 
sentative on  this  floor,  and  contains  sentiments  so  ' 
just,  so  truly  patriotic,  and  so  applicable  to  the 

Eoint  of  confidence  in  Government,  that  I  cannot  | 
elp  reading  it  to  the  committee,  though  I  am 
sensible  it  must  have  already  attracted  the  notice  ', 
of  every  individual.    [Mr.  H.  then  read  the  ad- ! 
dress.]  | 

This  paper,  sir,  affords  a  most  consoling  and 
honorable  contrast  to  the  speeches  which  have 
lately  been  heard  on  this  floor.    It  contains  senti- 
ments which  I  have  no  doubt  are  reverberated 
from  the  hearts  of  every  American  in  every  part 
of  the  Union,  and  which  prove  how  far  the  peo- 
ple, even  that  part  of  them  on  which  these  gen-  \ 
tlemen  have  most  particularly  relied,  are  from 
sharing  with  them  in  their  want  of  affection  for1 
the  Government,  and  of  confidence  in  its  mea- ' 
sures.    There  is  nothing  in  this  address  to  prove  [ 
that  the  people  in  that  part  of  the  Union  will  re-! 
fuse  to  support  the  Government,  unless  those  gen-' 
tlemen  should  inform  them  that  its  measures  were 
right.  ! 

I  also  consider  the  recommendation  contained  | 
in  this  amendment  as  extremely  impolitic.    Is  it 
good  policy  to  show  the  enemy  your  eagerness  to  [ 
treat,  your  eagerness  to  make  concessions  ?    Is  it 
good  policy  to  show  to  France  that  you  have  no 
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confidence  in  the  Executive,  in  his  wisdom,  his 
information,  his  patriotic  intentions,  that  you  think 
it  necessary  to  instruct  and  direct  him?  Is  it  good 
policy  to  send  the  Executive  trammelled  to  France; 
to  send  him  in  a  situation,  where  he  must  either 
yield  to  a  part  of  her  demands,  or  go  against  the 
recommendations  of  this  House  ?   Is  this  the  way 
to  gire  weight  to  his  negotiations,  or  to  lessen  her 
demands  ?    Is  it  true,  that  there  is  in  this  House 
a  majority  who  do  not  confide  in  the  Executive  ? 
I  repeat  the  question,  and  I  address  it  not  to  those 
gentlemen  whose  constant  employment  it  has  been 
tor  eight  years  past,  in  the  House  and  out  of  it, 
to  oppose  the  Executive  and  every  measure  which 
he  was  understood  to  favor,  to  declare  their  dis- 
trust of  him,  and  endeavor  to  weaken  that  confi- 
dence so  justly  reposed  in  him  by  the  people.    I 
address  not  mysell  to  these :  I  address  myself  to 
those  gentlemen,  and  some  such  there  no  doubt 
are.  who,  entertaining  just  ideas  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  reposing  full  confidence  in  the  Execu- 
tive, may,  nevertheless,  be  inclined  to  favor  this 
recommendation,  because  they  think  it  a  harmless 
thing.  I  could  ask  these  gentlemen,  whether  there 
is  a  majority  in  this  House  who  do  not  think  the 
Executive  worthy  of  confidence  in  the  perform- 
ance of  his  Constitutional  functions?    I  could 
ask  them  whether  they  are  willing  to  make  this 
declaration,  if  they  do  not  believe  it?    I  could 
ask  them  whether,  admitting  it  to  be  true,  it  would 
be  prudent  to  tell  France  so  7    I  would  ask  them 
what,  beside  such  a  declaration,  France  can  see 
in  this  amendment  ?    I  answer,  and  they  must,  I 
think,  join  me  in  the  answer;  that  she  can  see 
nothing  else.     She  will  see  in  it  a  proof  and  con- 
firmation of  her   present  opinion,  that  we  are  a 
divided  people ;  that  the  people  are  divided  from 
the  Government,  and  the  Government  divided 
within  itself.     This  will  encourage  her  to  press 
and  heighten  her  demands ;  for,  seeing  us,  as  she 
will  think,  divided,  she  will  remember  one  part 
of  the  Scripture,  while  she  forgets  all  the  rest, 
that  ;'a  house  divided  against  itself  cannot  stand." 
As  I  believe  this  recommendation  to  be  uncon- 
stitutional,  useless,  and  highly  impolitic,  I  can 
never  give  my  vote  in  its  favor. 

I  will  now  ask  gentlemen,  who  may  think  the 
recommendation  not  improper,  whether  the  mea- 
sure recommended  is  entitled  to  their  support? 
Why  should  it  be  entitled  to  support?  Either 
because  it  is  necessary,  or  because  it  is  useful; 
because  it  is  demanded  by  justice,  or  recommend- 
ed by  good  policy  ? 

If  the  measure  were  really  necessary,  or  useful, 
surely  the  Executive  is  as  well  apprized  of  that 
necessity  and  utility,  as  well  qualified  to  judge 
ibout  it,  as  the  House  of  Representatives:  and 
the  thing  will  be  as  well  done  by  him  alone,  and 
mil  have  as  much  effect,  as  if  the  House  were  to 
join  in  it :  the  claims  of  justice  can  be  as  com- 
pletely satisfied  in  one  case  as  in  the  other ;  the 
inds  of  policy  as  completely  attained.  Though 
I  myself  have  very  little  reliance  on  the  useful- 
ness of  the  measure,  and  no  conviction  of  itr  ne- 
cessity, still  I,  for  one,  am  perfectly  willing  that  it 
should  be  tried  by  the  Executive,  and  perfectly 


willing  that  it  should  be  effected,  if  the  Executive 
think  fit.  Neither  have  I  any  doubt  that  it  will  be 
tried.  The  very  debate  in  this  House  will  inform 
the  Executive  of -the  propriety  of  trying  it;  and  I 
have  no  doubt,  moreover,  that  the  Executive  is 
'disposed  to  make  the  attempt,  to  offer  these  advan- 
tages to  France.  I  know  nothing  directly  of.  the 
opinion  of  the  Executive,  but  I  know  that  those 
who  are  about  the  Executive  have  this  opinion, 
and  are  disposed  to  make  this  offer  to  France;  not 
perhaps  in  the  unqualified  and  unconditional  man- 
ner recommended  by  some  gentlemen,  but  on 
terms  consistent  with  the  honor  and  interests  of 
this  country,  and  with  which  the  public,  when  it 
comes  to  be  informed  of  them,  will  be  satisfied. 
I,  therefore,  even  if  I  thought  this  measure  not 
only  useful  but  necessary,  should  still  leave  it  most 
willingly  to  the  President.  But  as  there  are  gen- 
tlemen in  the  House,  who  may  be  inclined  to  favor 
the  recommendation,  from  an  opinion  that  the 
measure  recommended  is  necessary  or  useful,  I 
will  adJress  some  considerations  to  them,  by 
which  they  may,  perhaps,  be  induced  to  doubt 
whether  it  is  either  the  one  or  the  other. 

First,  I  ask  them,  how  this  measure,  this  con- 
cession to  France,  can  be  necessary  ?  Do  gentle- 
men contend  that  this  country  is  too  weak  to 
defend  her -rights;  that  it  must  yield  to  the  de- 
mands of  a  foreign  Power,  merely  because  those 
demands  are  made  ?  I  have  not  so  understood 
them.  Supple  as  their  language  has  been,  and 
submissive  as  their  course  of  policy  seems  calcu- 
lated to  become,  they  have  not  yet  bent  thus  low. 
But  they  have  contended  that  this  concession  is 
necessary,  because  it  is  right;  because  justice  re- 
quires it.  And  how  does  justice  require  it  ?  Be- 
cause, according  to  them,  having  yielded  these 
rights  to  England  by  our  treaty  with  her,  impar- 
tial justice  requires  that  we  should  yield  them 
also  to  France. 

This  argument  rests  on  the  ground  that  Britain 
does  not  possess  these  rights  by  the  law  of  nations, 
which  point  gentlemen  have  taken  much  pains, 
and  made  many  elaborate  dissertations,  to  estab- 
lish. I  shall  not  follow  them  through  this  long 
diplomatic  discussion,  which  is  much  better  suited 
to  the  Department  of  State,  and  has  there  been 
handled  in  a  very  masterly  and  satisfactory  man- 
ner. I  believe,  that  when  the  official  paper  on 
this  subject,  lately  published  from  the  Department 
of  State,  shall  be  read  and  compared  with  the 
speeches  of  gentlemen,  very  little  doubt  will  re- 
main on  the  point.  I  have  another  reason,  too, 
for  avoiding  a  dispute  on  the  law  of  nations. 
Gentlemen  seem  disposed  to  treat  the  law,  and  the 
writers  on  it,  with  as  little  respect  as  the  one  and 
the  other  have  received  from  the  nation  whose 
cause  they  advocate.  One  Minister  of  that  nation, 
in  this  country,  has  declared  those  writers  to  be 
no  better  than  worm-eaten  volumes,  whose  con- 
tents he  was  happy  to  have  forgotten.  Another, 
at  Genoa,  declared  that  the  French  had  taken  up 
arms  for  the  express  purpose  of  subverting  the 
law  of  nations.  After  this  I  should  be  almost 
afraid  to  cite  writers  on  the  law  of  nations,  lest 
I  should  be  told,    "that  they  are  worm-eaten 


175 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


176 


H.opR.] 


Answer  to  the  President's  Speech. 


[May,  1797. 


volumes."  There  is,  however,  one  authority  on 
this  point,  which  perhaps  may  be  acknowledged, 
and  which  I  will  therefore  adduce.  It  is  the  ma- 
rine code  of  France  herself;  from  which  it  ap- 
pears, that  by  the  law  of  nations,  and  her  own 
laws  founded  upon  it,  enemies'  goods  are  liable  to 
capture,  in  neutral  ships. 

Sir,  it  appears  from  Valin,  vol.  ii.  page  250, 
that,  on  the  21st  of  October,  1744.  the  King  of 
France  published  a  regulation,  "concerning  prizes 
made  at  sea,  and  the  navigation  of  neutral  vessels 
in  time  of  war."  The  first,  second,  third  and 
fourth  articles  specify  all  the  cases  in  which  neu- 
tral ships  in  time  of  war  may  sail  free  from  mo- 
lestation. Then  comes  the  fifth  article,  which 
is  in  these  words :  "If  in  any  of  the  cases  specified 
in  the  first,  second,  third  and  fourth  articles, of 
this  regulation,  there  shall  be  found  on  board  of 
the  said  neutral  ships,  to  whatsoever  nation  they 
may  belong,  merchandise  or  effects,  the  property 
of  His  Majesty's  enemies,  such  merchandise  or 
effects  shall  be  good  prize,  even  though  they  be 
not  the  production  of  the  enemies'  country :  but 
the  ships  shall  be  released."  This  regulation  con- 
tinued in  force  till  the  26th  of  July,  1778,  when 
the  King  of  France,  having  engaged  in  the  Amer- 
ican war,  (for  the  Treaty  of  Alliance  was  early  in 
February,  1778,)  found'  it  his  interest  to  relax 
from  the  principle,  in  hopes  of  prevailing  on 
England  to  do  so  too.  Accordingly  on  that  day 
he  published  a  regulation,  by  the  first  article  of 
which,  enemies'  property,  on  board  of  neutral 
ships,  is  declared  to  be  safe  from  capture  by 
French  armed  vessels.  •  The  article,  however, 
contains  the  following  clause :  "  But  His  Majesty 
retains  to  himself  a  right  to  revoke  the  permission  i 
contained  in  the  present  article,  should  the  enemy 
Powers  fail  to  grant  a  similar  permission  within  ! 
six  months  from  the  date  hereof." 

Hence  it  is  clear,  that  France  not  only  has  as- 
serted and  long  exercised  this  right,  which  she 
charges  us  with  having  conceded  to  England,  but 
even  possesses  it  at  the  present  moment,  and  may 
exercise  it2  if  she  thinks  fit,  without  violating  the 
law  of  nations;  she  being  only  restrained  in  those 
cases,  in  which,  as  in  ours,  she  has  renounced  it 
by  treaties.  All  this  appears  from  her  own  laws 
and  public  acts;  for  her  relinquishment  of  this 
right  in  July  1778,  having  been  merely  condition- 
al and  dependent  on  a  similar  relinquishment  by 
England,  which  has  never  taken  place,  may  be  at 
any  moment  revoked,  and  indeed  has  been ;  for, 
notwithstanding  all  her  clamors  against  the  En- 

flish  for  exercising  this  right,  it  is  very  well 
nown  that  she  has  constantly  exercised  it  nerself 
from  the  beginning  of  the  present  war. 

It  may,  therefore,  be  expected  that  we  shall  not 
hereafter  be  told,  by  either  France  or  her  advo- 
cates, that  the  right  to  take  enemies'  goods  in  neu- 
tral vessels  is  not  a  right  given  by  the  law  of 
nations. 

It  has,  however,  been  contended  that  the  law 
of  nations,  in  this  respect,  has  been  altered  by  the 
Convention  of  the  Armed  Neutrality.  I  will  not 
stop  to  refute  this  position,  which  has  been  so 
often  and  so  completely  exposed ;  still  less  will  I 


undertake  to  prove  what  is  in  itself  so  perfectly 
obvious,  that  the  Convention  of  the  Armed  Neu- 
trality, being  no  more  than  a  treaty,  is  confined, 
like  all  other  treaties,  to  the  parties  who  agree  to 
it,  and  can  in  no  manner  affect  the  general  rights 
of  other  States,  under  the  general  law  of  nations; 
but  I  will  remark,  that  this  objection  about  the 
armed  neutrality,  comes  with  a  very  bad  grace 
from  France;  because  France,  when  requested 
to  accede  to  this  Convention  of  the  Armed  Neu- 
trality, expressly  declined  it.  She  declined  it 
under  pretence,  that  its  principles  were  already 
established  by  her  regulation  or  July,  1778.  This 
regulation,  however,  as  has  been  seen,  was  tem- 

f>orary  and  conditional,  and  left  France  at  full 
iberty  to  adhere  to  the  law  of  nations,  or  adopt 
the  principles  of  the  armed  neutrality,  as  she 
might  afterwards  find  convenient.  She  after- 
wards did  refuse  to  accede,  as  appears  by  the  au- 
thority of  Mr.  Gibbon  ;  in  one  of  whose  letters  to 
Lord  Sheffield,  dated-  September  11th,  1785.  and 
published  in  the  first  volume  of  his  miscellaneous 
works,  page  6,  there  is  found  this  passage:  uThe 
other  day  the  French  Ambassador  mentioned 
that  the  Empress  of  Russia  had  proposed  to  ratify 
the  principles  of  the  armed  neutrality  by  a  de- 
finitive treaty ;  but  that  the  French  had  declared 
that  they  would  neither  propose  nor  accept  an 
article  so  disagreeable  to  England." 

This,  sir,  is  a  good  comment  on  their  former 
proceedings  with  respect  to  this  right ;  and  proves 
that  they  never  meant  to  renounce  it,  though  they 
were  willing,  for  a  short  time  and  for  a  particu- 
lar purpose,  to  suspend  its  exercise.  It  is  true. 
that  France  afterwards,  in  the  years  1786  and 
1787,  made  a  treaty  with  Russia,  in  which  this 
right  was  finally  relinquished.  The  same  thing! 
is  done  in  her  treaty  with  England  in  1786.  Bat 
her  having  so  long  retained  it,  and  her  very  agree- 
ment at  last  to  give  it  up,  proves  most  i  neon  test- 
ably  that  she  believes  herself  to  possess  it.  under 
the  general  law  of  nations.  j 

A  dispute  has  arisen,  whether  the  Convention 
of  the  Armed  Neutrality  is  permanent  in  its  na- 
ture, or  merely  confined^  to  the  duration  of  the 
American  war.  I  have  been  of  the  latter  opinion 
myself,  on  the  construction  of  the  instrument  it- 
self, and  of  the  acts  which  have  grown  oat  of  it; 
and  I  shall  not  enter  again  into  the  discussion, 
which  I  believe  to  be  wholly  immaterial ;  because, 
whether  this  convention  be  permanent  or  tempo-! 
ry,  still  it  is  no  more  than  a  treaty,  and  can  hare 
no  effect  on  the  general  law  of  nations.  I  will. 
however,  correct  a  mistake  into  which  a  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gallatin)  has 
fallen  on  this  subject.  In  order  to  prove  that  the 
Convention  of  the  Armed  Neutrality  was  perma- 
nent in  its  nature,  that  gentleman  has  asserted! 
that  Portugal  acceded  to  it  after  the  war.  But 
the  gentleman  has  forgot  the  dates.  The  seces- 
sion of  Portugal  was  signed  at  Petersburg,  July. 
1782,  and  ratified  at  Lisbon,  September,  17& 
The  ratifications  were  exchanged  on  the  21st  of 
January,  1783 ;  whereas  the  provisional  articles  of 
peace  were  not  signed  till  November  30th,  1782J 
The  armistice  for    suspending    hostilities   took 
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place  on  the  20th  of  January,  1783,  and  the  de- 
finitive treaty,  by  which  the  war  was  really  end- 
ed, was  not  signed  till  September,  1783,  many 
months  after  the  accession  of  Portugal.  That  ac- 
cession even  preceded  the  provisional  articles  by 
some  months ;  and  yet  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  told  the  committee  that  Portugal 
acceded  after  the  war. 

The  gentleman,  however,  has  given  up  the 
point,  so  strongly  contended  for  by  others  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House.  He  has  admitted  that 
we  did  not,  by  the  treaty  with  England,  concede 
to  her  the  right  respecting  neutral  bottoms ;  but 
he  contends  that  we  should  have  made  no  com- 
mercial treaty  with  her  till  she  had  relinquished 
that  right.  I  will,  however,  ask  that  gentleman 
and  the  committee,  whether  it  is  not  wise  to  ob- 
tain the  modification  of  a  right  which  operates 
unfavorably  to  us,  when  we  cannot  obtain  its  re- 
linquishment? Is  it  not  wise  and  lawful,  since 
we  cannot  prevent  this  operation,  to  render  it  as 
little  injurious  as  possible  ;  to  lessen  its  inconve- 
niences when  we  cannot  quite  remove  them? 
This  is  what  the  treaty  has  done  j  and  surely  we 
may  do  this  without  asking  the  permission  of 
France,  or  giving  her  cause  of  offence. 

From  all  this  it  must  evidently  appear,  that  we 
have  not  conceded  this  right  to  England,  since 
she  possessed  it  by  the  law  of  nations ;  and  that 
we  have  done  Prance  no  injury.  Consequently, 
justice  does  not  require  us  to  concede  it  to  her. 
The  argument  of  necessity,  of  course,  falls  to  the 
grounds 

Will  the  argument  of  utility  avail  gentlemen 
any  better  ?  They  contend,  that  if  not  necessary, 
it  would  at  least  be  useful  to  make  this  concession 
to  France ;  that  if  not  demanded  by  justice,  it  is 
at  least  recommended  by  policy.  If  so,  it  may 
be  done  by  the  President  without  our  assistance 
or  advice,  and  the  same  good  effects  will  still  re- 
sult from  it.  But  why  will  it  be  useful  ?  Will  it 
be  valuable  to  France  ?  Does  she  want  it  ?  Will 
this  concession  satisfy  her  ?  These  are  questions 
which,  in  my  opinion,  deserve  particular  and  se- 
rious consideration. 

In  the  first  place,  I  would  ask  how  this  right 
can  be  valuable  to  Prance  ?  We  are  not  carriers 
for  Britain.  For  many  nations,  indeed,  we  are 
carriers,  but  not  for  Britain  ;  which,  on  the  con- 
trary, is  very  considerably  a  carrier  for  us.  Our 
produce  is  often  found  in  her  ships ;  her  goods 
very  seldom  in  ours.  Consequently,  the  right  to 
take  British  property  on  board  of  our  ships,  is  a 
right  of  no  value  to  France.  Her  interest,  and  a 
*ery  powerful  one  it  is?  consists  not  in  using  the 
right  herself,  but  in  taking  it  away  from  England. 
It  is  not  to  seize  English  property  in  our  ships 
that  she  is  so  anxious,  but  to  make  French  prop- 
erty safe  from  being  seized  in  them  by  the  Eng- 
lish. Could  she  once  accomplish  this  point,  her 
commerce  would  float  safely  in  our  snips:  and 
England,  being  prohibited  to  touch  it,  would  be- 
come infinitely  less  formidable  to  her.  The  navy 
of  England  would,  in  fact,  become  in  a  great  de- 
gree useless  to  her,  in  a  war  against  France, 
since  it  could  not  touch  her  commerce  secured 


under  our  neutral  flag;  while  France,  having  her 
commerce  thus  carried  on  for  her,  would  J)e  able 
to  employ  every  ship  and  every  sailor  she  pos- 
sessed, in  attacking  and  destroying  the  commerce 
and  the  navy  of  England.  Thus  that  naval  su- 
periority which  she  so  much  dreads,  and  which 
enables  England  to  counterbalance  her  power  in 
Europe,  would  be  stripped  of  all  its  effects  and 
all  its  terrors.  It  is  not,  therefore,  wonderful,  that 
France  should  be  so  extremely  anxious  to  deprive 
England  of  this  right,  or  so  ready  to  renounce  it 
herself.  It  is  of  no  use  to  her,  and  of  infinite  use, 
perhaps  necessity,  to  England. 

Accordingly  it  has  been  seen,  that  France, 
while  perpetually  urging  us  to  resist  the  exercise 
of  this  right  by  England,  and  even  quarrelling 
with  us  for  not  doing  so,  has  never  hinted  the  % 
least  desire  to  have  it  herself.  She  has  not  been 
slow  or  diffident,  everybody  knows,  in  demanding 
what  she  thinks  useful  to  herself;  and  it  may, 
therefore,  be  most  safely  concluded,  that,  since 
she  has  not  demanded  this,  she  thinks  it  of  no  use 
to  her,  and  does  not  want  it.  To  show  us,  in- 
deed, how  little  she  cares  about  it,  she  has  taken 
it  lately  by  a  formal  decree,  and  yet  still  continues 
to  quarrel  with  us,  and  plunder  us. 

What  reason,  then,  I  would  ask,  is  there  for 
supposing  that  France  will  be  satisfied  by  this 
concession  ?  Does  she  limit  her  claims  to  this  ? 
Some  gentlemen,  particularly  one  from  Mary- 
land, (Mr.  S.  Smith,)  has  said  so:  but  does  she 
say  so?  Is  that  gentleman  in  the  secret  of  her 
councils,  or  authorized  to  explain  her  preten- 
sions? If  so,  let  him  show  his  credentials.  If 
not  the  House  must  take  the  liberty  of  judging, 
not  from  his  assertions,  but  from  the  acts  of 
France  herself;  from  the  official  papers  presented 
by  her  Ministers.  -Let  the  gentleman  from  Ma- 
ryland read  these  papers.  He  will  find  in  them  a 
great  many  pretensions  to  which  he  will  never 
submit,  but  not  one  word  of  this.  That  gentle- 
man has  said,  that  her  decree  of  March  2d, 
wherein  she  takes  these  rights,  which  gentlemen 
are  so  anxious  to  have  conceded  to  her,  ought  to 
overrule  all  her  former  acts,  to  be  considered  as 
her  uUimatum,  as  the  final  declaration  of  her 
wishes,  her  claims,  and  her  pretensions.  If  so, 
why  continue  to  plunder  and  maltreat  us  since 
that  decree?  Why  send  away  our  Minister? 
Why  refuse  to  receive  another,  unless  all  the 
grievances  of  which  she  has  complained,  and  to 
the  redress  of  which  she  thinks  herself  entitled, 
shall  first  be  removed?  Gentlemen  have  found 
in  that  phrase,  "  to  the  redress  of  which  she  is  enti- 
tled," a  wonderful  restriction  of  all  her  demands, 
and  a  very  conciliatory  disposition.  But  who  is 
to  declare  which  are  the  complaints,  to  the  re- 
dress of  which  she  is  entitled  ?  Certainly  she  her- 
self. And  where  is  this  country  to  look  for  the 
declaration  ?  Certainly  in  the  official  acts  of  her 
Government  directed  to  ours,  and  not  in  decrees 
passed  long  after,  nor  in  the  speeches  of  members 
on  this  floor.  The  first  or  these  acts  is  M. 
Delacroix's  summary,  delivered  to  our  Ministers 
at  Paris,  March  9th,  1796,  and  containing  com- 
plaints against  the  whole  British  Treaty,  against 
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the  interference  of  our  courts  with  French  prizes, 
and  against  the  construction,  put  by  our  Govern- 
ment on  the  laws  of  neutrality,  and  on  some  arti- 
cles of  the  Treaty  with  France.  Next  comes  the 
decree  of  July  4th,  1796,  for  enforcing  these  com- 
plaints. After  that  is  M.  Adet's  fifth  note  of  Oc- 
tober 27th,  1796,  communicating  this  dec  re* ;  and 
last  of  all  comes  his  manifesto,  November  15th, 

1796,  in  which  all  the  former  complaints  made 
by  himself,  his  predecessors,  and  M.  Delacroix, 
are  enlarged  upon  and  enforced.  On  the  12th 
of  December  following,  the  Directory  refused 
to  receive  our  Minister,  and  declared  that 
they  would,  in  future,  receive  no  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary from  us,  till  all  the  injuries,  of  which 
they  had  complained,  were  redressed.  What  are 
the  complaints  here  referred  to  1  Certainly  those 
contained  in  the  manifesto  of  M.  Adet :  for  as  the 
Directory  had  no  doubt  given  him  instructions,  as 
to  the  manifesto  and  the  time  of  publishing  it, 
they  must  have  known  that  it  had  been  published, 
when  they  gave  this  answer  to  Gen.  Pinckney ; 
and  to  that  manifesto,  and  the  complaints  con- 
tained in  it,  the  answer  no  doubt  refers.  As  to 
the  decree  of  March  2d,  which  gentlemen  say, 
ought  to  be  considered  as  the  ultimatum  of 
France,  it  did  not  take  place  till  two  months  af- 
terwards :  and  to  suppose  that  the  Directory,  in 
refusing  to  receive  a  Minister  on  account  of 
grievances  complained  of,  had  reference  to  a  com- 
plaint made  two  months  after,  would  certainly  be 
to  charge  them  with  a  very  singular  absurdity. 

I  cannot,  therefore,  be  persuaded  that  these  con- 
cessions, so  much  relied  on  by  gentlemen,  will 
satisfy  France,  since  it  is  certain  that  they  form 
no  part  of  her  present  demands,  that  she  never 
has  asked  for  them,  and  that  they  would  be  of  lit- 
tle value  to  her,  if  she  had  them.  This  conclu- 
sion is  greatly  strengthened  by  the  consideration, 
that  although  she  had  possessed  herself  of  these 
rights  by  the  decree  of  July  4th,  1796,  and  still 
more  formally  expressed  by  that  of  March  2d, 

1797,  she  still  continued  to  pillage  and  maltreat 
this  country,  under  the  pretext  of  other  com- 
plaints ;  whereas,  had  these  rights  now  proposed 
to  be  ceded  to  her,  been  the  sole  or  the  chief  ob- 
ject of  her  desires,  she  would  have  ceased  to  com- 
plain and  plunder,  as  soon  as  she  had  seized  them. 

I  should  be  glad  to  hear  what  use  is  to  be  made 
of  this  conclusion.  Is  it  to  dissuade  our  Govern- 
ment from  making  the  offer  to  France  ?  No ;  I, 
for  one.  wish  the  offer  to  be  made,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  will  be  made,  whether  recommended 
by  the  House  or  not ;  but  to  dissuade  the  House 
from  relying  too  much  on  the  efficacy  of  this 
offer ;  to  dissuade  them  from  regarding  this  offer 
as  in  any  degree  an  effectual  mean  of  satisfying 
the  demands  of  France,  of  checking  her  insolence, 
or  of  restraining  her  aggressions.  To  prevent 
them,  if  possible,  from  being  led,  by  confidence  so 
false,  into  a  neglect  of  those  decided  and  energetic 
measures  of  defence,  on  which  the  success  of  the 
negotiation  must  entirely  depend.  This  idea,  I 
believe,  cannot  be  too  much  pressed  upon  the 
House.  I  conceive  it  to  be  of  infinite  importance 
in  the  present  situation  of  our  affairs.    I  am  per- 


suaded that  our  only  hope  of  avoiding  war  ot 
disgrace,  lies  in  a  strict  and  practical  attention  to 
it.  In  order  to  enforce  the  more  effectually  its 
importance,  I  conceive  that  it  will  be  highly  use- 
ful to  inquire  what  the  real  wishes  and  objects  of 
France  are,  as  well  as  what  they  are  not.  In 
order  to  find  out  this,  it  will  be  proper  to  ask  what 
has  been  the  scope  of  her  policy  in  this  country? 
And  what  is  the  ground  of  her  anger  at  the  British 
Treaty  ?  For  my  part,  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
whole  scope  of  the  French  policy  towards  this 
country  has  been  to  draw  it  into  the  war  against 
England,  and  the  tendency  of  the  British  Treaty 
to  defeat  this  project,  the  whole  ground  of  their 
animosity  against  that  instrument.  It  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  vain  delusion  to  suppose  that  France 
has  conceived  this  mighty  resentment,  and  is 
committing  these  unheard  of  outrages,  on  account 
of  this  or  that  article  of  treaty,  this  or  that  ad- 
vantage given  to  another  nation,  and  withheld 
from  her.  It  is  the  treaty  itself  which  has  given 
her  offence  ;  and  its  tendency  to  preserve  peace 
between  this  country  and  Britain  is  the  ground  of 
that  offence.  If  it  should  be  asked,  how  this  ap- 
pears to  have  been  the  drift  of  France  ?  I  answer, 
that  it  appears,  in  the  first  place,  By  the  instruc- 
tions to  Genet.  These  instructions  have  been 
given  to  the  public  by  M.  Genet  himself,  in  order 
to  justify  his  conduct  in  this  country.  They  must 
still  be  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  most  persons; 
but  as  there  may  be  some  who  have  not  particu- 
larly attended  to  them,  or  have  forgotten  their 
tenor,  it  will  not  be  improper  to  cite  some  of  the 
most  remarkable  passages.  "The  Executive 
Council  (says  M.  Genet)  are  disposed  to  set  on 
foot  a  negotiation  on  these  foundations,  (the  over- 
tures made  by  General  Washington  and  Mr.  Jef- 
ferson for  a  new  treaty,)  and  they  do  not  know 
but  that  such  a  treaty  admits  a  latitude  still  more 
extensive,  in  becoming  a  national  agreement,  ia 
which  two  great  nations  shall  suspend"  (this,  sir, 
should  have  been  translated  unite,)  "  their  com- 
mercial and  political  interests^  and  establish  a  mu- 
tual understanding,  to  befriend  the  empire  of 
liberty  wherever  it  can  be  embraced,  and  punish 
those  Powers  who  still  keep  up  an  exclusive  co- 
lonial and  commercial  system,  by  declaring  that 
their  vessels  shall  not  be  received  in  the  ports  of 
the  contracting  parties."  Thus  it  appears  that 
this  treaty  is  not  only  to  be  a  commercial,  but 
also  a  political  union :  that  we  are  to  assist  in  ex- 
tending French  principles  and  French  influence, 
under  the  name  of  guaranteeing  the  sovereignty 
of  the  people,  and  befriending  the  empire  of  lib- 
erty; and  that,  in  order  to  accomplish  this  end. 
we  are  to  shut  our  ports  against  all  the  Powers 
who  maintain  an  exclusive  commercial  and  colo- 
nial system;  that  is,  against  the  English,  Span- 
iards, Danes,  and  Dutch.  This  amounts  in  sub- 
stance, and  almost  in  name,  to  an  alliance  offensive 
and  defensive  with  France. 

Lest,  however,  her  views  should  be  misunder- 
stood, she  has  gone  on,  in  the  instructions,  to  ex- 
plain them  in  a  manner  still  more  clear  and  ex- 
plicit. u  As  it  is  possible,  however,  (continues! 
M.  Genet,)  that  the  false  representations  which 
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ure  been  made  to  Congress  of  the  state  of  our 
nternal  affairs,  of  the  situation  of  our  maritime 
orce.  of  our  finances,  and  especially  of  the  storms 
nth  which  we  are  threatened,  may  make  her 
Ministers,  in  the  negotiations  which  citizen  Genet 
$  instructed  to  open,  adopt  a  timid  and  wavering 
tonduct,  the  Executive  Council  charges  him,  in 
expectation  that  the  American  Government  will 
bally  determine  to  make  a  common  cause  with 
is.  to  take  such  steps  as  it  will  appear  to  him  ex- 
gencies  may  require,  to  serve  the  cause  of  liberty 
md  the  freedom  of  the  people.'1    This  passage, 
;ir.  assuredly  can  require  no  comment.    In  the 
supplementary  instructions  the  system  is  more 
Tilly  developed.    And,  indeed,  the  passage  rela- 
te to  the  point  under  consideration  is  so  conclu- 
de, that  I   will  cite  it  entire.    These  are  the 
words :  u  The  reciprocal  guarantee  of  the  posses- 
sions of  the  two  nations,  stipulated  in  the  eleventh 
irticle  of  the  treaty  or  1778,  can  be  established 
jpon  generous  principles,  which  have  been  al- 
ready pointed  out,  and  shall  equally  be  an  essen- 
tial clause  m  the  new  treaty,  which  is  to  be  pro- 
posed."   In  order  to  understand  this,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  recollect  that  the  treaty  of  1778  was 
purely  defensive ;  so  that  France  could  not  claim 
the  guarantee  in  a  war,  in  which  she  should  be 
the  aggressor.     As  she  was  then  preparing  to  at- 
tack England,  against  which  she  declared  war 
within  less  than  a  month  after  these  instructions 
were  signed,  this  defensive  guarantee  would  not 
answer  her  purpose.    She   therefore   evidently 
wished  to  make  it  offensive1  and  defensive.    For 
bad  she  meant  to  remain  on  the  defensive  herself, 
the  defensive  guarantee  would  have  been  suffi- 
cient, and  she  would  have  wanted  no  other.   The 
instructions  then  proceed  thus:  "The  Executive 
Council,  in  consequence,  recommend  it  especially 
to  citizen  Genet  to  sound  early  the  disposition  of 
the  American  Government,  and  to  make  it  (the 
guarantee)  a  condition  sine  qua  non  of  their  com- 
merce with  the  West  Indies,  so  essential  to  the 
United  States.     It  nearly  concerns  the  peace  and 
prosperity  of  the  French  nation,  that  a  people, 
whose  resources  increase  beyond  all  calculation, 
and  whom  nature  has  placed  so  near  our  rich  co- 
lonies, should  become  interested  by  their  own  en- 
gagements in  the  preservation  of  these  islands. 
Citizen  Genet  will  find  the  less  difficulty  in  ma- 
king the  proposition  relished  in  the  United  States, 
as  the  great  trade  which  will  be  the  reward  of  it 
will  indemnify  them  in  the  end  for  the  sacrifices 
which  they  may  make  in   the  outset ;  and  the 
Americans  cannot  be  ignorant  of  the  great  dis- 
proportion between  their  resources  and  those  of 
the  French  Republic,  and  that  for  a  long  period 
toe  guarantee  asked  from  them  will  be  little  more 
than  nominal  for  them,  while  on  our  part  it  will 
be  real,  and  we  shall  immediately  put  ourselves 
in  a  condition  to  fulfil  it,  by  sending  to  the  Ameri- 
can ports  a  sufficient  force  to  put  them  beyond 
insult  and  to  facilitate  their  communication  with 
the  islands  aqd  with  France."  Thus  it  manifestly 
appears  that  an  alliance,  offensive  and  defensive, 
tfi  the  war  which  she  meditated  against  England, 
was  to  be  formed  with  France ;  that  the  object  of 


this  alliance  was  to  be  the  preservation  of  her 
islands,  and  commercial  privileges  its  reward; 
that  we  were  to  make  sacrifices  in  the  outset,  and 
be  reimbursed  by  these  privileges;  and  that  a 
French  fleet  was  to  be  sent  to  our  coast,  for  our 
protection.  In  other  words,  we  were  to  become 
the  carriers  and  servants  of  France,  and  she  was 
to  defend  us  against  England. 

This  point  indeed  is  so  clear,  that  it  has  been 
admitted  by  the  greater  part  of  those  who  possess 
any  information  on  the  subject.  Many  gentlemen, 
however,  are  of  opinion  that  when  Genet  was  re- 
called, this  system  was  given  up  by  France.  But 
I  ask  these  gentlemen,  what  was  the  real  motive 
of  Genet's  recall  ?  Was  it  to  disavow  his  plans, 
or  to  satisfy  our  complaints  ?  Certainly  not.  His 
violent  ana  foolish  proceedings,  which  counter- 
acted the  plan  instead  of  promoting  it,  were  no 
doubt  intended  to  be  censured,  and  there  probably 
was  a  disposition  to  coax  and  flatter  our  Govern- 
ment, by  the  recall  of  this  Minister,  in  order  to 
prepare  it  better  for  that  insidious  policy,  which 
was  to  be  adopted  by  his  successors.  The  true 
cause,  however,  of  Genet's  removal  was  the  fall 
of  the  Brissotine  party,  to  which  he  had  belonged ; 
and  every  person  connected  with  or  employed 
by  which  Robespierre  had  removed.  Hence  the 
Consuls  in  America,  against  whom  we  never  had 
complained,  were  removed,  as  well  as  the  Minis- 
ter. But  did  the  French  Government  disavow 
the  instructions  or  the  proceedings  of  M.  Genet  ? 
Did  his  successors  relinquish  his  claims  and  pre- 
tensions? Certainly  not.  On  the  contrary,  they 
were  all  renewed  and  perpetually  urged  by  those 
gentlemen,  who  never  ceased  to  talk  to  us  about 
efficacious  measures  against  England,  about  a  vig- 
orous reaction.  And  in  the  manifesto  published  by 
one  of  them,  (M.  Adet,)  the  whole  of  Genet's  meas- 
ures were  expressly  revived,  and  all  his  complaints 
renewed  and  enforced.  Even  that  appeal  to  the 
people,  which  he  was  disgraced  for  threatening, 
was  actually  made  by  this  manifesto. 

The  policy  of  France  to  draw  this  country  into 
the  war,  appears  also,  from  the  clamor  raised  by 
her  and  her  partisans  against  the  Proclamation  of 
Neutrality.  This  clamor  is  fresh  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  us  all.  Genet  cried  out  against  this  pro- 
clamation ;  Fouchet  indirectly  complained  oi  it, 
and  Adet  stigmatized  it  as  insidious,  perfidious, 
and  "  a  cloak  under  which  this  country  presented 
England  with  a  poniard,  to  cut  the  throat  of  our 
ally."  Societies  passed  resolutions  against  it ; 
orators  declaimed,  and  newspapers  teemed  with 
abuse.  Whence  all. this,  if  the  object  had  not 
been  to  engage  us  in  the  war  ?  Had  France,  as 
she  pretended,  been  desirous  of  our  remaining  in 
peace,  whence  all  this  rage  at  the  measure,  the 
only  possible  object  of  which  was  to  preserve 
peace  ?  That  such  was  her  object  is  moreover 
manifest  from  the  measures  tnemselves  which 
she  wished  us  to  adopt ;  for  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  her  Government  ignorant  of  the  direct 
and  necessary  tendency  of  these  measures  to 
bring  us  into  a  quarrel  with  England. 

In  the  first  place,  she  wished  us  to  resist  and 
repel  the  right,  claimed  and  exercised  by  the  Bri- 
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tish  Government  under  the  law  of  nations,  of 
taking  the  property  of  their  energies  on  board  of 
our  ships.  She  constantly  urged  us,  not  only  to 
deny  this  right,  but  to  resist  its  exercise  in  an 
efficacious  manner.  But  could  she  have  imagined 
that  England  would  yield  this  right  to  us?  She 
knew  that  the  English,  when  France,  Spain,  Hol- 
land, and  the  United  States,  were  in  arms  against 
them  alone,  had  refused  to  yield  it,  though  pressed 
by  the  formidable  combination  of  all  the  neutral 
Powers;  with  the  Empress  of  Russia  at  their  head: 
a  combination  supported,  too,  by  the  united  mari- 
time strength  of  Prussia,  Sweden,  and  Denmark. 
She  knew  that,  after  the  American  war,  Ruusia. 
whose  treaty  with  England  expired  in  1786,  and 
who,  as  a  Power  desirous  of  extending  its  naviga- 
tion, was  extremely  desirous  of  this  concession, 
had  never  been  able  to  obtain  it  from  England. 

Sir,  England  has  constantly  refused  it  to  the 
formidable  fleet,  the  immense  strength,  the  over- 
bearing influence,  and  the  wise  and  vigorous  Gov- 
ernment of  the  Empress  of  Russia.  She  has  con- 
stantly refused  it  to  the  united  solicitations  of 
Sweden,  and  Denmark,  and  the  Hanse  towns; 
though  she  has  carried  on  a  very  extensive  and 
important  commerce  with  all  those  nations.  She 
has  constantly  refused  it,  in  time  of  peacef  to  all 
of  them.  To  France,  indeed,  she  conceded  it  in 
1780,  because  she  gained  great  equivalents,  and 
had  no  interest  in  withholding  it  from  her,  as  she 
could  never  expect  to  be  engaged  in  a  war  with- 
out having  France  for  her  enemy ;  and  in  that 
case  the  stipulation  could  not  operate.  But  what 
did  she  say  to  those  nations  who  might  remain  at 
peace,  while  she  and  France  should  be  at  war — 
such  as  the  Russians,  Swedes,  Danes,  and  Hanse 
towns?  She  said,  "  I  will  never  relinquish  this 
right  to  you;  because  it  would  enable  you  to  be- 
come the  carriers  of  France,  whenever  she  is  at 
war  with  me;  and  she  will  thereby  be  enabled, 
in  her  turn,  to  employ  all  her  ships  and  sailors  in 
attacking  my  commerce,  while  hers  will  be  safe 
under  a  neutral  flag."  In  the  year  1793,  indeed, 
when  Russia  entered  into  the  coalition  against 
France,  Britain  made  a  temporary  cession  to  her 
of  this  right,  because  the  reason  lor  which  it  had 
been  withheld  could  not  operate,  while  Russia  as 
well  as  England  was  at  war  with  France ;  but 
even  then  she  would  not  entirely  relinquish  it. 
All  this  France  perfectly  well  knew ;  and,  know- 
ing it,  could  she  suppose  that  England  would  re- 
linquish this  right  to  us,  who  had  not  a  single 
ship  of  war,  when  she  had  refused  it  to  the  vast 
force  of  the  Armed  Neutrality — that  what  she  had 
refused  to  so  many  powerful  nations  she  would 
yield  to  a  people  who.  though  possessing  vast  re- 
sources, could  not  call  them  into  action  without 
great  injury  to  themselves,  and  much  delay?  that 
what  she  had  refused  in  time  of  peace  she  would 
surrender  in  a  war,  where  not  only  her  success, 
but  her  very  existence,  depended  on  the  support 
of  her  naval  power — and  surrender  it,  too,  to  that 
very  nation,  which,  possessing  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  ships  and  sailors,  was  most  capable  of  exer- 
cising the  right  to  her  injury  and  destruction  ? 
No,  France  expected  no  such  thing.    She  knew 


that  England  would  not  surrender  the  right;  and 
when  she  so  warmly  and  pertinaciously  urged  us 
to  resist  the  exercise  of  it,  she  could  have  had  do 
other  view  than  to  set  the  two  countries  to  quar- 
reling. England,  she  well  knew,  would  not  yield. 
Should  we  persist,  a  war  must  immediately  take 
place. 

The  same,  sir,  will  apply  to  the  measures  she 
wished  us  to  adopt  respecting  the  impressment  of 
seamen  in  our  ships.    It  is  well  known  that  Eng- 
land insists  on  a  principle,  by  which  all  persons 
once  her  subjects  always  remain  so,  unless  the 
right  to  their  allegiance  has  been  given  up  by  the 
Government  itself.  This  is  the  case  with  all  per- 
sons born  in  the  United  States,  or  settled  in  them 
at  the  Treaty  of  Peace.  From  these,  she  claims  no 
allegiance.    But  such  as  have  come  here  since 
the  treaty  she  still  considers  as  her  subjects,  and 
claims  the  right  of  treating  them  as  such,  when- 
ever she  finds  them  on  her  own  territory,  or  oa 
the  high  seas,  the  common  territory  of  nations. 
Of  this  description  there  are  numbers  of  sailors  on 
board  of  our  ships,  and  she  claims  a  right  to  im- 
press them.    This  right  I  do  not  mean  to  defend; 
I  know  that  in  its  exercise  it  is  liable  to  great 
abuse,  and  is  particularly  inconvenient  to  this 
country;    but   it  is   claimed    and  exercised  by 
France  herself,  and  by   every  other  nation,,  as 
well  as  England.     Yet  France  has  constantly 
urged  us  to  resist  the  exercise  of  it  by  England. 
We  have  done  every  thing  in  our  power  to  induce 
England  to  renounce  it,  and,  not  succeeding  is 
that,  we  have  taken  all  proper  steps  to  remedy 
and  prevent  its  abuse.    But  this  does  not  satisfy 
France ;  she  urges  us  to  resist  the  right  itselt 
Why  ?    Because  she  supposes  that  England  will 
yield  it?     No,  sir;  no  such  thing.     She  well 
knows  that  England  will  not  and  cannot  yield  it 
with  any  regard  to  her  own  safety ;  it  being  of 
the  last  importance  to  her  in  a  war  like  the  pre- 
sent, where  she  has  every  thing  staked  on  her 
maritime  exertions,  to  prevent  her  seamen  from 
passing  from  hers  into  neutral  ships,  where  they 
get  better  wages,  lighter  duty,  and  are  free  from 
danger.    France  well  knows,  therefore,  that  Eng- 
land will  not  yield  this  right,  and  this  is  precisely 
the  reason  why  she  urges  us  to  resist  it;  because 
such  a  resistance  must  immediately  produce  a  quar- 
rel between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States. 

The  same  spirit  is  visible  in  her  other  demands; 
all  of  which  tend  to  the  same  point.  She  wished  i 
us  to  adopt  a  construction  of  the  treaty  that  would ! 
have  given  her  complete  possession  of  our  ports, 
and  shut  them  to  England.  She  would  hare 
armed  vessels,  and  enlisted  crews,  in  our  country; 
she  would  have  sold  her  prizes  here ;  she  would 
have  taken  the  merchant  ships  of  England  on 
our  shores,  and  in  our  very  rivers ;  and  our  courts 
must  not  have  interfered.  No  English  ship  of 
war  could  have  entered  our  harbors,  which  she 
would  not  have  expelled  by.  simply  affirming  that! 
it  had  made  prize  on  her  citizens,  no  matter  whe- 
ther lately  or  four  years  ago,  whether  in  the  East! 
Indies,  the  West  Indies,  Africa,  or  Europe.  CoqM 
she  have  imagined  that  England  would  see  all! 
this  partiality,  all  these  favors  to  its  enemy,  with- 
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out  anger  and  jealousy  ?  Could  she  have  imagin- 
ed that  bitter  complaints,  or  irritating  remon- 
strances, on  the  part  of  that  country,  would  not 
take  place?  Certainly  she  could  not.  She  knew 
that  anger,  jealousy,  and  irritation  would  neces- 
sarily be  excited ;  she  knew  that  a  system  which, 
under  the  name  of  neutrality,  would  have  all  the 
effect  of  an  alliance  with  her,  must  produce  re- 
sentment and  remonstrance  on  the  part  of  Eng- 
land, and  that  these,  added  to  the  ancient  animo- 
sities not  yet  extinguished,  but  heightened  on  the 
contrary  by  recent  injuries,  must  speedily  end  in 
hostility. 

Sir,  the  plan  of  ambition  and  aggrandizement, 
pursued  by  France  in  Europe,  affords  additional 
proofs  of  her  policy  respecting  this  country.  I 
bare  no  doubt,  that  any  gentleman,  who  will 
carefully  examine  the  subject,  will  be  convinced, 
that  France  deliberately  attacked  Austria  as  well 
as  England,  and  of  her  own  accord,  and,  in  pur- 
suance of  a  regular  system  of  policy,  lighted  up 
the  flames  of  the  present  war.  I  shall  not,  how- 
ever, stop  to  examine  that  question,  which  would 
require  a  minute  and  tedious  detail  of  facts,  and 
is  by  no  means  essentially  necessary  in  the  pres- 
ent deliberation.  Whether  France  began  the 
war  from  projects  of  dominion,  Or  was  driven  into 
it  for  the  defence  of  her  independence,  is,  in  some 
degree,  unimportant  at  present;  since  it  is  per- 
fectly evident,  and  has  indeed  been  admitted  on 
all  sides,  that  with  whatever  motives  the  war  be- 
gan, it  has  long  since  been  a  mere  contest  for 
power.  In  this  contest,  France,  having  detached 
Prussia  from  the  alliance,  enslaved  Belgium,  sun- 
jagated  Holland,  and  obtained  an  absolute  con- 
trol over  the  Government  and  forces  of  Spain, 
found  her  progress  resisted  by  nothing  but  the 
firm  persevering  courage  of  Austria  on  one  side, 
and  the  vast  maritime  power  of  England  on  the 
otber.  Accordingly,  she  bent  all  her  efforts  to 
weaken  and  destroy  these  two  Powers,  and  left 
aothing  una t tempted  to  divide  them.  She  made 
continual  efforts  to  induce  the  Turks  to  fall  on 
the  house  of  Austria  on  one  side,  and  to  arm 
Prussia  against  it  on  the  other.  She  offered  to 
divide  its  spoils  with  Prussia,  in  order  to  engage 
the  avarice  and  ambition  of  that  rival  Power,  by 
whose  assistance  she  might  break  the  strengtn  of 
Austria,  and  then  rule  both,  with  the  rest  of 
Germany.  As  the  fear  of  Russia  has  kept  the 
King  of  Prussia  in  awe,  and  restrained  his  enter- 
prises, she  has  left  no  stone  unturned,  to  lull  the 
new  Emperor  of  Russia  into  security,  and  obtain 
his  acquiescence.  By  thus  raising  up  enemies 
against  Austria  on  every  side,  and  pressing  upon 
it  at  the  same  time  with  her  whole  military  force, 
*he  is  attempting  to  compel  it  to  relinquish  a 
large  part  of  its  territories,  and  make  a  peace 
separate  from  England.  But  she  constantly  re- 
fuses either  to  give  up  her  own  conquests,  or  to 
make  a  peace  in  which  both  England  and  Aus- 
tria should  be  included.  The  policy  of  this  is 
obvious  and  important.  Could  she,  after  having 
stripped  and  weakened  Austria,  succeed  in  de- 
taching it  from  England,  she  would  be  left  free 
to  turn  her  whole  undivided  force  against  that 


rival  nation,  so  long  the  great  object  of  her 
jealousy  and  hatred,  and  whose  maritime  supe- 
riority, it  has  been  her  policy,  for  a  century,  to 
reduce.  In  the  meantime,  she  leaves  nothing 
unattempted  to  accomplish  this  purpose;  and 
knowing  that  the  naval  strength  and  pecuniary 
resources  of  the  English  depend  on  their  trade, 
she  resolves  to  assail  their  trade  in  all  possible 
ways.  Hence  her  former  and  recenj  attempts  to 
exclude  English  vessels  from  every  port.  Hence 
her  instructions  to  Genet  to  draw  us  into  an  alli- 
ance, one  condition  of  which  is  to  be  the  exclu- 
sion of  English  vessels  from  our  ports.  Hence 
her  threats  to  Portugal  of  an  invasion  by  Spain, 
unless  English  vessels  are  excluded  from  the 
Portuguese  ports.  Hence  her  recent  attempts  of 
the  same  kind  on  Denmark  and  the  Hanse  towns. 

To  the  success  of  this  project  against  the  com- 
merce and  navy  of  England,  the  aid  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  is  of  the  highest  importance,  and  is  so 
considered  by  France.  I  have  it  from  the  highest 
authority,  that  the  plan  of  a  maritime  coalition 
against  England,  was  early  formed  by  France; 
that  to  the  completion  of  it  the  accession  of  the 
United  States  was  alone  wanting;  and  that  that 
accession  was  requested  and  refused.  The  pre- 
tence of  this  coalition,  was  to  reduce  the  exorbi- 
tant maritime  power  of  England,  and  prevent 
her  tyranny  over  the  other  commercial  States. 
The  object  of  it  was,  and  the  certain  effect  of  it 
if  successful  would  have  been,  to  break  down 
England;  by  which  means  France,  who  came 
next  to  her  in  naval  power,  would  have  been  left 
to  reign  unrivalled  and  uncontrolled  in  her  stead. 
The  United  States  would  have  been  the  most 
important  member  of  this  coalition.  The  great 
number  of  their  ships  and  sailors  would  nave 
enabled  them  to  become  the  carriers  of  France, 
while  .she  should  employ  all  her  maritime  re- 
sources in  attacking  England.  Their  privateers 
also  would  have  struck  a  deadly  blow  at  the 
English  commerce;  and  the  use  of  their  resources 
and  their  ports  to  France  would  have  given  her 
a  decided  superiority  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
obliged  the  English  to  send  so  great  a  force  there, 
as  greatly  to  weaken  their  operations  everywhere 
else.  Hence  it  is  evident  that  France  could  have 
no  ally  so  important  to  her,  in  the  naval  war 
against  England,  as  the  United  States.  Indeed, 
without  their  assistance,  she  could  have  no  hopes 
of  success  in  the  West  Indies.  Accordingly  she 
took  steps  to  secure  this  assistance,  as  soon  as  she 
began  to  form  her  project  against  England,  and 
has  pursued  them  ever  since  with  the  most  un- 
wearied perseverance,  and.  by  every  expedient  of 
threats,  promises,  flatteries,  fraud,  and  intrigue. 

It  being,  as  I  conceive,  perfectly  manifest  from  -v 
all  these  considerations,  that  the  plan  of  France 
has  always  been  to  draw  us  into  the  war,  the 
House  is  furnished  with  a  ready  solution  of  her 
anger  against  the  British  Treaty,  and  a  clue  to 
all  her  present  measures.  It  is  evident,  that  her 
anger  at  the  treaty  has  arisen  entirely  from  its 
having  defeated  her  plan  of  drawing  us  into  the 
war;  and  it  will  readily  appear,  that  the  whole 
aim  and  object  of  her  present  measures  are  to 
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compel  us  to  renounce  it  ;"to  drive  us  into  that 
quarrel  with  England,  into  which  she  has  failed 
in  her  attempts  to  entice  us.  She  must  either 
mean  this,  or  she  must  mean  seriously  to  attack 
us,  and  drive  us  into  a  war  against  herself.  To 
discover  which  of  these  is  her  real  object,  what 
is  the  true  motive  of  her  present  measures,  is  of 
the  utmost  importance;  because,  till  that  is  done, 
it  will  be  difficult  to  determine  in  what  manner 
those  measures  ought  to  be  counteracted,  which 
is  the  point  immediately  under  consideration. 
I  can  never  believe  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
France  seriously  to  attack  this  country,  or  to 
drive  it  into  a  war  against  herself.  She  has  too 
much  to  lose  and  too  little  to  gain  by  such  a 
contest,  to  have  seriously  resolved  on  it,  or  even 
to  wish  it.     In  her  councils,  I  have  observed 

Seat  wickedness,  but  no  folly;  and  it  would  be 
e  extreme  of  folly  in  her  to  compel  this  country 
to  become  her  enemy;  especially  in  the  present 
war.  when  we  can  throw  so  formidable  a  weight 
into  the  opposite  scale.  France  well  knows  our 
power  in  that  respect,  and  will  not  compel  us  to 
exert  it.  She  well  knows  that  we  possess  more 
ships  and  more  seamen  than  any  country  upon 
earth  except  England  alone.  She  well  knows 
that  our  sailors  are  the  most  brave,  skilful,  and 
enterprising  in  the  world,  and,  that  by  arming 
our  vessels,  our  commerce  would  soon  be  made 
to  float  safe  from  privateers;  while  her  fleets  and 
large  ships  would  be  kept  in  awe  by  those  of 
England.  She  knows  that  in  the  late  war,  the 
State  of  Massachsetts  alone,  with  its  privateers, 
took  one-third  of  all  the  merchant  ships  of  Great 
Britain;  and  that,  though  she  had  no  commerce 
to  be  attacked,  these  maritime  materials,  greatly 
increased  since  that  time,  would  enable  us,  if 
driven  to  the  necessity,  to  create  speedily  a 
formidable  marine,  with  which  we  could  not  only 
defend  ourselves,  but  attack  her  possessions.  She 
knows  that  we  have  a  population  not  far  short  of 
six  millions,  and  that  the  martial  spirit  which 
conducted  us  gloriously  through  the  trying  scenes 
of  the  late  war,  though  dormant  indeed,  could 
not  have  been  extinguished.  She  knows,  that 
by  co-operating  with  the  English,  (a  co-operation 
which  must  result  naturally  from  our  being 
driven  into  the  war,)  by  opening  our  harbors  to 
their  ships,  permitting  them  to  arm,  refit,  and 
victual  in  our  ports,  to  recruit  among  our  seamen 
and  to  employ  our  vessels  as  transports,  we  could 
give  them  a  most  decided  preponderance  in  the 
American  seas,  under  which  her  own  colonies, 
and  those  of  Spain  and  Holland,  which  she  most 
justly  considers  as  her  own,  must  speedily  fall. 
She  Knows,  that  in  case  of  a  war  with  us,  Spain 
and  Holland,  who  must  be  her  allies,  would  be 
within  our  grasp.  She  knows  that  the  Ameri- 
cans could  and  would  lay  hold  of  New  Orleans 
and  the  FJoridas,  and  that  they  are  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  road  to  Mexico;  and  she  would 
dread  that  enterprising  valor  which  formerly  led 
them,  through  barren  wilds  and  frozen  mountains, 
to  the  walls  of  Quebec.  She  knows,  in  fine,  that 
to  drive  this  country  into  a  war  with  her  at  the 
present  juncture,  would   bring  about  that  co- 


operation of  means,  and  that  unidn  of  interest* 
and  views  between  us  and  the  English,  which  hi 
has  been  the  great  object  of  her  policy  to  pre- 
vent,  and  which  she  had  undertaken  two  wars,  in 
the  course  of  -half  a  century,  for  the  sole  and! 
express  purpose  of  breaking.  It  is.  therefore.  I 
thinkj  impossible  to  conceive,  that  France  means 
to  drive  or  provoke  us  into  war.  Her  object,  m 
my  opinion,  must  be  altogether  different  It  mast 
be  to  compel  us  to  renounce  the  British  Treaty, 
and'  renew  all  our  differences  with  that  nation. 
under  circumstances  of  irritation  which  must 
speedily  end  in  a  rupture.  What  has  led  her  to 
form  this  project  ?  From  whence  could  she  de- 
rive hopes  of  success?  She  has  been  led  to  form 
it,  in  my  opinion,  from  a  persuasion,  erroneoai 
indeed,  but  favored  by  many  appearances,  that  we 
are  a  weak,  pusillanimous  people,  too  much  devo- 
ted to  gain  to  regard  our  honor,  too  careful  about 
our  property  to  risk  it  in  support  of  our  rights. 
too  much  divided  to  exert  our  strength,  too  dis- 
trustful of  our  own  Government  to  defend  it,  too 
much  devoted  to  her  to  repel  her  aggressions  at 
the  risk  of  a  quarrel,  too  much  exasperated 
against  England  to  consent  to  that  co-operation, 
which  must  of  necessity  grow  out  of  resistance 
to  France.  Various  occurrences  have  combined 
to  produce  and  confirm  this  persuasion,  and  the 
forbearance  which  our  Government  has  exercised 
towards  herself,  is  not  the  least  of  them.  She  has 
seen  us  submit  with  patience  to  the  insults  and 
outrages  of  three  successive  Ministers,  for  the 
very  least  of  which,  she  would  have  sent  the 
Minister  of  any  nation  out  of  her  country,  if  not 
to  the  guillotine.  The  Minister  of  the  Grand 
Duke  of  Tuscany,  with  whom  France  had  re- 
cently concluded  a  treaty,  learning  that  the  daugh- 
ter or  Louis  the  Sixteenth  was  to  be  sent  out  of 
the  country,  requested  permission  to  pay  her  a 
visit.  This  request  to  visit  an  unfortunate  young 
lady,  the  near  relation  of  his  Sovereign,  and 
whose  tender  age  no  less  than  her  sex,  her  rir- 
tues,  and  her  calamities,  entitled  her  to  respect 
was  answered  by  an  order  from  the  Directory  to 
quit  the  territories  of  the  Republic.  His  expres- 
sion of  a  wish  to  show  one  mark  of  regard  to  vir- 
tuous misfortune  and  suffering  innocence,  was 
considered  as  an  affront  by  the  Government  of 
France,  and  punished  by  the  instant  dismissal  of 
the  Minister.  Accustomed  to  act  thus  herself 
how  can  she  impute  our  long  suffering  and  for- 
bearance, under  the  perpetual  insolence  and  in- 
sults of  her  Ministers,  to  anything  but  weakness, 
pusillanimity,  or  a  blind  devotedness  to  herself? 
The  conduct  of  gentlemen  on  this  floor?  too.  has 
more  and  more  confirmed  her  in  this  injurious 
opinion  of  us ;  has  confirmed  her  in  the  erroneous 
persuasion,  that  there  is  a  party  in  the  very  bosom 
of  the  Government  devoted  to  her  interests.  1 
do  not  mean  to  charge  gentlemen  with  acting 
under  French  influence.  I  am  persuaded  that,  in 
the  course  they  hare  taken,  they  believed  them- 
selves to  be  aiming  at  the  good  of  their  country. 
which  they  supposed  might  best  be  promoted  in 
the  manner  recommended  by  them.  But  1  would 
ask  those  gentlemen,  and  I  solemnly  call  on  them 
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o  lay  their  hands  on  their  hearts  and  answer  me — 
',  would  ask  them,  whether  the  course  of  conduct 
fhich  they  have  pursued  is  not  calculated  to  im- 
>ress  France  with  a  belief,  that  they  are  devoted 
o  ber  interests  and  not  to  those  of  their  own 
:ountrv  ?  Whether  the  manner  in  which  they 
tare  always  connected  the  interests  and  wishes 
if  France  with  their  opposition  to  the  measures 
if  this  Government  does  not  necessarily  tend  to 
reate  and  confirm  this  belief  ?  When  she  saw 
hem  constantly  making  it  a  ground  of  opposition 
o  measures,  that  they  would  be  hurtful  or  dis- 
easing to  her ;  constantly  supporting  those  plans 
which  she  was  desirous  of  seeing  adopted ;  con- 
ltDtly  opposing  all  that  she  opposed ;  what  could 
he  infer,  but  that  they  were  a  party  devoted  to 
ter  views?  As  she  Knows  their  numbers  and 
mportance.  and  has  these  apparently  strong  rea- 
ons  for  relying  on  their  attachment,  what  can 
he  conclude,  but  that  however  unable  they  may 

*  to  direct  the  Government  according  to  her 
rishes,  they  will  be  ready  and  able  so  to  clog  its 
(Derations  as  to  prevent  it  from  adopting  or  pur- 
ttHDg  vigorous  measures  against  her?  She  no 
loubt  does  believe,  and  there  is  evidence  of  the 
ict  from  the  most  respectable  quarter,  our  Min- 
ster in  that  country,  tnat  she  has  nothing  to  do 
Hit  press  hard  on  the  Government,  in  order  to 
ay  it,  bound  hand  and  foot,  at  the  feet  of  this 
arty,  by  means  of  which  she  might  then  govern 
the  country.  §he  is  further  confirmed  in  this 
Mief  by  the  conduct  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try ;  by  their  warm  partiality  for  her  cause  and 
ber  nation ;  by  their  enthusiastic  exultation  in 
ier  victories,  and  the  fond,  sympathising  sorrow, 
frith  which  they  mourn  her  disasters.  Mistaking 
he  source  of  these  generous  emotions,  she  has 
<eeo  in  them  nothing  but  the  proof  of  a  slavish 
levotedness  to  herself,  which  would  render  this 
people  incapable  of  asserting  their  own  rights, 
vhen  it  must  be  done  at  the*  risk  of  her  displea- 
sure. She  does  not  know,  nor  can  she  be  made 
to  understand,  that  it  is  the  cause  of  liberty  in 
which  she  is  thought  to  be  struggling,  that  in- 
spires this  enthusiasm,  and  that,  should  she  change 
ber  conduct,  and  abandon  the  principles  which 
&e  professes,  these  generous  well-wishers  would 
be  found  among  the  firmest  of  her  opposers.  A 
limilar  mistake  she  committed  with  respect  to 
England,  and  that  mistake  further  confirmed  her 
wigioal  error.  She  saw  much  resentment  excited 
ty  the  attacks  and  outrages  of  England,  and  she 
apposed  that  resentment  to  be  deep-rooted  and 
durable.  She  did  not  know,  and  could  not  con- 
ceive, that,  when  England  had  given  up  her  inju- 
rious pretensions  for  the  future,  and  agreed  to 
fcake  a  fair  and  just  compensation  for  the  past, 
we  should  forget  our  resentments,  and  cherish 
*fitiments  of  mutual  and  friendly  intercourse. 
Bhe  supposed  these  resentments  to  be  far  more 
deeply  rooted,  more  universal,  and  more  perma- 
nent, than  they  really  are,  and  relies  on  them  as 

*  certain  means  of  preventing  any  union  of  inte- 
rs and  operations  between  us  and  England, 
however  recommended  by  policy  or  even  required 
ty  necessity. 


In  all  these  delusions  she  is  confirmed  by  the 
conduct,  the  speeches,  and  the  writing^  of  per- 
sons in  this  country,  both  our  own  citizens  and 
hers;  by  the  information  and  opinions  of  some  of 
ber  citizens,  who,  having  resided  here,  have  car- 
ried home  with  them  those  erroneous  opinions 
which  foreigners  generally  form  about  countries 
they  visit ;  and  it  is  to  be  feared  by  the  behaviour 
too  of  some  of  our  citizens  in  her  own  country, 
who,  forgetting  the  trust  reposed  in  them,  and 
the  situations  in  which  they  were  placed,  allowed 
themselves  to  pursue  a  course  of  conduct  and  con- 
versation calculated  to  confirm  France  in  all  her 
unfounded  and  injurious  opinions  respecting  this 
country.  Supposing,  therefore,  that  the  people  of 
this  country  are  unwilling  .to  oppose  her,  and  the 
Government  unable  ;  that  we  should  prefer  peace 
with  submission,  to  the  risk  of  war;  that  a  strong 
party  devoted  to  her  will  hang  on  the  Govern- 
ment, and  impede  all  its  measures  of  reaction  ; 
and  that,  if  she  should  place  us  by  her  aggressions 
in  a  situation  where  the  choice  should  seem  to 
lie  between  a  war  with  England  and  a  war  with 
her,  our  hatred  to  England,  joined  to  those  other 
causes,  would  force  us  to  take  the  former  part  of 
the  alternative ;  she  has  resolved  on  the  measures 
which  she  is.  now  pursuing,  and  the  object  of 
which  is  to  make  us  renounce  the  Treaty  with 
England,  and  enter  into  a  quarrel  with  that  na- 
tion: in  fine,  to  effect  by  force  and  aggressions, 
that  which  she  had  attempted  in  vain  by  four 
years  of  intriguing  and  insidious  policy. 

If  such  are  her  objects,  how  is  she  to  be  in- 
duced to  renounce  them?  By  trifling  concessions 
of  this,  that,  or  the  other  article  of  a  treaty  ;  this, 
that  or  the  other  advantage  in  trade  ?  No.  It 
seems  to  me  a  delusion  equally  fatal  and  unac- 
countable, to  suppose  that  she  is  to  be  thus  satis- 
fied: to  suppose  that,  by  these  inconsiderable 
favors  which  she  has  not  even  asked  lor,  she  is  .to 
be  bought  off  from  a  plan  so  great  and  impor- 
tant, ft  seems  to  me  the  most  fatal  and  unac- 
countable delusion  that  can  make  gentlemen  shut 
their  eyes  to  this  testimony  of  every  nation,  to 
this  glare  of  light  bursting  in  from  every  side ; 
that  can  render  them  blind  to  the  projects  of 
France,  to  the  herculean  strides  of  her  overtow- 
ering  ambition,  which  so  evidently  aims  at  no- 
thing less  than  the  establishment  of  universal  em- 
pire, or  universal  influence,  and  has  fixed  on  this 
country  as  one  of  the  instruments  for  accom- 
plishing her  plan. 

It  is  against  this  dangerous  delusion  that  I  wish 
to  warn  the  House  and  the  country.  I  wish  to 
warn  them  not  to  deceive  themselves  with  the 
vain  and  fallacious  expectation,  that  the  conces- 
sions proposed  by  this  amendment  will  satisfy  the 
wishes  or  arrest  the  measures  of  France.  Do  I 
dissuade  you  from  these  concessions  ?  Far  from 
it ;  I  wish  them  to  be  offered,  and  in  the  way  the 
most  likely  to  give  weight  to  the  offer.  It  is  a 
bridge  which  I  am  willing  to  build,  for  the  pride 
of  France  to  retreat  over;  but  what  i  wish  to 
warn  the  House  against,  is  the  resting  satisfied 
with  building  the  bridge,  to  the  neglect  of  those 
measures  by  which  France  may  be  induced  to 
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march  over  it,  after  it  shall  be  built.  I  wish  to 
negotiate,  and  I  even  rely  much  on  success;  but 
the  success  of  the  negotiation  must  be  secured  on 
this  floor.  It  must  be  secured  by  adopting  firm 
language  and  energetic  measures;  measures 
which  will  convince  France,  that  those  opinions 
respecting  this  country,  on  which  her  system  is 
founded,  are  wholly  erroneous;  that  we  are 
neither  a  weak,  a  pusillanimous,  nor  a  divided 
people  ;  that  w&  are  not  disposed  to  barter  honor 
for  quiet,  nor  to  save  our  money  at  the  expense 
of  our  rights:  which  will  convince  her  that  we 
understood  her  projects,  and  are  determined  to  op- 

Eose  them,  with  all  our  resources,  and  at  the 
azard  of  all  our  possessions.  This,  I  believe,  is 
the  way  to  insure  success  to  the  negotiation ;  and 
without  this  I  shall  consider  it  as  a  measure 
equally  vain,  weak,  and  delusive. 

When  France  shall  at  length  be  convinced 
that  we  are  firmly  resolved  to  call  forth  all  our 
resources,  and  exert  all  our  strength  to  resist  her 
encroachments  and  aggressions,  she  will  soon 
desist  from  them.  She  need  not  be  told  what 
these  resources  are ;  she  well  knows  their  great- 
ness and  extent ;  she  well  knows  that  this  coun- 
try, if  driven  into  a  war,  could  soon  become  invul- 
nerable to  her  attacks,  and  could  throw  a  most 
formidable  and  preponderating  weight  into  the 
scale  of  her  adversary.  She  will  not,  therefore, 
drive  us  to  this  extremity,  but  will  desist  as  soon 
as  she  finds  us  determined.  I  have  already  touched 
on  our  means  of  injuring  France,  and  of  repelling 
her  attacks ;  and  if  those  means  were  less  than 
they  are,  still  they  might  be  rendered  all-sufficient 
by  resolution  and  courage.  It  is  in  these  that  the 
strength  of  nations  consist?,  and  not  in  fleets  nor 
armies  nor  population  nor  money :  in  the  u  un- 
conquerable will — the  courage  never  to  submit  or 
yield."  These  are  the  true  sources  of  national 
greatness ;  and,  to  use  the  words  of  a  celebrated 
writer,  "  Where  these  means  are  not  wanting,  all 
others  will  be  found  or  created."  It  was  by  these 
means  that  Holland,  in  the  days  of  her  glory, 
triumphed  over  the  mighty  power  of  Spain.  It 
is  by  these,  that  in  latter  times,  and  in  the  course  uf 
the  present  war,  the  Swiss — a  people  not  half  so 
numerous  as  we,  and  possessing  few  of  our  advan- 
tages— have  honorably  maintained  their  neutral- 
ity amid  the  shock  of  surrounding  States,  and 
against  the  haughty  aggressions  of  France  herself. 
The  Swiss  have  not  been  without  their  trials. 
They  had  given  refuge  to  many  French  emigrants, 
whom  their  vengeful  and  implacable  country  had 
driven  and  pursued  from  State  to  State,  and  whom 
it  wished  to  deprive  of  their  last  asylum  in  the 
mountains  of  Switzerland.  The  Swiss  were 
required  to  drive  them  away,  under  the  pretence 
that  to  afford  them  a  retreat  was  contrary  to  the 
laws  of  neutrality.  They  at  first  temporized  and 
evaded  the  demand :  France  insisted;  and  finding 
at  length  that  evasion  was  useless,  they  assumed 
a  firm  attitude,  and  declared  that,  having  afforded 
an  asylum  to  those  unfortunate  exiles,  which  no 
law  of  neutrality  forbade,  they  would  protect  them 
in  it  at  every  hazard.  France,  finding  them  thus 
resolved,  gave  up  the  attempt.    This  was  effected 


by  that  determined  courage  which  alone  can  make 
a  nation  great  or  respectable ;  and  this  effect  ha,« 
invariably  been  produced  by  the  same  cause  in 
every  age  and  every  clime.  It  was  this  that  made 
Rome  the  mistress  of  the  world,  and  Athens  the 
protectress  of  Greece.  When  was  it  that  Rome 
attracted  most  strongly  the  admiration  of  man- 
kind, and  impressed  the  deepest  sentiment  of  fear 
on  the  hearts  of  her  enemies?  It  was  when 
seventy  thousand jof  her  sons  lay  bleeding  at  Can- 
nse,  and  Hannibal,  victorious  over  three  Roman 
armies  and  twenty  nations,  was  thundering  at  hei 
gates.  It  was  then  that  the  young  and  heroic 
Scipio,  having  sworn  on  his  sword,  in  the  presence 
of  the  fathers  of  the  country,  not  to  despair  of  the 
Republic,  marched  forth  at  the  head  of  a  people 
firmly  resolved  to  conquer  or  die ;  and  that  reso- 
lution insured  them  the  victory.  When  did  Ath- 
ens appear  the  greatest  and  the  most  formidable  ? 
It  was  when  giving  up  their  houses  and  posses- 
sions to  the  flames  of  the  enemy,  and  having  trans- 
ferred their  wives,  their  children,  their  aged  pa- 
rents, and  the  symbols  of  their  religion,  on  board 
of  their  fleet;  they  resolved  to  consider  themselves 
as  the  Republic,  and  their  ships  as  their  country. 
It  was  then  they  struck  that  terrible  blow,  under 
which  the  greatness  of  Persia  sunk  and  expired. 

These  means,  sir,  and  many  others,  are  in  oar 
power.  Let  us  resolve  to  use  them,  and  act  so  is 
to  convince  France  that  we  have  taken  the  reso- 
lution, and  there  is  nothing  to  fear.  This  convic- 
tion will  be  to  us  instead  of  fleets  and  armies,  and 
even  more  effectual.  Seeing  us  thus  prepared, 
*she  will  not  attack  us.  Then  will  she  listen  to 
our  peaceable  proposals ;  then  will  she  accept  the 
concessions  we  mean  to  offer.  But  should  this 
offer  not  be  thus  supported ;  should  it  be  attendee 
by  any  circumstances  from  which  she  can  dis- 
cover weakness,  distrust,  or  division,  then  will  she 
reject  it  with  derision  and  scorn.  I  view  in  the 
proposed  amendment  circumstances  of  this  kind;! 
and  for  that,  among  other  reasons,  shall  vote 
against  it.  I  shall  vote  against  it,  not  because 
I  am  for  war,  but  because  I  am  for  peace ;  and 
because  I  see  in  this  amendment  itself,  and  more 
especially  in  the  course  to  which  it  points,  the  means 
of  impeding,  instead  of  promoting,  our  pacific  en- 
deavors. And  let  it  be  remembered,  that  whes 
we  give  this  vote,  we  vote  not  only  on  the  peace 
of  our  country,  but  on  (what  is  far  more  impor- 
tant) its  rights  and  its  honor.  I 

Mr.  Gallatin  followed  Mr.  Harper,  on  thi 
contrary  side ;  and  having  noticed  some  remark! 
which  fell  from  Mr.  H.,  that  gentleman  ro*j 
to  explain.  The  call  for  the  "committee  to  rise.9 
and  for  the  "  question."  from  different  parts  of  the 
House^  became  very  loud,  when  Mr.  Giles  ruse, 
and  said;  the  gentleman  last  up  had  thrown  oat 
insinuations  of  misconduct  against  (he  supposed) 
one  of  our  late  public  functionaries  in  France. 
Insinuations  of  a  similar  kind  he  had  frequently 
heard  out  of  doors,  but  he  thought  them  unworthy 
of  notice ;  but  as  the  gentleman  had  thought  pro- 
per to  introduce  the  calumny  in  that  Houte.asd 
as  he  was  a  friend  of  his,  and  not  here  to  ausir* 
for  himself,  he  wished  to  know  of  the  gentiemtf 
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whether  it  was  lo  him  he  alluded ;  and,  if  it  were, 
he  called  upon  him  for  proof  of  his  assertions. 
Mr.  Hahpeh  replied,  that  he  did  allude  Jo  that 
gentleman,  and  would,  at  a  proper  time,  produce 
eridence  of  what  he  had  said. 

The  Chairman  reminded  the  gentlemen  that 
this  conversation  was  out  of  order. 

The  cod  fused  call  for  the  "  committee  to  rise," 
and  the  "  question,"  was  again  renewed ;  when 
the  question  for  the  committee  to  rise  was  put 
and  negatived,  there  being  only  thirty  in  favor 
of  it. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  Mr.  Nicholas's 
amendment — ayes  46,  noes  52. 

Mr.  New  mo  red  that  the  House  meet  in  future 
at  10  in  the  morning.  The  motion  was  negativ- 
ed, there  being  only  thirty-six  in  favor  of  it. 


Tuesday,  May  30. 

John  Fowler,  from  Kentucky-,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his 

teat. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  on  the  Address  reported  in  An- 
swer to  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States;  when 

Mr.  W.  Smith  inquired  of  the  Chairman  whe- 
ther there  was  not  an  error  in  counting  the  votes 
oo  the  question  of  yesterday. 

The  Chairman  replied  that  there  was.  It  arose, 
he  supposed,  from  the  number  of  strangers  in  the 
House,  and  their  pressing  too  near  the  members. 
The  true  numbers  were — for  the  amendment  46, 
against  it  52.  He  requested  strangers  would  not 
stand  so  near  the  members  as  to  cause  a  similar 
mistake  in  future. 

The  Chairman  proceeded  to  read  the  third  and 
fourth  paragraphs  of  the  Address;  when,  having 
read  the  part  which  says,  "although  it  is  the  first 
and  most  ardent  wish  of  our  hearts  that  peace  may. 
lie  maintained,79  <fcc. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  wished  to  introduce 
an  amendment.  He  did  not  believe  it  ought  to 
be "  the  first  ana  most  ardent  wish."  It  had  been 
veil  shown  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 

St.  Sitgreaves)  that  liberty  was  more  dear 
n  peace.  He  therefore  moved  to  insert "  earn- 
est," instead  of  "  first  and  most  ardent."    Carried. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  the  amendment  which  he  had 
already  laid  before  the  committee,  after  the  word 

world,"  in  the  4th  line  of  the  4th  paragraph,  to 
*dd,  "and  although  we  wish  that  Republic  to 
*tand  on  ground  as  favorable  as  any  other  nation, 
u  their  relation  to  the  United  States ;  yet,"  dtc. 

This  motion,  not  being  seconded,  fell  of  course 
to  the  ground. 

Mr.  Williams  proposed  an  amendment,  in- 
tended as  a  substitute  for  the  above,  which  was 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table.  It  proposed  to  put 
France  on  the  same  footing  with  other  nations, 
professing  that  if  she  was  not  so,  it  was  not  owing 
to  any  partiality  in  favor  of  any  other  nation,  and 
that  in  expressing  this  wish,  the  House  did  not 
5lh  Cow.— 7 


mean  to  interfere  with  the  powers  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. 

Mr.  Williams  also  moved  to  insert^  instead  of 
"we  can  never  surrender  our  rights,"  in  the  same 
paragraph,  "  we  never  will  surrender."    Carried. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  strike  out,  in  the  7th  line 
of  the  same  paragraph,  "wisdom,  dignity,  and 
moderation,"  and  to  insert  in  their  place,  "  good 
intentions;"  as  he  said  he  did  not  come  there  pre- 
pared to  approve  all  the  former  acts  of  Govern- 
ment, but  /brother  purposes. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  it  would  not  show  the 
wisdom  and  dignity  of  that  House  to  agree  to  the 
amendment. 

It  was  put  and  negatived,  there  being  only  30 
votes  for  it. 

Mr.  Coit  said  he  thought  that  part  of  the  5th 
paragraph  which  related  to  the  Executive  Direc- 
tory would  be  less  exceptionable,  and  equally  con- 
vey their  disapprobation  of  such  sentiments,  if  it 
were  expressed  more  generally,  and  without  any 
allusion  to  M.  Barras.  He  proposed,  therefore, 
to  strike  out  from  "  at,"  in  the  4th  line  of  the  5th 
paragraph,  to  "United  States,"  in  the  6th  line, 
and  to  insert,  "  any  sentiments  tending  to  dero- 
gate from  that  confidence;  such  sentiments,  wher- 
ever entertained,  serve  to  evince  an  imperfect 
knowledge  of  the  real  opinion  of  our  constitu- 
ents." 

Mr.  Giles  seconded  the  motion,  but  wished  it 
extended  further,  as  he  did  not  know  what  was 
meant  by  the  expression,  "  to  separate  them  from 
themselves." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Coit.)  be- 
cause it  was  hypothetical.  He  wished,  as  the  fact 
was  clearly  established,  to  have  a  direct  reference 
to  the  Speech  of  Barras,  in  their  indignation  at 
the  sentiments.  As  the  matter  had  appeared  of 
sufficient  importance  to  find  a  place  in  the  Presi- 
dent's Speech,  he  thought  it  was  also  worthy  of 
their  notice.  He  insisted  upon  its  being  an  at- 
tempt to  divide  the  people  of  this  country  from 
their  Government,  by  speaking  insultingly  of  the 
latter,  and  flattering  the  former.  He  did  not  ex- 
actly know  what  was  meant  by  the  "  suggestion 
of  our  former  tyrants,"  but  he  supposed  it  meant 
bribery,  and  that  by  "  perfidious  people,"  General 
Washington  was  included. 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
He  denied  that  "  suggestion  "  could  mean  bribery, 
or  that  insidious  persons  could  include  General 
Washington.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  would  not 
thus  make  it  his  business  to  hunt  up  for  insults. 
As  to  the  expressions  of  Government  and  people, 
they  were  certainly  one,  and  could  not  be  divided. 
The  American  Government  was  the  people  of  the 
United  States;  and  if  the  remainder  of  this  offen- 
sive Address  was  attended  to,  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  French  Government  and  French  people  were 
used  as  synonimous  terms.  He  allowed  that  the 
Speech  alluded  to  was  one  of  the  most  foolish 
things  he  had  ever  seen,  but  he  could  find  no  seri- 
ous cause  of  offence  in  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  that  by  the  Government, 
the  Executive  only  was  meant.     He  was  con- 
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vinced  of  this  from  the  manner  in  which  he  had 
seen  the  word  used  in  the  French  Government  pa- 
per, entitled  the  Bedacteur. 

Mr.  Coit  believed,  that  whatever  M.  Barras  had 
said,  it  was  not  worth  their  attention.  We  might 
defy  France  or  Frenchmen  to  say  worse  of  us  than 
they  themselves  said.  He  did  not  himself  know 
how  far  the  Speech  of  Barras  was  an  act  of  Gov- 
ernment ;  for,  said  he,  when  we  directed  our 
Speaker  to  reprimand  Randal  and  Whitney,  the 
words  he  used  upon  the  occasion  were  not  an  act 
of  the  House.  On  another  occasion,  when  the 
House  were  about  to  receive  the  Freneh  flap,  they 
could  not  call  what  was  said  by  the  Speaker  on 
that  occasion,  an  act  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  if  Mr.  Pinckney's  letter  was 
an  authentic  paper,  the  Speech  of  Barras  was 
likewise  so ;  and  if  so,  it  was  doubtless  an  indig- 
nity to  Government.  He  did  not  think  with  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Freeman,) 
that  it  was  " childish  gasconade."  He  believed 
it  was  intended  as  an  insult  to  the  Government  of 
this  country.  As  to  the  gratitude  which  had  been 
said  to  belong  to  the  French  nation,  for  their  as- 
sistance in  the  war,  he  thought  their  services  were 
amply  repaid  by  the  separation  of  this  country 
from  Great  Britain.  Besides,  he  added,  the 
French  never  came  to  the  assistance  of  this  coun- 
try until  they  saw  we  were  likely  to  be  successful 
in  our  struggle.  • 

Mr.  Gordon  said  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  .the 
authenticity  of  Barras's  Speech, since  it  stood  upon 
the  same  ground  as  the  rest  of  the  documents.  It 
was  a  flagrant  insult  upon  Government,  in  his 
opinion,  and  warranted  all  that  had  been  said  upon 
it,  as  it  was  doubtless  an  attempt  to  separate  the 
people  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said  the  question  was,  whether 
or  not  any  notice  should  be  taken  of  the  insulting 
Speech  of  Barras.  When,  said  he,  the  French 
flag  was  presented  to  this  House,  we  were  told  we 
were  not  to  stop  to  reason,  but  to  express  forth- 
with our  feelings  of  affection.  But  now,  when 
the  most  unexampled  insult  is  offered  us,  such  as 
one  man  would  not  receive  from  another,  we  are 
not  to  notice  it  at  all,  lest  it  should  offend  the 
French  Republic.  He  knew  of  only  one  reason 
for  passing  it  over  in  silence,  and  that,  it  was  true, 
had  some  weight  with  him.  That  Barras  spoke 
as  the  organ  or  the  French  nation,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  j  but  he  had  his  doubts  whether  he  knew 
himself  what  he  said.  The  Speech  had  strong 
marks  of  delirium,  and  he  could  not  help  believing 
that,  when  he  delivered  it,  he  was  either  drunk  or 
mad.  If  the  world  went  on  for  six  thousand 
years  to  come,  they  would  never  again  behold  such 
a  production. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. He  did  not  think  himself  bound,  as  had 
been  insinuated  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, to  echo  all  the  sentiments  in  the  President's 
Speecn.  He  wished  to  have  an  opinion  of  his  own. 
He  agreed  that  Barras's  Speech  was  an  indignity 
to  the  United  States.    He  felt  it,  and  would  ex- 

gess  it ;  but  he  did  not  think  this  the  proper  time, 
e  denied  the  justness  of  the  construction  put 


upon  the  Speech  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Ct- 
rolina.  He  supposed  by  "  perfidious  persons,"  wis 
meant  the  persons  in  this  country,  generally  called 
the  "  British  faction."  He  differed  in  opiaton  also 
with  that  gentleman  on  the  subject  of  dividing  the 
people  and  Government,  and  could  not  allow  thai 
the  phrase  "  good  people  "  was  intended  as  an  in- 
sult. He  allowed  it  was  going  too  far  to  say  thai 
we  owed  our  liberty  to  France ;  but  being  in  some 
respect  true,  it  took  off  from  the  offence.  He  wai 
sorry  to  see  on  one  side  of  the  House  constant  at- 
tempts made  to  excite  the  resentment  of  the  people 
of  this  country  against  France.  It  was  not  necessa- 
ry at  present  to  raise  such  feelings.  They  were  sot 
about  to  unsheath  the  sword,  and  to  say,  "We con- 
quer or  die."  What  gentlemen  could  not  effect  by 
reason,  they  seemed  inclined  to  effect  in  a  different 
way.    He  did  not  think  this  fair  conduct. 

Mr.  Venable  supported  the  amendment  He 
did  not  think  any  or  the  objections  made  against  it 
bad  much  weight  in  them.  He  thought  the  mode 
of  expressing  our  sense  of  the  indignity  shown  to 
this  country  by  the  Speech  in  question,  was  judi- 
ciously chosen  by  the  gentleman  from  C  odd  ecu- 
cut.  It  was  most  consistent  with  dignity.  It  was 
not  wise  in  them  to  take  notice  of  every  harsh  ex- 
pression which  might  be  used  against  this  coun- 
try in  any  foreign  nation ;  for,  if  such  were  oar 
conduct,  foreign  nations  would  have  good  ground 
of  complaint  against  us,  and  on  that  floor  the 
account  would  be  settled.  Nor  did  he  think  it 
very  becoming  or  dignified  in  gentlemen  in  that 
House  so  to  express  themselves  as  to  excite  fre- 
quent risibility  ;  nor  was  it  very  honorable  to  thai 
Assembly.  [Alluding  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts.] 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  had  no  doubt  of  the  Speech  of 
Barras  being  an  official  paper,  and  that  its  object 
was  to  divide  the  people  from  the  Government. 
If  he  proved  this,  he  trusted  the  language  of  the 
report  would  be  preserved.  It  would  be  allowed 
that  Barras  was  the  mouth  of  the  Directory,  and 
that  the  sentiments  which  he  speaks,  are  not  bis 
own,  but  what  were  beforehand  agreed  upon.  It 
was  doubtless,  therefore,  a  solemn  official  act 
With  respect  to  the  observation  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  that  what  he  said  respecting  oar 
Government  was  not  applicable  to  the  Exec utirt, 
but  to  the  people  at  large,  he  believed  he  was  wholly 
mistaken,  as  the  word  Government,  in  the  French 
language,  constantly  meant  Executive,  as  was 
abundantly  clear  from  the  way  in  wbieh  it  was 
used  in  Mr.  Adet's  notes.  [He  quoted  a  number 
of  passages  to  prove  his  assertion.]  It  was  gen- 
erally used  for  the  Executive  in  contradistinctioa 
to  Congress,  or  any  other  of  the  constituted  au- 
thorities. If  it  were  clearly  intended  to  coore? 
an  insult  upon  our  Executive,  (and  there  coold  be 
no  doubt  of  it.)  even  the  mover  of  the  amend- 
ment could  not  think  it  unbecoming  in  that 
House  to  express  themselves  in  the  words  of  the 
Address. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  whatever  might  be  the  insolt 
intended  by  the  Speech  of  the  Executive  Directo- 
ry, he  thought  it  best  to  notice  it  in  general  terms 
as  it  was  the  sentiment  which  was  objectionable 
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iod  not  the  Government  of  France.  Bat  as  so 
much  had  been  said  about  Government  and  people, 
he  would  say.  that  an  insult  offered  to  the  people 
sould  not  be  less  offensive  than  one  offered  to  the 
Government.  He  supposed  they  alluded  to  the 
British  Treaty,  which  was  as  much  the  instrument 
)f  Congress  as  of  the  Executive,  and  of  the  peo- 
ple as  either,  since  they  very  generally  petitioned 
io  favor  of  it.  He  then  took  notice  of  the  per- 
rersions  which  the  gentleman  from  S6uth  Caro- 
lina had  put  upon  the  words  of  Barras,  and  denied 
that  there  was  the  least  ground  for  them,  and 
aid  that  the  Gazette  of  the  United  States  might 
b  veil  be  called  a  Government  paper  of  this 
wintry,  as  the  Redacteur,  that  of  France.  If, 
aid  Mr.  G..  it  be  our  intention  to  declare  war  at 
ace,  then  there  might  be  some  propriety  in  taking 
told  of  every  word  which  would  bear  to  be  con- 
trued  into  an  insult,  but  if  we  wished  for  peace, 
t  was  unwise  to  do  so.  Besides,  he  said,  this 
Jpeechwas  not  communicated  in  an  official  raan- 
icr.  nor  could  it  be  so  communicated.  It  was  sent 
iy  Mr.  Pinckney  in  a  newspaper,  from  which  the 
opy  sent  to  them  was  translated,  but  the  transla- 
ion  was  not  even  authenticatea,  as  usual.  He 
lid  not  dispute  the  fact,  but  it  was  a  thing  which 
hey  were  not  bound  to  notice ;  indeed,  an  error 
rith  respect  to  a  name  appeared  on  the  face  of 
be  paper;  and  being  delivered  to  Mr.  Monroe 
rhowas  no  longer  Minister,  it  could  not  be  of- 
ieialiy  communicated.  He  therefore  thought  it 
ras  not  worth  their  notice. 
Mr.  Otis  thought  it  right  to  pay  respect  to  what 
ns  recommended  by  the  President.  The  ques- 
ioB  was  whether  they  should  notice  the  insult 
generally,  or  in  reference  to  the  Directory.  He 
ras  in  iavor  of  the  first ;  but  as  this  was  the  only 
•pportunity  given  in  the  Address  of  expressing 
heir  opinion  of  the  conduct  of  the  French  Gov- 
lament,  he  wished  the  Address  to  stand  as  re- 
torted. 

Mr.  O.  remarked  upon  Barras'  Speech.  He 
W  not  know  what  was  meant  by  granting  peace. 
Vhen  parties  were  at  war,  one  granted  the  other 
eace;  or  sometimes  a  stronger  rower  suffered  a 
waker  to  be  at  peace.  He  supposed  the  French 
otant  it  in  the  latter  sense  towards  this  country. 
)a  condition  that  we  respect  her  sovereignty ! 
tfnat  was  meant  here  ?  If  it  was  sovereignty 
*er  their  own  nation,  we  had  nothing  to  do  with 
I J  if  it  was  any  other,  it  must  be  the  sovereignty 
bey  had  over  us.  He  concluded  by  remarking, 
bit  if  there  were  any  members  in  that  House 
poo  whom  any  imputation  could  rest  of  their 
ting  unduly  attached  to  the  French  cause,  he 
bought  it  a  good  opportunity  to  come  forward 
ad  convince  the  world  that  the  charges  were 

Mr.  Livingston  took  notice  of  what  had  fallen 
ton  the  gentleman  last  up,  and  showed  the  folly 
f adopting  an  irritating  tone;  as,  if  we  charged 

foreign  Government  with  making  use  of  one 
^respectful  expression,  they  would  have  no  diffi- 
iltv  io  reporting  the  complaint,  as  in  the  course 
J  that  debate,  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
ua(Mr.  Hakpbb)  lad  called  the  King  of  Spain 


the  humble  vassal  of  France,  and  had  not  been 
sparing  of  his  epithets  to  other  Powers;  and  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Thatcher) 
had  termed  Barras  drunk  or  mad.  He  also  noticed 
the  constructions  put  upon  the  words  "  granting 
peace,"  and  "  sovereignty,"  as  very  extravagant. 
The  Speech,  he  allowed,  was  bad  enough,  but  he 
saw  no  reason  for  torturing  it  in  this  manner. 

Mr.  Otis  wished  to  know  what  he  understood 
by  the  word  sovereignty? 

Mr.  Livingston  replied,  that  if  he  were  to  do 
that,  he  supposed  he  should  be  called  the  Defen- 
der of  Barras ^s  he  had  already  been  termed  the 
Defender  of  France.  He  would  not,  therefore, 
do  it. 

Mr.  Giles  said  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts had  called  upon  persons  who  might  lie  under 
imputation  of  being  friends  to  France,  to  come 
forward,  and  show  the  imputation  false.  He 
informed  that  gentleman  that  he  did  not  feel  his 
reputation  hurt  by  any  imputation  which  he  or 
any  other  person  might  throw  upon  him.  He 
would  rather  the  gentleman  would  convince  them 
they  were  wrong,  than  call  them  names. 

Mr.  Otis  explained.  He  declared  he  meant 
only  to  say  that  they  had  been  unjustly  charged 
with  those  imputations,  and  that  such  a  conduct 
would  show  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  again  urged  the  propriety  of 
retaining  the  words  in  the  Address  as  reported, 
as  the  amendment  proposed  had  no  reference  to 
the  President's  Speech,  as  that  referred  to  an  offi- 
cial act ;  whereas  the  amendment  had  no  relation 
to  France,  but  would  apply  to  the  people  of  Chi- 
na, or  the  people  of  this  country,  as  well  as  to 
those  of  France.  He  believed  the  discussion  had 
been  of  some  use,  because  it  was  now  on  all  sides 
acknowledged  that  the  Speech  of  Barras  was  an 
insult,  which  was  not  allowed  at  the  beginning1 
of  the  debate.  He  could  only  say  that  gentlemen . 
died  hard ;  to  use  the  expression  of  his  friend  from 
Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Sitgreaves,)  they  seem  de- 
termined to  die  in  the  last  ditch.  The  objections 
to  the  words  of  the  present  Address,  were  like  the 
objections  of  Thomas  Paine  to  the  writings  of 
Moses.  He  denied  that  there  was  any  similarity 
between  expressions  used  in  debate  in  that  House, 
and  expressions  used  by  an  Executive  authority. 
No  notice,  he  said,  ought  to  be  taken  of  what  fell 
from  members  in  that  House,  whilst  they  were 
allowed  to  be  in  order ;  and  if  foreign  Ministers 
attended  to  hear  their  debates,  and  heard  things 
which  they  did  not  like,  they  ought  not  to  take 
exceptions  at  it,  since  they  came  there  uninvited, 
and  it  was  their  duty  to  say  what  appeared  to 
them  right  at  the  time. 

The  question  was  put  on  the  amendment,  when 
there  appeared  49  votes  for  it,  and  49  against  it. 
The  Chairman  declared  it  carried  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

Mr.  Evans  proposed  to  have  struck  out  the 
words  "  an  attempt  to  separate  them  from  them- 
selves ;"  but  Mr.  Yen  able  defending  the  propri- 
ety of  the  expression,  he  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  the  first  sentence  in  the 
sixth  paragraph  rather  sunk  the  composition.    He 
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wished  to  strike  them  oat,  and  "  however"  in  the 
fourth  line,  and  add  after  the  end  of  the  next  line, 
"by  the  transactions  disclosed  by  your  communi- 
cations."   Carried. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said  he  had  an 
amendment  to  propose.  It  was  to  strike  out  the 
words  after  "peace,','  in  the  eighth  line  in  the 
sixth  paragraph  to  the  word  "  nation"  in  the  four- 
teenth line,  and  to  insert,  "  We  therefore  receive 
with  the  utmost  satisfaction  your  information  that 
a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation  will  be  instituted, 
and  we  cherish  the  hope  that  a  mutual  spirit  of 
conciliation,  and  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States  to  place  France  on  grounds  as  fa- 
vorable as  other  countries  in  their  relation  and 
connection  with  us,  will  produce  an  accommoda- 
tion '  compatible  with  the  engagements,  rights, 
duties,  and  honor  of  our  nation." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  this  amendment  the 
same  in  substance  as  that  which  had  been  nega- 
tived, and  if  so  it  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  the  gentleman  might  satisfy 
himself  it  was  not  the  same  with  his,  as  it  would 
not  ffive  occasion  to  all  the  petty  objections  he 
had  Drought  against  it. 

Mr.  Dayton  hoped  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  would  take  a  more  manly  ground  of  op- 
position to  his  amendment  than  the  one  he  had 
suggested.  The  amendment  was  not  the  same  as 
the  one  rejected,  it  was  not  introduced  in  the  same 
part  of  the  Address,  nor  Would  it  require  to  be 
recommitted,  to  be  inserted.  He  would  also  find 
that  some  gentlemen  would  vote  for  this,  who 
put  their  negative  upon  the  other;  if  this  would 
not  satisfy  the  gentleman,  he  believed  the  Chair- 
man would. 

The  Chairman  declared  the  motion  in  order. 
Mr.  Thatcher  called  upon  the  mover  to  state 
in  what  this  motion  differed  from  that  which  was 
rejected. 
»  Mr.  Dayton  said,  that  this  motion  contained  a 
principle  not  found  in  the  report  of  the  committee, 
viz:  to  place  France  in  as  favorable  a  situation 
as  other  countries,  hoping  that  this  will  be  the 
means  of  accommodation.  He  wished  this  senti- 
ment inserted  in  the  letters  of  credence  of  the 
Envoy.  Yet  he  wished  he  might  not  be  charged 
with  standing  on  forbidden  ground.  If  this  sen- 
timent were  not  inserted  in  the  Address,  he 
should  look  upon  it  with  perfect  indifference. 
He  would  have  proposed  this  amendment,  if  he 
had  not  met  with  a  second.  He  was  desirous  of 
preserving  peace  with  the  French  Republic  upon 
any  terms  snort  of  national  disgrace.  The  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  would  see  the  difference 
between  the  two  motions. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  spoke  at  considerable  length 
against  this  amendment.  He  said  nobody  would 
object  to  putting  France  upon  as  good  a  footing 
as  Great  Britain,  if  she  was  not  so,  but  he  believ- 
ed she  was  now  in  a  better  situation,  and  that 
therefore  she  would  not  consent  to  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing  with  Great  Britain.  He  object- 
ed to  it  also,  because  it  held  out  an  idea  that  re- 
conciliation could  only  be  had  through  that  House, 
and  because  it  would  be  an  interference  with  the 


Executive.    He  dwelt  upon  each  of  these  objec 
tions  at  considerable  length ;  and,  upon  his  savin 
that  it  was  possible  if  the  Executive  shonlJ  thin 
it  right  not  to  comply  with  the  direction  of  the 
House,  it  might  be  made  the  ground  of  impeach- 
ment, Mr.  Dayton  interrupted  him  by  insisting 
upon  it  that  no  such  construction  could  be  pat 
upon  his  amendment.    Mr.  S.   begged  to  differ 
in  opinion,  and  continued  his  objections. 

The  call  for  the  question,  when  Mr.  Smith  sat 
down,  was  very  loud;  but,  on  Mr.  Allen  wish- 
ing the  committee  to  rise,  that  time  might  be 
given  for  an  inquiry  how  far  this  motion  would 
go,  as  he  was  not  sure  but  some  improper  treaty 
might  have  been  made,  and  if  so,  it  would  pat 
France  in  the  same  situation,  he  moved  for  the 
committee  to  rise.  It  rose  accordingly,  and  had 
leave  to  sit  again. 


Wednesday,  May  31. 

ANSWER  TO   THE   PRESIDENTS  8PEECH. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  Answer  to  the  Presi- 
dent's Speech,  Mr.  Dayton's  amendment  being 
under  consideration. 

Mr.  Hartley  was  persuaded  there  was  but  ooe 
wish  in  the  House  with  respect  to  peace,  notwith- 
standing insinuations  to  the  contrary;  but  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  proposed  amendment. 
as  he  wished  the  negotiation  to  be  left  wholly  to 
the  President.  The  treaty  entered  into  with 
France  provided  for  their  being  placed  on  the 
same  footing  with  other  nations,  and  wished  that 
right  to  be  recognised  by  negotiation,  and  be 
doubted  not  the  President  would  do  it;  for  as  he 
must  see  that  peace  was  the  desire  of  all,  he 
would  take  such  steps  as  would  be  best  calculated 
to  lead  to  it.  He  was  against  encroachments  on 
the  Executive,  as,  if  they  once  begun,  there  was 
no  knowing  where  they  could  stop.  He  thought 
there  was  no  danger  of  war;  it  would  be  a  disa- 
greeable thing  for  men  who  fought  in  the  Revo- 
lutionary war,  to  be  obliged  to  uns heath  their 
sword  against  France;  but  he  trusted,  before  they 
rose,  means  would  be  taken  for  patting  the 
country  into  a  state  of  defence. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  hoped  the  amendment  wouM 
be  adopted.  The  objections  against  it  were  of  1 
curious  nature.  It  was  first  said,  if  France  was 
put  upon  the  same  footing  with  other  nation 
we  should  have  an  equivalent;  they  ought  to  pay 
for  the  spoliations  committed  on  our  property. 
Again:  it  was  observed,  that  to  offer  them  tow 
would  be  to  put  them  in  a  worse  situation  this 
before,  and  that  they  would  laugh  at  such  a  pro- 
position. Mr.  S.  took  a  view  of  the  advantages 
which  France  was  said  to  enjoy,  over  other 
countries,  with  respect  to  bringing  prizes  into  om 
ports,  and  showed  that  they  no'  longer  eiistei 
He  took  notice  of  a  fact  related  by  Mr.  W.  Smiti 
yesterday,  respecting  a  French  prize  being  brought 
into  Charleston,  and  denied  that  there  was  tfif 
favor  done  to  the  French  in  the  business,  hot 
the  contrary.    France,  he  said,  suffered  material 
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injury  from  the  British  Treaty,  and  there  needed 
to  be  do  apprehension  of  their  refusing  to  be  put 
on  the  same  ground  with  other  nations.  He  re- 
probated the  idea  of  being  denied  the  privilege  of 
S'ring  an  opinion  to  the  Executive,  and  said, 
ere  was  no  expression  in  the  Answer  which 
echoed  to  that  in  the  Speech,  with  respect  to  a 
willingness  to  retract  error,  which  the  Senate  had 
carefully  reverberated.  If  gentlemen  were  sin- 
cere in  their  wishes  for  peace  with  France,  he 
could  not  see  how  they  could  object  to  the 
amendment.  Why  say  peace  ought  not  to  be 
made,  except  redress  was  received  for  spolia- 
tions? He  had  himself  suffered  very  materially 
in  this  respect,  as  well  as  many  of  his  constitu- 
ents, and  he  felt,  of  course,  as  ardent  a  wish  they 
should  be  paid  for  as  other  gentlemen ;  but  he  did 
sot  think  it  would  be  good  policy  to  go  to  war,  if 
satisfaction  was  refused.  This  would  be  probably 
to  risk  the  loss  of  a  pound  for  the  sake  or  gaining 
a  penny.  Besides  it  might  be,  that  when  these 
claims  came  to  be  settled,  France  (like  Britain 
with  respect  to  Virginia  debts)  might  bring  char- 
ges against  us,  and  settle  the  account.  He  was 
willing  to  leave  that  business  to  be  settled  by  the 
Executive. 

Mr.  Craie  observed,  that  the  gentleman  last 
Dp  seemed  perfectly  willing  to  entrust  one  busi- 
ness with  the  Executive,  whilst  he  was  afraid  to 
trust  him  with  another.  With  respect  to  the 
ground  of  gentlemen  being  changed,  he  wished  it 
might  not  appear  so  by  any  agreement  to  this 
amendment,  which  was  exactly  the  same  in  ef- 
fect as  that  which  had  been  negatived.  He  ex- 
pected the  mover  would  have  shown  wherein  it 
differed  from  the  former,  when  called  upon  to  do 
to  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  Dayton  said,  the  member  from  Massachu- 
setts would  bear  him  witness  that  he  did  answer 
(he  inquiry. 

Mr.  Cbaik  said,  if  it  were  so,  he  had  been  mis- 
taken. He  thought  there  was  no  difference  be- 
tween them.  He  wished  to  repel  the  insinua- 
tion that  the  opposers  of  the  amendment  were 
enemies  of  peace,  and  enemies  of  France,  which 
was  constantly  insisted  upon  by  gentlemen  on  the 
tther  side.  He  wished  to  show  France  the  same 
justice  as  other  nations;  but  he  was  not  willing 
to  insert  the  sentiment  in  this  Address.  Nor  did 
be  wish  to  go  into  the  inquiry  how  far  they  were 
Br  were  not  at  present  on  the  same  footing.  He 
bad  the  same  objection  against  this  amendment 
Chat  he  had  against  the  one  brought  forward  by 
toe  gentleman  from  Virginia,  viz:  that  it  was  an 
^constitutional  interference  with  the  Execu- 
te, and  showed  a  want  of  confidence  in  that 
art  of  the  Government,  which  was  at  present 
peculiarly  improper  to  be  shown.  This  conside- 
ition  had  been  treated  very  lightly.  It  was  true, 
hat  foreign  politics  had  too  much  mixed  in  the 
political  conduct  of  persons  in  this  country ;  and 
te  believed  the  distinguishing  feature  between 
he  two  parties  was,  that  one  wished  to  grasp  all 
lower  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the 
tther  to  maintain  the  other  branches  of  Govern- 
ment in  the  exercise  of  their  constitutional  pow- 


ers. He  thought  this  amendment  was  calcula- 
ted to  promote  the  views  of  the  former.  The 
same  design  of  extending  that  power,  had  led 
them  to  decide  the  right  to  decide  upon  treaties, 
and  to  break  treaties.  He  asked  whether  the 
power  they  were  about  to  exercise  was  a  Legis- 
lative or  an  Executive  act?  If  it  were  intended, 
as  doubtless  it  was,  to  influence  the  Executive, 
it  was  certainly  of  the  latter  kind,  and  therefore 
not  their  business.  But  it  was  said  the  Execu- 
tive was  anxious  to  receive  this  opinion.  He 
found  nothing  of  this  sort  in  the  Speech  of  the 
President,  and  he  did  not  know  upon  what  ground 
this  assertion  could  be  made.  It  was  well  known, 
Mr.  C.  said,  that  it  was  insinuated  in  France  that 
the  Government  and  the  people  of  this  country 
had  different  wills;  it  therefore  became  them  to 
act  in  such  a  manner  as  to  repel  the  charge;  but 
if  they  agreed  to  the  present  amendment,  the 
opinion  would  be  strengthened. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  observing,  that  although 
unanimity  was  very  desirable  upon  a  question  of 
this  sort,  yet  it  was  above  all  things  to  be  avoided, 
if  it  were  to  be  at  the  proposed  sacrifice.  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  called  upon 
the  committee  to  convince  the  French  nation 
that  there  was  no  British  influence  in  that  House, 
but  he  hoped  they  should  not  show  them  at  the 
same  time  that  there  was  no  American  influence. 
He  trusted  they  should  not  show  to  them  that 
they  were  all  Frenchmen;  that  they  were  divi- 
ded from  the  Executive,  and  had  no  confidence 
in  it;  that  the  President  was  under  British  influ- 
ence, and  that  he  could  not  therefore  be  trusted. 
This  would  indeed  be  re-echoing  the  calumnies 
which  had  been  raised  against  this  country. 

Mr.  Dayton  said,  that  the  tedious  length  of 
debate,  and  unprofitable  waste  of  time  which  the 
first  amendment  occasioned,  had  determined  him 
to  submit  his  propositi6n  to  the  committee,  and 
without  troubling  them  with  his  comments,  to 
leave  it  to  its  fate.    The  criticism  which  it  had 

{irovoked  from  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
ina  would  have  justified  him  in  departing  from 
that  determination,  even  if  there  had  been  no 
other  inducement ;  but  as  several  gentlemen  had 
desired  a  modification  of  his  motion,  he  rose  more 
immediately  to  gratify  them,  as  he  found  he 
could  do  it  without  affecting  the  principle. 

Mr.  D.  here  particularly  pointed  out  the  altera- 
tion which  he  consented  to  make  in  his  amend- 
ment ;  which,  being  accordingly  made  and  read 
by  the  Chairman, 

Mr.  D.  said,  that  he  trusted  that  all  parts  of  the 
House  were  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
their  being  united  at  a  time  and  upon  an  occa- 
sion so  critical,  when  the  eyes  of  a  considerable 
part  of  Europe  were  turned  upon  them,  and  when 
tbey  had  been  informed  that  their  Address  to  the 
President,  far  from  passing  unnoticed,  had  proba- 
bly already  influenced  the  conduct  of  some  of  the 
European  Powers  towards  the  United  States. 

With  this  information  before  them,  he  hoped 
the  gentlemen  would  not  obstinately  persist  in 
maintaining  their  ground,  without  yielding  in  the 
least  to  each  other,  and  in  resisting  all  advances 
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towards  accommodation,  especially  when  it  ap- 
peared that  their  difference  was  confined  to  words, 
or  at  most  to  forms,  and  that  in  substance  they 
were  almost  all  agreed.  From  all  parts  of  the 
committee,  a  disposition  had  been  avowed  to 
place  France  on  grounds  as  favorable  as  other 
countries,  and  not  a  wish  had  been  uttered  to  the 
contrary,  even  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  until  yesterday.  Believing  himself  that 
the  United  States  were  thus  favorably  disposed 
towards  that  Republic,  and  very  much  preferred 
an  honorable  accommodation  to  an  unprofitable 
warfare  with  them,  he  had  thought  it  his  duty  to 
offer  an  amendment  avowing  such  principles. 
He  had  before  said,  and  now  repeated,  that  he 
was  desirous  of  maintaining  peace  so  long  as  it 
could  be  effected  without  the  loss  of  independence, 
or  national  honor.  He  trusted  that  he  should 
not  be  charged  with  a  want  of  zeal  in  the  cause, 
if  he  did  not  particularly  answer  the  arguments, 
and  follow  the  footsteps  of  those  gentlemen,  who 
had  taken  it  upon  themselves  to  arraign  France 
like  a  culprit  at  their  bar,  and  to  compel  the  com- 
mittee to  sit,  as  it  were,  in  judgment  upon  the 
conduct,  the  motives,  and  the  designs  of  that 
Republic ;  not  in  relation  to  the  United  States, 
whose  interests  alone  were  confided  to  the  care 
of  their  Representatives,  but  in  respect  to  the 
nations  of  Europe,  who  had  been  leagued  for  her 
destruction,  and  with  whose  internal  regulations 
and  political  connexions,  that  House  had  nothing 
to  do.  If  truth  had  permitted,  decency  should 
have  forbidden  the  members  to  address  the  na- 
tions of  Europe,  and  to  say  to  one  nation—"  You 
are  enslaved  ;"  to  another,  "  You  are  oppressed ;" 
to  a  third,  "You  are  deceived,  and  your  Monarch 
held  in  leading-strings  by  the  French  Republic 
under  the  semblance  of  friendship."  Policy  and 
decorum  should  equally  have  restrained  gentle- 
men from  such  reflections  at  a  time  when  repre- 
sentatives from  those  very  nations  were  received 
and  accredited  as  the  Ministers  of  nations  sov- 
ereign and  independent  as  ourselves,  and  per- 
mitted, not  only  to  reside  in  our  metropolis,  but 
to  sit  within  these  walls,  and  listen  to  our  de- 
bates. If  we  were  discussing  the  means  of 
maintaining  the  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  and 
were  deliberating  into  which  scale  the  United 
States  should  throw  themselves  as  make-weights, 
then  indeed  such  observations  might  be  more 
pertinent  and  justifiable;  but  as  the  question 
really  was,  by  what  means  the  peace  of  this 
country  should  be  honorably  preserved,  he  could 
not  see  the  propriety  of  such  reasoning.  He 
hoped  he  should  not  be  accused  of  a  want  of  spirit, 
if  he  did  not  assume  the  high  tone  of  menace 
which  some  gentlemen  had  done ;  if  he  did  not 
talk  of  war  as  a  mere  matter  of  riastime,  or  of 
conquering  whole  provinces,  as  if  they  had  only 
to  walk  over  and  make  them  their  own,  or  of 
buckling  on  the  armor  of  hostility,  and  of  dying 
~in  the  last  ditch. 

He  had  conceived  that  this  country  might  ex- 
hibit becoming  firmness,  without  rushing  into  in- 
temperance, and  that  they  might  show  a  proper 
spirit  of  resentment,  without  exhibiting  the  rage 


of  a  madman.  Fortunately  for  them,  it  was  not 
necessary  that  they  should  crouch  as  suppliants 
at  the  feet  of  a  master,  and  hold  out  a  caiU 
blanche,  to  have  inscribed  on  it  the  terms  of  the 
submission  and  peace ;  nor,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
assume  the  posture  of  gladiators,  and  sound  the 
trumpet  of  defiance.  He,  nevertheless,  felt  the 
full  force  of  the  indignity  which  had  been  offered 
us  in  the  rejection  of  our  Minister;  and  he  owned 
that  he  could  not  calmly  hear  the  French  Re- 
public addressing  the  United  States  in  terms  the 
most  imperious,  and  saying :  "  This  law  you  most 
repeal — these  decisions  you  must  rescind— those 
engagements  you  must  annul — before  we  can 
have  further  communion  or  intercourse  with 
you."  Such  language  was  unwarrantable  and 
insulting.  But  he  desired  still,  if  possible,  to  con- 
ciliate rather  than  to  make  war ;  and  a  sense  of 
gratitude,  not  yet  extinguished  in  his  breast,  in- 
duced him  to  moderate  his  indignation,  althoagh 
it  did  not  prevent  his  resisting  such  improper  at- 
tempts to  interfere  in  the  Government.  The  re- 
collection of  what  France  had  been  to  us  in  times 
the  most  critical,  would  incline  him  still  to  ad- 
dress her,  and  say:  "You  Frenchmen  were  oar 
first,  you  have  been  our  best,  ally.-  You  alone 
came  forward  to  our  assistance  at  a  time  when 
Great  Britain  not  only  threw  us  from  her  protec- 
tion, but  endeavored  to  reduce  us  to  unconditional 
submission.  When  every  other  nation  fled  from 
our  alliance,  and  all  other  people  avoided  any  in- 
tercourse— treating  us  rather  as  rebels  than  as 
men  struggling  for  our  just  rights — then  yon, 
people  of  France,  (or,  if  gentleman  prefer  it,  your 
Monarch) — strong  in  your  strength,  rich  in  your 
wealth,  supported  by  your  will — nobly  held  oota 
helping  hand  for  our  protection,  and  acknowl- 
edged our  independence.  Then  was  signed  that 
compact  which  united  your  fate  and  interests 
with  ours.  But  if  owing  to  change  of  circum- 
stances that  treaty  operates  now  to  your  injury, 
we  will  no  longer  hold  you  to  its  observance. 
That  which  you  generously  granted  in  1778,  as  a 
pledge  of  friendship,  we  as  liberally  restore  to  yon 
in  1797,  when  it  is  in  your  opinion  unequal,  and 
has  become  a  source  of  disquiet  to  you.  We  agree 
that  it  should  be  cancelled.  Our  laws  made  for 
the  preservation  of  our  neutrality  and  peace  we 
cannot  repeal ;  the  decisions  of  our  courts  we  can- 
not rescind  ;  our  engagements  with  foreign  Pow- 
ers we  cannot  violate ;  but  we  freely  consent  t« 
cancel  that  compact  existing  between  us  which 
prevents  your  participating  in  the  favors  granted 
to  Great  Britain  in  the  treaty  of  1794.  This  ob- 
stacle removed,  the  three  articles  of  Mr.  Jay's 
Treaty,  namely,  that  of  neutral  ships  not  protect- 
ing enemy's  property ;  that  regulating?,  what  shall 
be  contraband,  and  the  provision  article,  can  be 
extended  to  you." 

This,  Mr.  D.  said,  was  the  language  wbici 
he  conceived  to  be  most  proper  and  dignified  <* 
the  present  occasion.  He,  however,  resisted  the 
construction  which  had  been  put  upon  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  1778,  and  had  been  the 
pretext  for  passing  the  decree  of  the  2d  March. 
and  by  no  means  admitted  that  France  couM 
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claim  those  favors  as  a  right.  Although  he  could 
never  consent  to  repeal  the  act  of  Congress  of 
1794,  nor  to  violate,  in  the  least,  oar  engagements 
and  treaties  with  other  nations  at  the  requi- 
sition of  France,  or  any  foreign  Power,  because 
the  independence,  the  honor,  and  good  faith  of 
the  United  States  forbade  it;  yet  he  should  re- 
joice to  learn  that  our  Government  would  think 
proper  to  offer  at  the  very  commencement  of  the 
negotiations  to  annul  the  French  Treaty,  in  which 
their  Minister  says  they  find  only  disadvantages. 
This,  he  believed,  would  be  found  the  truest  po- 
licy, also,  in  respect  to  all  other  nations  whose 
treaties  with  us  should,  from  change  of  circum- 
stances, cease  to  be  equal  and  reciprocal.  They 
would  otherwise  be  the  sources  of  hostility  rather 
than  of  friendship  and  good  neighborhood. 

The  amendment  which  he  offered  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  had  expressed  a  hope  to  that 
effect — that  the  disposition  (which  was  not  ques- 
tioned) in  our  Government  to  place  France  on 
grounds  as  favorable  as  other  countries,  joined  to 
a  mutual  spirit  of  conciliation,  would  produce  an 
accommodation  compatible  with  our  engagements, 
rights,  honor,  and  interests.  If  he  had  believed 
that  such  a  disposition  did  not  exist  in  this  coun- 
try, or  that  the  expression  of  a  hope  that  it  would 
effect  an  accommodation  could  be  fairly  construed 
into  an  improper  interference  with  the  Executive 
authority,  he  should  have  been  among  the  last 
to  advocate  a  motion  of  such  tendency ;  but  as. 
on  the  contrary,  it  contained  nothing  in  it  dicta- 
torial or  imperative,  and  as  the  Speech  of  the 
President  wanted  them  to  give  an  opinion  rela- 
tively to  the  contemplated  negotiation,  he  was 
persuaded  that  it  was  not  liable  to  any  Constitu- 
tional objection,  and  that  it  might  have  a  con- 
ciliatory effect. 

After  making  these  general  remarks,  Mr.  D. 
aid,  it  might  be  proper  to  take  some  notice 
of  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Smith,)  which  were  in  conflict 
with  each  other.  He  said  "France  would  be 
offended  at  the  proposal."  If  that  were  true,  then, 
agreeable  to  the  doctrine  of  his  colleague,  (Mr. 
Harper,)  it  would  inspire  them  with  respect  for 
as.  But  he  added, also,  that  France  would  "laugh 
at  the  proposal."  This  was  indicative  of  con- 
tempt, and  Mr.  D.  did  not  see  how  they  could 
look  upon  it  with  such  opposite  sensations  at  the 
lame  time.  The  same  gentleman  went  on  to 
nv.  that  to  place  France  on  grounds  as  favorable 
as  other  countries,  would  be  to  put  her  on  a  worse 
footing  than  she  then  stood;  and  yet,  in  almost 
the  next  breath,  he  declared  that  the  Representa- 
ti?e&  would  betray  the  interests  of  their  constitu- 
ent^ if  they  did  not  demand  from  that  Republic 
lome  compensation  in  return  for  granting  them 
such  favors.  These  were  inconsistencies  which 
tae  gentleman  must  reconcile  before  he  could  be 
entitled  to  a  more  particular  answer. 

Mr.  D.  then  took  notice  of  what  had  been 
U^ed  against  his  amendment,  as  improperly  dic- 
tating to  the  Executive,  and  as  a  violation  of  the 
Constitution,  and  showed  that  it  was  neither  the 
be  nor  the  other.    He  concluded  by  saying,  that 


such  a  sentiment  might  have  an  influence  in  pre- 
paring the  way  for  the  favorable  reception  of  their 
negotiations,  and  prove  the  harbinger  of  peace 
between  the  two  countries. 

Mr.  Harper  complained  of  some  insinuations 
made  by  the  gentleman  last  up,  which  he  suppos- 
ed alluded  to  him,  particularly  with  respect  to 
the  terms  "  gladiator"  and  "  madman."  f Mr.  D. 
replied  that  he  did  not  mean  them  for  him ;  but, 
if  he  chose  to  take  them,  the  committee  would 
judge  of  the  justness  of  the  application  .J 
'  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  President  would  do 
all  that  was  wished  by  them  to  conciliate  the 
French.  He  did  not  know  but  he  would  do  more ; 
nor  was  he  sure  that  it  would  not  be  proper  to  do 
more  than  had  yet  been  contemplated.  He  did 
not  know  but  it  would  be  necessary  to  deal  with 
France  as  with  Algiers.  Such  questions  were 
questions  of  expediency,  and  the  ultimatum  should 
be  given  with  care.  It  was  difficult  to  say  what 
the  designs  of  the  French  were.  He  apprehend- 
ed they  wanted  to  involve  us  by  degrees  in  a  war 
with  her  enemy. 

Mr.  Baldwin  wished,  since  they  must  return 
an  answer,  that  it  should  be  done  in  the  least  mis- 
chievous way.  He  believed  the  majority  of  the 
committee  was  in  favor  of  the  principle  of  the 
amendment,  and  differed  only  about  the  manner 
of  expressing  it.  The  treaty  of  1778  had  long 
been  considered  as  bearing  hard  upon  the  French, 
and  propositions  had  been  made  for  relaxing  it, 
but  they  had  been  refused  by  our  Executive. 
This  conduct  the  House  were  called  upon  to  ap- 
prove ;  but  they  choose  rather,  by  means  of  the 
amendment,  to  say,  "  you  have  done  right  hither- 
to, but,  rather  than  hazard  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try, we  wish  France  to  be  put  upon  the  same 
footing  with  other  nations." 

Mr.  N.  Smith  thought  members  had  been  more 
desirous  of  addressing  the  people  out  of  doors, 
than  confining  themselves  to  the  subject  in  de- 
bate. He  insisted  that  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
President  would  do  a  certain,  thing,  was  to  coerce 
him  to  do  it.  He  denied  the  Constitutional  right 
to  do  this.  He  charged  gentlemen  with  found- 
ing their  arguments  on  the  warring  in  the  de- 
partments of  Government.  It  was  his  opinion 
that  Government  could  not  go  on  except  there 
was  an  union  of  design  amongst  the  different  parts 
of  it.  One  branch  of  Government  ought  to  say 
to  the  other,  you  have  done  wrong ;  but  full  faitn 
should  be  given  to  each.  The  Answer  to  the 
Speech  of  the  President  should  not  introduce  any 
new  matter  by  way  of  advice,  but  respond  only 
such  sentiments  as  were  addressed  to  them.  He 
was  against  offering  the  advice  proposed,  because 
it  was  saying  to  France  and  to  the  world  "  We 
fear  our  President  will  not  do  right,  except  we 
direct  him."  It  was  said  the  President  met  with 
difficulty  in  his  negotiation,  which  was  owing  to 
the  slanders  which  had  been  spread  in  France,  viz: 
that  the  Executive  was  all  English  and  the  people 
all  French.  On  this  account  the  French  looked 
upon  the  Executive  with  a  jealous  eye.  If  the 
committee  thought  these  things  groundless^  they 
should  assure  the  French  that  the  President  is  lest 
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English,  and  they  less  French  than  have  been  re- 

Ere  sen  ted,  by  expressing  their  confidence  in  him. 
»ut  it  was  said,  they  should  give  their  ultimatum ; 
but  that,  if  the  amendment  passed,  he  said,  would 
not  be  the  case,  because  the  President  would  make 
what  ultimatum  he  thought  proper. 

Mr.  Sewall  corrected  the  statement  of  the 
gentleman  last  up,  by  insisting  that  our  Ex- 
ecutive had  entered  into  a  negotiation,  and  did  all 
in  his  power  to  form  a  new  treaty,  and  that  it 
was  entirely  owing  to  the  French  Minister  that 
it  was  not  completed.  Mr.  S.  complained  of 
the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  Speaker. 
If  gentlemen  were  deemed  in  order  by  the  Chair, 
he  did  not  think  that  gentleman  was  authorized, 
when  out  of  that  situation,  to  pass  his  censures 
upon  them.  Although  the  agents  of  foreign  coun- 
tries were  present,  he  said,  they  were  not  to  be 
prevented  oy  this  circumstance  from  expressing 
their  sentiments  freely. 

Mr.  Brent  was  not  surprised  that  the  gentle- 
man just  sat  down  was  displeased  with  the  amend- 
ment. He  had  told  the  committee,  on  a  former 
occasion,  that  he  had  no  hopes  of  reconciliation ; 
he  stated  that  we  had  nothing  to  hope  but  from 
our  own  unanimity,  and  from  the  combination  of 
foreign  nations  with  us  against  the  aggressions  of 
the  French.  He  did  not,  therefore,  address  him- 
self to  that  gentleman,  but  to  those  who  did  not 
entertain  so  despicable  an  opinion  of  the  French 
nation — to  those  who  believed  the  irritation  sub- 
sisting between  the  two  countries  might  be  put  a 
stop  to.  To  them  he  recommended  theamendment 
as  a  concilatory  measure.  He  then  examined  the 
different  objections  which  had  been  urged  against 
it ;  and  insisted  upon  the  right  the  House  had  at  ail 
times  to  express  tneir  difference  of  opinion  from  the 
other  branches  of  Government,  since  the  Govern- 
ment was  made  up  of  checks.  He  also  advocated 
the  right  that  they  had  to  offer  an  opinion  to  the 
Executive  upon  important  occasions,  especially 
in  a  case  in  the  event  of  which  war  might  be  in- 
volved. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  the  doctrine  of  checks  held, 
as  it  respected  laws  which  were  passed  by  the  three 
branches  of  Government,  but  had  nothing  to  do 
with  business  that  belonged  only  to  one  or  two  of 
the  branches:  for  instance,  that  House  had  no 
right  to  check  the  President  in  duties  which  the 
Constitution  has  reposed  in  him.  But  the  gen- 
ueman  from  New  Jersey  had  introduced  a  new 
check — a  check  on  the  freedom  of  speech,  when 
particular  characters  were  present.  He  did  not 
expect  to  have  heard  any  such  observation,  par- 
ticularly from  the  quarter  from  whence  it  came. 

Mr.  Dayton  wished  the  gentleman  to  state 
what  he  had  said  fairly.  Mr.  D.  repeated  his  ex- 
pression. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  members  were  not  to  be 
called  to  account  for  what  fell  from  then  on  that 
floor,  and  he  hoped  a  remark  of  the  kind  would 
never  again  be  made.  He  was  not  at  a  loss  to 
know  the  motive  for  all  the  anxiety  which  ap- 
peared for  the  passing  of  this  amendment.  The 
trench  had  never  asked  for  what  was  proposed  to 
be  granted  to  them ;  he  would  undertake  to  say 


they  had  refused  it.  Mr.  S.  showed,  by  the  cor- 
respondence between  Mr.  Randolph  and  Mr.  Adet, 
that  there  had  been  a  perfect  willingness  on  the 
part  of  our  Executive  to  make  alterations  in  the 
existing  treaty  with  that  nation,  agreeably  to  their 
wishes,  and  tnat  it  was  not  owing  to  any  thing  on 
our  part,  that  it  was  not  done. 

All  that  could  be  said  for  the  present  amend- 
ment was,  that  it  was  not  quite  so  bad  as  the  one 
negatived,  for  there  was  not  a  single  word  in  this 
which  altered  the  sense  from  the  other.  He  re- 
peated the  propriety  of  making  a  stipulation  for 
the  payment  of  our  twelve  millions  ot  loss  by  spo- 
liations, which,  if  the  French  were  not  able  to  pay 
in  money,  they  might  pay  in  ships  of  war  and  fri- 
gates. He  did  not  wish  France  to  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  with  other  countries,  because 
there  were  stipulations  in  some  of  our  treaties 
which  he  should  not  like  to  see  in  a  French  trea- 
ty ;  for  instance,  in  our  treaty  with  Sweden,  there 
was  an  article  which  had  produced  great  incon- 
venience— he  meant  the  embargo  article.  There 
was  an  article  also  in  the  treaty  with  Spain  which, 
though  it  may  not  be  injurious  as  it  relates  to 
that  country,  ne  should  be  very  sorry  to  see  in- 
serted in  a  French  treaty.  By  the  16th  article  ot 
that  treaty,  the  Spaniards  were  allowed  to  take 
great  liberties  with  our  vessels ;  when  their  ships 
of  war,  in  want  of  provisions,  meet  any  of  our 
vessels,  they  are  allowed  to  take  out  of  them,  such 
necessaries  as  they  stand  in  need  of,  for  which 
they  give  a  receipt,  to  be  paid  by  their  Govern- 
ment agents.  This  liberty  he  should  not  like  to 
have  given  to  French  vessels,  that  they  might 
take  provisions  from  our  vessels  in  exchange  for 
a  bit  of  paper.  There  was  also  an  article  in  our 
treaty  with  Algiers,  (the  12th,)  which  he  would 
not  have  inserted  in  a  French  treaty,  viz:  "That 
a  citizen  iound  on  board  an  American  vessel  hav- 
ing no  passport,  shall  be  considered  as  a  lawful 


si 


prize 

It  was  very  extraordinary  that  gentlemen  were 
continually  calling  the  British  Treaty  a  bad  one, 
and  still  they  wished  the  French  to  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  with  the  British.  He  would 
rather  give  them  an  equivalent  in  some  other 
way.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had 
wished  the  committee  to  rally  round  the  stand- 
ard of  peace,  (by  which  he  meant  the  amend- 
ment before  them.)  This  put  him  in  mind  of 
the  story  of  a  recruiting  sergeant,  who  was  beating 
up  for  recruits  when  the  rrince  of  Wales  was  a 
little  boy,  who,  seeing  some  boys  playing  at  mar- 
bles, in  order  to  seduce  them,  said  they  would 
have  nothing  to  do  but  to  play  at  marbles  with 
the  Prince.  He  doubted  not  every  member  in 
that  committee  wished  for  peace ;  nut  he  trusted 
they  had  too  much  discernment  thus  to  be  taken 
in. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  one  of  the  observations 
made  by  the  gentleman  last  up,  he  could  not  as- 
sent to;  he  did  not  believe  they  were  all  desirous 
of  peace;  for.  if  he  must  express  his  opinion,  he 
did  not  believe  that  gentleman  wished  for  peace* 
Mr.  G.  drew  this  conclusion  from  the  variety 
of  contradictory  objections  which  he  had  urged 
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against  the  amendment.  To  pro  re  that  our  Ex- 
ecutive wished  to  have  remedied  the  grievances 
complained  of  in  the  British  Treaty,  he  had  read 
letters  which  passed  between  the  French  Minis- 
ter aod  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  July,  1795. 

These  letters  were  written  before  the  British 
Treaty  was  ratified  by  the  President,  and  there- 
fore it  was  not  possible  they  could  treat  upon  the 
articles  contained  in  that  treaty,  especially  as  the 
powers  given  to  Mr.  Adet  were  given  to  nim  be- 
fore the  British  Treaty  was  known.  The  trans- 
action only  showed,  therefore,  that  our  Executive 
was  disposed  to  enter  into  a  new  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France,  more  reciprocal  than  that  of 
1778.  But  the  offer  to  treat  was  made — with 
whom  ?  With  a  man  who  had  no  power  to  treat, 
and  he  had  not  heard  that  the  Executive  had  sent 
orer  to  France  any  person  empowered  to  treat 
with  that  Government. 

Bat  it  was  said  this  amendment  was  big  with 
danger,  as  it  would  give  to  France  certain  pro- 
visions granted  in  treaties  with  other  Powers, 
which  it  is  not  desirable  she  should  have.  An  ar- 
ticle in  the  Swedish  Treaty  was  mentioned,  but 
gentlemen  should  recollect  that  this  was  an  arti- 
ticle  of  reciprocity ;  we  have  the  same  right  in  a 
Swedish  port  that  Swedes  have  in  ours ;  and  as 
we  had  heard  great  complaints  about  embargoes 
upon  oar  vessels  in  French  ports,  if  an  article  of 
this  sort  was  agreed  upon,  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  us.  The  next  objectionable  article 
was  one  in  the  Spanish  Treaty,  allowing  ships  of 
war  in  distress  to  take  out  provisions  from  our 
vessels,  on  giving  a  receipt.  This,  Mr.  G.  said, 
was  allowed  by  the  law  of  nations,  if  there  had 
been  no  provision  of  the  kind  in  the  treaty,  and 
only  provided  the  manner  of  paying  for  what  was 
taken.  As  to  the  Treaty  with  Algiers,  he  could 
see  no  connection  between  that  and  the  treaties 
in  question ;  yet,  even  in  that  treaty,  free  bottoms 
were  allowed  to  make  free  goods.  Besides,  Mr. 
6.  observed,  this  Address  was  to  be  sent  to  our 
Executive,  who  knew  very  well  what  was  meant 

Sthe  expressions  used  in  this  amendment.  He 
arged  gentlemen  with  endeavoring  to  raise  the 
prejudice  of  members  with  respect  to  the  treaty 
ib  question,  in  order  to  get  them  to  rally  round 
the  standard  of  opposition  to  the  amendment. 
He  apologised  for  having  so  expressly  charged 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  with  not 
wishing  for  peace,  but  did  not  mean  to  retract  the 
expression. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  wished  to  relieve  the 
gentleman  from  the  uneasiness  he  seemed  to  feel 
from  having  made  so  direct  a  charge  against 
him;  but  he  would  tell  him.  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve (though  he  had  said  so)  that  if  the  French 
vere  not  satisfied  with  the  terms  offered  in  this 
amendment,  he  would  be  willing  to  go  to  war. 
And  now  he  thought  the  account  settled  between 
them. 

Mr.  CotT  said,  that  having  brought  forward  a 
motion  similar  in  its  spirit  to  the  one  under  con- 
sideration, which  had  not  been  seconded,  and  in- 
tending to  vote  against  the  present,  it  became  ne- 
cessary to  give  his  reasons.    He  did  not  think  it 


the  same  thing.  The  difference,  it  was  true,  was 
not  very  great,  bnt  was  so  great  as  to  induce  him 
not  to  give  his  vote  for  it.  It  consisted,  he  believ- 
ed, in  this — in  Mr.  C.'s  amendments  the  words 
were  "  on  ground  as  favorable ;"  in  Mr.  Dayton's, 
"on  ground  similar  to."  But  he  thought  the  ex- 
pression ambiguous. 

The  question,  on  Mr.  Dayton's  amendment, 
was  put  and  carried,  there  being  for  it  52,  against 
it  47.  The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Thursday,  June  1. 
ANSWER  TO  PRE8IDENT8  8PEECH. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  reported  Answer  to 
the  President's  Speech ;  and  the  Chairman  hav- 
ing read  the  remaining  clauses,  and  no  further 
amendment  being  suggested,  a  motion  was  made 
for  the  committee  to  rise,  and  report  the  Address, 
with  the  amendments ;  which  was  accordingly 
done. 

The  House  then  took  up  the  amendments,  which 
were  read  at  the  Clerk's  table,  and  afterwards  the 
Speaker  proceeded  to  read  them,  and  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  each. 

The  first  and  second  were  agreed  to  without 
opposition  ;  but  on  the  third  being  read,  viz :  the 
introduction  of  the  following  words  into  the  Ad- 
dress— "any  sentiments  tending  to  derogate  from 
that  confidence;  such  sentiments,  wherever  en- 
tertained, serve  to  evince  an  imperfect  knowledge 
of  the  opinions  of  our  constituents," 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays; 
which  were  taken,  and  stood — yeas  48,  nays  46, 
as  follows : 

Yeas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Ca- 
bell, Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  George 
Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  John  Fow- 
ler, Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William 
B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A. 
Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Da- 
vid Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Mat* 
thew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Joseph 
McDowell,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah 
Parker,  Etisha  R.  rotter,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  8am- 
nel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District, 
Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sum- 
ter, John  Swan  wick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip 
Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable 
and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chap- 
man, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Wil- 
liam Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John 
Dennis,  George  Ege,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jon- 
athan Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich, 
William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  William  B.  Grove, 
Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L. 
Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Sam- 
uel Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mathews,  Daniel 
Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  John  Reed,  JohnRutledge, 
jr.,  James  Schureman,  8amuel  8ewall,  William  Shep- 
ard,  Thomas  8innickson,  8amuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah 
8mith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charles- 
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ton,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thom- 
son, John  £.  Van  Alen,  and  John  Williams. 

The  fourth  amendment,  which  was  of  a  trifling 
nature,  was  agreed  to ;  but  on  the  amendment 
introduced  by  Mr.  Dayton  being  read;  Mr.  Wil- 
liamb  proposed  to  add  the  word  "justice"  in  one 
part  of  it ;  but 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  should  propose  an 
amendment,  which  he  supposed  would  supersede 
the  one  moved  by  Mr.  Williams.  He  wished, 
instead  of  directing  the  President  to  any  particu- 
lar measure,  to  make  the  expression  general, 
which  would  remove  most  of  the  objections  to 
the  amendment.  He  wished  to  strike  out  all 
that  followed  the  word  "  instituted,"  and  insert 
"nor  can  we  too  strongly  express  our  sincere  de- 
sire that  a  mutual  spirit  of  justice  and  accommo- 
dation may  produce  a  conciliation  compatible 
with  the  rights,  duties,  and  honor  of  our  nation." 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  this  amendment  was  either 
a  substitute,  or  the  same  as  the  original  motion, 
which  had  been  decided  yesterday. 

The  Speaker  having  read  the  motion,  declared 
it  to  be  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Sitgheaves  said,  if  the  motion  just  made 
was  out  of  order,  he  should  make  one  which  he 
believed  would  be  in  order.  It  was  to  strike  out 
all  the  words  in  the  amendment  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  from  "conciliation"  to  the  word 
"exist,"  and  insert  "justice  and"  before  concili- 
ation. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  that  this  proposition  went  to 
destroy  the  amendment  altogether.  If  they  were 
to  strike  out  that  part  of  it  which  went  to  the 
placing  of  France  on  the  same  footing  with  other 
nations,  it  would  be  inferred  that  they  refused  to 
place  her  in  that  situation,  and  would  place  her 
in  a  state  of  outlaw.  He  wished,  if  gentlemen 
meant  this,  they  would  declare  it. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  the  alarm  of  the  gentle- 
man last  up  perfectly  groundless.  Gentlemen  had 
constantly  declared  that  their  reason  for  opposing 
the  words  to  be  struck  out  was  an  unwillingness 
to  interfere  with  the  Executive  authority.  They 
were  not  disposed  to  withhold  from  France  what 
other  gentlemen  were  disposed  to  give  her;  but 
they  did  not  wish  to  give  it  to  her  in  this  way. 
If  the  present  motion  prevailed,  the  inference 
could  not  be  that  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the  House 
to  preserve  peace ;  the  Republic  of  France  would 
very  well  understand  it. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  the  warmth  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  surprised  him.  He  denied 
that  France  could  draw  any  unfavorable  infer- 
ence from  an  agreement  to  the  present  proposi- 
tion :  for,  said  he,  if  the  Lord's  Prayer  were  in- 
serted in  our  Journals,  would  the  gentleman  say 
it  would  be  rejecting  the  Lord's  Prayer  to  expunge 
it?  He  refused  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  because  he  conceiv- 
ed it  was  neither  English  nor  common  sense. 

Mr.  Venable  said  there  was  no  occasion  for 
warmth.  He  could  suppose  no  other  view  in  gen- 
tlemen bringing  forward  the  motion,  except  that 
they  thought  the  House  would  vote  for  it,  with- 
out understanding  the  drift  of  it* 


Mr.  Sitgreaveb  did  not  know  that  the  under- 
standing of  the  House  would  be  enlightened  by 
the  explanation  which  had  been  given  to  the  mo- 
tives of  the  friends  of  the  motion.  He  felt  per- 
fectly indifferent  as  to  the  motives  which  might 
be  attributed  to  him  by  certain  persons.  He 
meant  this  proposition  to  produce  that  concilia- 
tion which  appeared  to  be  the  wish  of  every  one. 
All  were  agreed  that  some  concessions  should  be 
made  to  France ;  but  there  was  a  difference  of 
opinion  about  the  propriety  of  an  interference 
with  the  Executive.  He  thought,  if  this  amend- 
ment took  place,  it  would  produce  the  effect  de- 
sired ;  because,  if  any  inequality  exists  with  re- 
spect to  treaties,  it  would  be  removed  by  this  gen- 
eral expression,  as  well  as  by  a  particular  one. 
This  was  his  intention.  He  did  not  know  how 
members  would  vote  on  this  occasion,  but  he 
trusted  there  were  those  who  wished  France  to 
have  justice  done  her.  who  were  also  desirous  of 
not  interfering  with  the  business  of  the  Execu- 
tive. It  was  to  meet  the  wishes  of  such  gentle- 
men that  he  introduced  this  amendment.  If  this 
sentiment  was  not  adopted,  he  should  vote  against 
any  Answer  to  the  Speech  of  the  President  which 
should  contain  the  sentiment  introduced  by  the 
amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  that  after  having  dis- 
cussed this  question  for  nearly  a  fortnight,  ind 
they  had  come  to  a  vote  upon  it,  an  attempt  was 
now  made  to  set  aside  tnat  vote  in  an  indirect 
way,  instead  of  meeting  it  in.  an  open  manner. 
He  should  have  been  better  pleased  with  gentle- 
men if  they  had  employed  a  part  of  that  time  which 
they  had  occupied  in  talking  about  the  powers  of 
the  Executive,  in  enlightening  him  with  respect 
to  the  rights  of  that  House.  They  had  been  told 
that  they  ought  not  to  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the 
Executive — fie  would  do  what  was  right;  but  he 
believed  the  President  waited  for,  and  expected 
the  opinion  of  that  House. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  he  understood  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  the 
Constitutional  principle,  which  had  been  so  modi 
talked  of,  would  be  as  much  infringed,  if  this 
passed,  as  if  it  stood  in  its  present  form.  He  saw 
no  difference,  as  to  the  Executive,  than  this,  that 
by  an  ambiguous,  general  expression,  their  mean- 
ins  might  not  be  understood. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  be  was  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment, for  it  might  be  necessary  to  make  conces- 
sions to  France,  which  justice  did  not  require,  bat 
which  the  interest  of  our  country  might.  Mr.D. 
said  they  were  possessed  of  two  descriptions  of 
rights,  viz:  rights  of  sovereignty,  and  rights 
which  were  obtained  by  virtue  of  treaty.  They 
proposed  to  say  to  the  President  in  this  Address, 
"we  will  never  surrender  our  rights  as  a  na- 
tion;"  but  he  did  not  know  that  it  would  be  tot 
the  good  of  the  country  that  they  should  maintain 
all  they  possessed  by  treaty,  and  therefore  he  did 
not  wish  to  insist  upon  it  And  he  considered 
this  Address  as  pledging  themselves  to  preserve 
all  our  other  rights,  which  he  thought  ic  proper  at 
this  time  to  do,  especially  as  they  had  been  called 
upon  by  the  President  for  the  purpose.    The  ob- 
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ject  of  this  Address  was,  therefore,  to  assure  the 
President  how  far  he  might  rely  upon  them.  But, 
if  an  amendment  like  that  which  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  displaced,  was  not  agreed  to,  the  Ex- 
ecutive might  suppose  the  House  pledged  to  do 
more  than  they  intended  to  do.  He  thought  the 
House  had  a  Constitutional  right  thus  to  speak, 
because  they  had  the  right  to  deelare  war,  which 
gave  them  this  right. 

Mr.  Potter  said,  he  voted  against  the  amend- 
ment in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  not  because  he 
did  not  wish  to  put  France  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing with  other  nations,  but  because  he  did  not 
wish  to  give  up  the  ground  of  recovering  redress 
for  the  spoliations  committed  upon  our  com- 
merce. The  same  reason  would  induce  him  to 
rote  for  striking  out  the  words  now  proposed  to 
be  struck  out.  He  thought  there  had  been  much 
unnecessary  debate  on  this  subject,  about  French 
party  and  English  party.  For  his  part,  he  should 
tike  such  an  Address  best  as  should  mortify  both 
the  most. 

Mr.  W.Smith  repeated  his  reasons  for  opposing 
the  amendment  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and 
was  of  opinion  that  the  thing  was  not  clearly  un- 
derstood even  by  its  friends.  The  Committee  of 
the  Whole  having,  however,  declared  that  France 
should  be  placed  upon  the  same  ground  with  other 
nations,  he  saw  no  reason  for  carrying  the  matter 
any  farther,  by  inserting  it  in  the  Address  to  be 
presented  to  the  President.  He  thought  the  mat- 
ter might  very  well  rest  here,  and  introduce  the 
words  "  mutual  spirit  and  justice  "  into  the  Ad- 
dress. If  they  must,  however,  suggest  to  the  Ex- 
ecntire,  he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  confine 
themselves  to  making  concessions  to  France.  In- 
deed it  was  contradictory  to  speak  of  mutual  con- 
ciliation, and  propose  nothing  to  be  done  by 
France.  If  gentlemen  insisted  upon  this  amend- 
ment as  passed  yesterday,  he  should  think  it  his 
doty  to  propose  tnat  France  should  be  called  upon 
to  do  justice,  by  inserting,  "  and  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  France  to  redress  the  injuries  commit- 
ted against  the  United  States." 

Mr.  S.  Smith  charged  the  gentleman  last 
ap  with  repeating  the  same  observations  over 
and  over  again.  Mr.  S.  denied  that  the  privilege 
of  coming  into  our  ports  with  their  prizes  was  any 
longer  serviceable  to  the  French,  since  they  were 
not  permitted  to  sell  them.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  said,  the  French  would  not  bring  their 
prizes  into  our  ports.  Did  Great  Britain,  be  asked, 
keep  her  Treaty  in  this  respect  ?  No,  she  did  not. 
It  was  true  she  did  not  bring  her  prizes  into  our 
sea-ports;  but  she  brought  them  into  our  rivers 
and  bays,  and  then  sent  them  to  Halifax.  But, 
because  the  French  had  come  upon  our  coast  with 
some  vessels  of  war,  it  had  been  accounted  a  very 
extraordinary  thing — though  the  British  ships  of 
war  are  constantly  on  our  coast.  Indeed,  he  said, 
tbey  had  just  taken  the  brig  Liberty,  from  Phila- 
delphia, and  a  schooner  from  Baltimore,  (which 
he  saw  with  pleasure  set  sail,)  laden  with  some 
families,  chiefly  old  women  and  children,  who 
were  returning  home  to  Cape  Francois,  which 
were  sent   to  Halifax.     These  vessels  of  the 


British  keep  possession  of  one  of  the  mouths  of 
our  rivers,  and  yet  we  are  not  surprised  at  it  be- 
cause we  are  used  to  it,  but  because  one  or  two 
vessels  are  taken  by  French  privateers,  we  are 
greatly  surprised. 

He  was  tar  from  justifying  the  conduct  of  the 
French ;  but  he  was  not  for  making  war  upon 
them,  on  account  of  what  they  had  done,  because 
he  believed  the  French  Government  would  disa- 
vow many  of  the  injuries  which  had  been  com- 
mitted against  us.  He  vindicated  neither  nation ; 
both  had  injured  our  commerce  and  entrenched 
upon  our  rights.  The  British,  said  he,  oblige  our 
vessels  passing  in  or  out  of  the  bay  of  the  Chesa- 
peake, to  douse  their  colors;  yet  this  nation  lately 
made  a  treaty  with  us  !  This  was  not  an  agreeable 
thing  to  Americans,  but  they  were  obliged  to  sub- 
mit to  it.  He  mentioned  these  things  to  show  that 
France  was  not  singular  in  her  aggressions  towards 
this  country. 

Mr.  Baldwin  repeated  hie  objections  to  the  re- 
port, which  he  made  yesterday,  in  order  to  show 
the  propriety  of  disagreeing  to  strike  out  the  words 
in  question.  * '  * 

Mr.  Otis  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  into 
a  comparative  view  of  the  outrages  committed 
against  the  commerce  of  this  country  by  the 
British  and  French.  He  believed  the  House  was 
tired  of  such  repetitions.  The  gentleman  from 
Maryland  had  told  them  that  the  British  had 
taken  a  cargo  of  old  women.  The  French  army 
and  conventions  had  been  introduced  amongst 
them  by  turns,  and  now  the  gentleman  had 
brought  forward  the  old  women  ;  whatever  effect 
the  former  might  have  had  upon  their  debates,  he 
knew  of  none  this  cargo  could  produce.  The 
question,  he  said,  was  now  reduced  to  a  narrow 
compass,  viz :  to  a  proposition  to  insert  general 
words  in  the  place  of  particular  ones.  Both  were, 
intended  to  have  the  same  effect,  and  the  object 
of  the  present  amendment  was  to  produce  concil- 
iation. It  had  been  insinuated  that  gentlemen 
who  voted  for  the  amendment  of  yesterday  could 
not  vote  for  this ;  but  he  thought  they  might  with 
propriety  do  it,  and,  by  thus  acting,  escape  the 
danger  of  encroaching  on  the  duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive. It  had  been  relied  upon,  that  because  the 
Legislature  had  power  to  declare  war,  ergo>  this 
House  has  a  right  to  decide  upon  what  terms  it 
will  be  willing  to  declare  war.  He  did  not  think 
the  Constitution  ever  intended  such  a  dialogue  to 
be  held  with  the  Executive ;  for  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  Senate  might  disagree,  and 
therefore  it  was  a  thing  not  to  be  anticipated. 
Though  he  was  charged  with  being  of  the  war 

Iiarty,  yet  he  did  not  know  that  he  should  be  wil- 
ing to  go  to  war,  even  if  the  present  negotiation 
were  to  fail ;  indeed,  he  thought  the  particular 
proposition  more  threatening  than  any  other.  But 
it  had  been  said  that  if  the  present  motion  passed, 
France  would  be  in  a  state  of  outlaw.  If  such 
consequences  could  be  seriously  charged  upon 
the  passing  of  a  motion  of  this  kind,  what  situa- 
tion, he  ashed,  were  we  in?  It  seemed  as  if  the 
cup  of  indignation  must  be  filled  to  the  brim. 
Mr.  Vbkarlb  denied  that  the  proposition  now 
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moved  was  to  the  same  effect  as  the  one  intend- 
ed to  be  struck  out.  If  it  were  so,  indeed,  he 
would  ask  why  gentlemen  were  so  anxious  to 
have  it  passed  i  What  did  gentlemen  mean  by 
conciliation?  He  believed  they  meant  this — 
Come  over  to  our  side.  The  gentleman  last 
up  had  the  other  day  said,  let  gentlemen  de- 
scend from  their  pride  and  opinion,  and  come  and 
rally  round  us.  This  was  a  peculiar  kind  of  mo- 
desty which  that  gentleman  seemed  to  possess, 
and  he  wished  him  to  keep  it. 

Mr.  Dennis  said,  admitting  that  the  words  as 
they  stand  are  not  unconstitutional,  he  could  not 
see  why  gentlemen  should  be  so  tenacious  of 
them.  It  seemed  as  if  they  were  distrustful  of 
the  Executive.  They  were  told  by  the  public 
prints  that  the  President  had  appointed  negotia- 
tors, men  of  character,  who  it  could  not  be  doubt- 
ed would  do  their  duty,  and  that  they  were  actu- 
ated by  a  disposition  to  heal  the  differences  be- 
tween the  French  Republic  and  this  country.  He 
believed  there  was  a  majority  in  that  House  who 
wished  to  depend  upon  the  Executive.  He  could 
only  see  one  reason  for  the  conduct  of  gentlemen 
on  this  occasion,  and  that  was,  that  they  were 
afraid  the  Executive  would  do  right,  and  acquire 
too  much  reputation.  They  want  it  to  appear  to 
the  world  that  it  was  they  who  delivered  their 
country  from  the  danger  with  which  it  was 
threatened.  Much,  he  observed,  had  been  said 
about  the  rights  of  that  House ;  he  did  not  mean 
to  go  into  the  subject,  but  he  would  ask  whether, 
if  the  Executive  should  unnecessarily  draw  the 
country  into  war,  would  that  House,  when  war 
was  raging  among  us,  refuse  to  appropriate  money 
for  carrying  it  on  ?  They  certainly  would  not. 
All  would  unite  in  repelling  the  danger. 

Mr.  Giles  hoped  that  by  this  time  gentlemen 
,had  got  rid  of  their  Constitutional  scruples,  as 
this  proposition  involved  in  it  an  interference 
with  the  Executive  in  an  equal  degree  with  that 
it  was  meant  to  supersede.  It  would  also  have 
an  operation  upon  the  next  clause  of  the  Address, 
which  asserted  that  the  conduct  of  Government 
has  been  just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations, 
which  went  as  well  to  France,  with  respect  to  her 
treaties,  as  to  other  Governmental  acts.  This 
was  the  difference  between  the  two  propositions. 
Indeed,  if  it  were  only  a  substitute  for  the  words 
struck  out,  there  would  be  an  objection  on  the 
threshold.  The  object  was,  were  they  willing  to 
make  some  concession  for  the  sake  of  peace  ?  He 
would  rather  give  up  the  spoliations  than  go  to 
war.  He  would  rather  pay  for  them.  But  he 
trusted,  if  our  negotiators  proposed  to  do  justice 
to  France  with  respect  to  her  treaties,  this  sacri- 
fice would  not  be  necessary.  The  gentleman 
from  Maryland  charged  gentlemen  with  wishing 
to  deprive  the  President  of  the  reputation  of  ac- 
commodating the  existing  differences;  but,  he 
said,  if  they  had  any  share  of  the  reputation,  they 
would  also  have  a  share  of  the  responsibility  for 
any  concessions  which  it  might  be  found  neces- 
sary to  make,  which  would  attach  to  him.  A 
curious  idea  had  been  started  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina.    He  thought,  having  car- 


ried the  question  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole] 
that  the  matter  had  gone  far  enough.  So  tkt 
gentlemen  having  yesterday  agreed  to  what  they 
thought  right,  might  to-day  agree  to  what  they 
believed  to  be  wrong.  He  could  not  conceive 
that  this  kind  of  argument  could  operate  upon  the 
House. 

Mr.  Gallatin  had  no  objection  to  the  wort 
"justice"  being  introduced  into  the  amendment, 
but  not  as  a  substitute  for  what  was  meant  to  be 
struck  out.  He  looked  upon  the  amendment  as 
of  two  parts,  the  first  to  strike-  out  the  words  re- 
lative to  putting  France  upon  a  footing  equal  with 
other  nations;  the  second,  to  introduce  the  senti- 
ment that  a  mutual  spirit  of  justice  will  produce 
accommodation.  He  was  against  the  first  part, 
and  in  favor  of  the  other.  The  question  to  strike 
out  was  the  main  question  reserved.  He  wished 
the  yeas  and  nays  to  be  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  Sitorsaves  could  not  suffer  misrepresenta- 
tion to  pass  unnoticed.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
amendment  was  connected  with  other  parts  of 
the  Address,  and  that  by  agreeing  to  it,  the  House 
pledged  themselves  to  support  the  existing  treaty 
between  this  country  and  France.  This  he  show- 
ed was  not  so.  He  also  referred  to  what  had 
been  said  by  Mr.  Dana  on  the  subject  of  rights. 
from  whom  he  disagreed.  He  insisted  that  this 
amendment  had  nothing  to  do  with  respect  to 
approving  any  past  measures  of  Government; 
all  it  was  intended  to  do  was,  to  conciliate  the 
different  opinions  in  the  House  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Gordon  said,  it  seemed  to  be  insinuated 
no  gentleman  could  be  in  favor  of  this  amend- 
ment, except  such  as  were  averse  to  putting 
France  on  the  same  footing  with  other  nations} 
but  he  would  say,  that  though  he  wished  France 
to  be  so  placed,  and  though  he  felt  as  much  grat- 
itude for  the  assistance  which  France  had  afford- 
ed this  country  in  the  time  of  her  need  as  any 
other  gentleman,  yet  he  was  in  favor  of  the  mo- 
tion to  strike  out,  because  he  would  avoid  all 
appearance  of  any  interference  with  the  Execu- 
tive; as  he  knew  how  easily  opinions  slided  into 
advice,  advice  into  precedent,  and  precedent  into 
mischievous  effects.  He  differed  in  opinion  from 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  on  the  subject  of 
rights,  and  the  construction  he  put  upon  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  wish  the  present  ques- 
tion to  depend  upon  nice  distinctions.  He  wished 
gentlemen  to  recollect  that  it  was  not  the  object 
of  the  amendment  reported  to  make  war,  but  to 
prevent  war.  That  House,  he  insisted,  bad  t 
right  to  say  it  will  not  declare  war,  except  such 
and  such  things  are  done.  They  had  the  power 
of  preventing  war  without  consulting  the  Senate. 
They  could  say  they  would  have  peace. 

The  question  for  striking  out  was  taken— yeas 
49.  nays  50,  as  follows : 

Yeas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilufi  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chap- 
man, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Joshu 
Coit,  William  Craik,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis, 
George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwigbt 
Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey 
Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  Willia* 
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Bany  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hart- 
ley, William  Hindman,  Hesekish  L.  Hoamer,  Jamea 
H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkea  Kitten,  Samuel  Lyman,  Jamea 
Mtchir,  William  Mathews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison 
G.  Otis,  Ehsha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge, 
jr,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sin- 
Dickson,  8amuel  Sitgremves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathan- 
id  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George 
Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E. 
Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Ca- 
bell, Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  William  Findley, 
John  Fowler  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin, 
William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Living- 
ston, Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
con, Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Mil- 
ledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker, 
James  Schureman,  Thompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard 
8piigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumpter,  John 
8wanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van 
Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  V enable,  and 
Robert  Williams. 

Mr.  Kittera  wished  to  offer  an  amendment. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  expression  of  "  mu 
tual  spirit  of  conciliation,"  was  improper,  as  the 
passage  of  the  Address  now  stood,  without  any 
thing  being  stipulated  to  be  done  on  the  part  of 
France.  He  therefore  proposed  to  add  the  fol- 
lowing words,  viz:  "  to  compensate  for  any  injury 
done  to  our  neutral  rights,  and  on  the  part  of." 

Mr.  Harper  thought  this  proposition  made  bad 
worse.  They  had  been  contending  for  a  long 
time  against  interfering  with  the  Executive,  and 
sow  they  were  about  to  extend  that  interference. 
For  himself,  the  same  motive  which  led  him  to 
oppose  the  former  motion  would  lead  him  to  op- 
pose this,  as  he  never  could  vote  for  a  proposition 
of  this  sort. 

Mr.  Kittera  hoped  the  yeas  and  nays  would 
be  taken  upon  the  question.  He  was  against  giv- 
ing advice  to  the  President  as  much  as  any  one ; 
bat  if  they  were  to  give  it,  he  would  make  it  as 
consistent  as  possible,  and  at  the  same  time  that 
attention  was  paid  to  concessions  to  France,  he 
was  not  willing  to  forget  our  own  citizens. 

Mr.  Giles  said  this  proposition  would  serve  to 
perplex  the  business  instead  of  dissipating  dif- 
ficulties. We  were  to  demand  from  France  com- 
pensation for  spoliations,  or  what  ?  We  will  go  to 
war,  for  that  must  be  the  consequence. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  in  hopes  this  proposition 
would  not  have  been  brought  before  the  House, 
for.  if  they  voted  in  favor  of  this  resolution,  would 
it  not  be  putting  themselves  in  a  situation  of  say- 
j°$  if  you  do  not  allow  compensation  for  these 
injuries,  we  will  seek  redress  in  another  way; 
**d  if  they  voted  against  the  resolution,  it  would 
ippear  as  if  they  intended  to  abandon  the  claim. 
Being  forced,  however,  to  vote  in  one  way  or  the 
other,  he  must  vote  against  it.  He  was  in  favor 
of  making  certain  concessions,  because  he  con- 


ceived it  to  be  for  the  interest  of  this  country  to 
do  so.  He  should  vote  against  the  proposition, 
because,  if  the  French  refused  to  comply  with 
the  condition,  war  must  be  the  consequence.  He 
wished  the  question  could  be  avoided,  because  he 
saw  no  benefit  that  could  arise  from  a  decision 
upon  it. 

Mr.  Bayard  was  surprised,  that  after  it  had 
been  agreed  that  it  should  be  recommended  to 
the  President  to  make  certain  concessions  to 
France,  that  gentlemen  should  be  opposed  to  any 
provision  in  favor  of  our  own  citizens.  If  the 
French,  said  he,  complain  of  inequality  with  re- 
spect to  treaties,  how  much  more  reason  have 
our  citizens  to  complain  of  the  spoliations  com- 
mitted upon  their  commerce?  He  thought  this 
amendment  calculated  to  make  a  bad  thing  better. 

Mr.  Venable  was  apprehensive  that  a  decision 
upon  this  question  would  be  a  real  injury  to  the 
claimants ;  because,  if  any  thing  was  done  which 
would  prevent  an  accommodation,  these  claims 
would  stand  on  a  worse  footing  than  at  present. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  vote  upon  the 
question,  but,  if  he  did  vote,  he  must  give  his  nega- 
tive to  it.  There  were  two  hazards  to  be  run;  if 
it  were  negatived,  it  would  appear  as  if  compen- 
sation was  not  expected,  and  if  carried,  and  the 
French  refused  compliance,  war  would  be  the 
consequence. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  gentlemen  to  consider 
what  a  serious  barrier  they  were  putting  in  the 
way  of  the  peace  of  the  country — a  clog,  which, 
if  persisted  in,  must  lead  to  war.  It  was  possible, 
he  said,  they  might  have  carried  their  zeal  too  far, 
but  what  was  it  to  effect?  The  peace  of  the  coun- 
try;  whilst  the  zeal  of  their  opponents  led  to  war. 
He  felt  this  question  of  so  important  a  nature, 
and,  in  his  opinion,  so  improper  to  be  decided, 
that  he  should  move  the  previous  question 
upon  it. 

This  motion  being  supported  by  five  members, 
(according  to  the  rules  of  the  House,)  the  ques- 
tion now  became,  "  Shall  the  main  question  now 
be  put  V 

Mr.  Habper  said,  if  no  other  good  could  be  ef- 
fected by  this  motion,  it  had  produced  declara- 
tions in  favor  of  the  Executive  from  all  sides  of 
the  House.  He  left  it,  however,  to  the  ingenuity 
of  gentlemen  who  voted  in  favor  of  the  former 
proposition,  to  show  why  they  voted  against  this. 
He  noticed  what  had  fallen  from  a  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  with  respect  to  supporting  the 
Executive;  he  believed  tne  best  way  of  support- 
ing the  Executive  was  to  leave  him  to  himself. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  when  gentlemen  were  them- 
selves turning  round,  they  were  apt  to  believe  all 
the  world  was  doing  so.  He  thought  there  would 
indeed  be  inconsistency  for  any  member  to  be  in 
favor  of  both  propositions.  He  was  in  favor  of 
peace,  not  because  valuable  to  a  foreign  country, 
but  because  valuable  to  American  citizens,  and 
he  thought  the  mode  he  and  his  friends  had  ad- 
vocated was  the  only  one  to  secure  it.  He  be- 
lieved the  business  of  spoliations  should  be  left  to 
be  settled  by  the  President,  in  the  best  way  he 
could  do  it. 
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Mr.  Allen  thought  gentlemen  seemed  too 
much  disposed  to  lay  this  country  at  the  feet  of 
France.  If  the  Address  were  examined,  it  would 
be  found  that  we  only  cherish  a  hope  that  France 
would  compensate  our  wrongs.  Surely,  he  said, 
this  cannot  give  offence. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  in  favor  of  peace,  and  stilt  in 
faror  of  what  gentlemen  had  called  a  war  motion, 
and  against  what  they  called  a  peace  motion. 

Mr.  Livingston  was  against  the  main  question 
being  put,  because  he  was  afraid,  if  it  were  put, 
it  would  be  lost.  He  saw  no  impropriety  in  the 
motion ;  it  would  be  no  clog  upon  the  negotiation, 
because  it  must  be  made  a  part  of  it.  But  the 
losing  the  amendment  would  have  a  bad  effect; 
and  he  believed  it  would  be  lost,  because,  if  gen- 
tlemen acted  consistently  who  voted  against  the 
former  amendment,  they  must  vote  against  this 
also. 

Mr.  Goodrich  said,  that  as  they  had  assumed 
the  right  of  advising  the  President,  he  wished  at 
least  as  much  respect  to  be  paid  to  the  claims  of 
our  fellow-citizens  as  to  those  of  the  French  Re- 
public. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  saw  the  difficulty  in  which 
gentlemen  were  placed,  which  was,  either  to 
abandon  the  claims  of  their  fellow-citizens,  or 
their  own  views,  and  he  had  no  doubt  in  saying 
that  an  endeavor  to  get  rid  of  the  question,  was 
an  endeavor  to  abandon  those  claims.  As  it  was 
not  an  ultimatum,  it  would  not  be  called  a  war 
proposition. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  the  argument  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  was  a  singular  one;  be- 
cause, if  the  previous  question  was  carried,  it 
would  amount  to  a  negative. 

Mr.  Brent  defended  the  argument  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York. 

Mr.  Swanwick  spoke  at  some  length,  as  to  the 
finesse  which  had  been  used  on  this  occasion ;  as 
it  appeared,  he  said,  that  it  was  the  wish  of  gen- 
tlemen to  carry  this  proposition  for  the  sake  only 
of  defeating  both,  when  the  vote  came  to  be  taken 
on  both  together.  If  both  propositions  could  be 
carried,  he  should  be  in  favor  of  both;  but  he 
could  not  consent  to  vote  for  this,  in  order  to 
give  gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  defeating  the 
other. 

Mr.  Venable  again  expressed  his  embarrass- 
ment. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  as  the  hour  of  adjournment 
was  arrived,  and  the  debate  did  not  appear  to  be 
exhausted,  he  moved  to  adjourn. 

Friday,  June  2. 

ANSWER  TO  PRESIDENT'S  SPEECH. 

The  House  again  took  up  the  subject  of  the 
Answer  to  the  President's  Speech.  The  follow- 
ing amendment  being  under  consideration,  viz : 
"  to  compensate  for  any  injury  done  to  our  neutral 
rights,  and  on  the  part  of." 

Mr.  F.  Williams  expressed  his  concern  that 
this  motion  had  been  brought  forward  at  all.  In 
order  to  extricate  the  House  from  the  difficulty, 
he  had  proposed  to  insert  the  word  "justice," 


which  he  believed  would  have  had  the  desired 
effect  He  did  not  think  it  was  the  business  of 
that  House  to  take  into  consideration  the  losses 
sustained  by  our  merchants  from  the  spoliations 
of  the  French ;  if  they  chose  to  run  risks,  they 
must  take  the  consequences.  But  the  question 
having  been  brought  before  the  House,  if  it  were 
negatived  our  merchants  would  have  a  claim  apoa 
Government  for  their  losses.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  have  kept  the  subject  out  of  sight,  since 
our  citizens  would  not  like  to  be  taxed  to  pay  foe 
these  spoliations.  It  was  the  opinion  of  one  part 
of  the  House,  that  the  proposition  for  placing 
France  on  an  equal  footing  with  other  naiioDf 
would  have  the  effect  to  preserve  us  in  peace;  he 
wished,  therefore,  that  it  should  go  out  unclogged. 
He  hoped  the  mover  would  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion ;  he  thought  it  would  be  a  conciliatory  step, 
and  his  proposition,  he  was  of  opinion,  would  aa- 
swer  every  purpose. 

Mr.  Sbwall  would  not  have  troubled  the  House 
on  this  question,  but  that  part  of  his  constituent* 
being  interested  in  the  question,  he  felt  himself 
called  upon  to  make  a  few  remarks  upon  it.  If 
this  motion  had  not  been  brought  forward,  he 
himself  should  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  hare 
introduced  something  of  the  sort,  since  the  former 
amendment  was  carried.    He  did  not  think  with 
the  gentleman  last  up,  that  the  bare  admitting  of 
the  question  would  pledge  them  to  pay  for  the 
spoliations.    He  was  of  opinion  that  merchants 
carrying  on  trade,  under  the  sanction  of  the  Got- 
ernment,  were  entitled  to  protection,  and  to  be 
shielded  from  insult  every  where;  but  he  did  not 
understand  that  this  protection  went  to  the  mak- 
ing good  of  losses,  but  only  to  protect  them  with 
the  public  force  in  their  defence.    The  injuries 
committed  against  them  might,  indeed,  be  so 
great  as  to  be  a  just  cause  of  war,  or  of  a  partial 
war  of  retaliation,  or  for  a  call  upon  the  nation 
committing  the  injury  for  redress.    It  had  bees 
denied,  when  the  former  question  was  under  con- 
sideration, that  they  were  dictating  any  terms  to 
the  Executive.    It  was  then  said  that  they  were 
only  about  to  offer  him  their  opinion;  but  now. 
when  only  a  single  article  was  to  be  added  in  be- 
half of  our  fellow-citizens,  it  is  said  to  be  an  ulti- 
matum.     This  was  changing  of  ground,  and 
brought  the  amendment,  which  he  did  not  think 
very  hurtful  before,  to  give  them  the  power  of 
making  peace  or  war  in  the  country ;  they  might 
force  the  Executive  and  Senate  into  a  waragaintf 
their  inclination.   The  Constitution  had  provided 
otherwise :  the  Executive  was  to  take  measures 
for  preserving  peace.  This  was  sufficient  to  show 
the  absurdity  of  undertaking  the  business.   It 
said  Mr.  S.,  gentlemen  refuse  to  consider  the 
question,  it  will  be  adding  insult  to  injury  upon 
our  fellow-citizens.    A  treaty  without  this  stipu- 
lation would  be  absurd.    Was  the  President  to  p 
on  with  the  idea  that  the  only  suggestion  in  this 
Answer  was  the  ground  on  which  he  was  to  go? 
If  so,  and  he  were  to  do  any  thing  more,  and  war 
were  to  be  the  consequence,  he  would  hare  to 
bear  the  opprobrium. 

Gentlemen  said  they  had  no  objection  to  this 
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amendment,  provided  it  was  not  an  ultimatum  ; 
he  bad  no  idea  that  it  could  be  so  considered.  It 
was  the  more  hazardous,  since  (as  he  before  ob- 
served) he  believed  that  no  steps  which  they 
could  take  would  secure  peace.  With  respect  to 
the  consistency  of  members  who  voted  against 
the  former  amendment,  from  Constitutional  scru- 
ples, voting  in  favor  of  this,  he  always  held  it 
good,  that  when  a  measure  was  carried  to  their 
wishes,  they  ought  to  endeavor,  in  justice  to  them- 
selves and  their  constituents,  to  prevent  the  thing 
from  doing  as  little  injury  as. possible ;  and,  upon 
this  ground,  he  should  vote  for  the  main  question, 
and  against  the  previous  one. 

Mr.  Williams  (after  leave  was  obtained  to 
speak  a  second  time  to  a  previous  question,  which 
was  obtained  by  every  member  who  spoke  twice 
on  this  question)  observed,  that  there  seemed  to 
be  a  difficulty  in  so  amending  the  Address  as  to 
attend  to  the  claims  of  their  fellow-citizens,  with- 
oat  appearing  to  impair  their  desire  for  peace.  In 
order  to  promote  conciliation  in  the  House,  he 
should  move  to  recommit  the  Address  and  amend- 
ments to  the  Select  Committee  who  prepared  it. 
and,  if  he  were  successful,  he  should  move  to  add 
tome  new  members  to  it. 

The  motion  was  put  and  negatived,  there  being 
only  24  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  that,  in  the  language  of  Mr. 
Barras,  they  presented  a  novel  spectacle  to  the 
world.  They  had  been  called  together  by  the 
President  to  do  some  act,  but  they  were  wasting 
that  time  which  should  be  employed  in  effectual 
measures — how?  To  get  clear  of  what  he  could 
not  tell  how  to  get  clear  of,  without  a  recommit- 
ment The  object  of  calling  Congress  together 
was  to  take  into  consideration  the  spoliations 
committed  upon  our  commerce,  and  the  indigni- 
ties shown  to  our  Minister.  They  had  proofs  of 
the  latter  fact,  but  none  of  the  former.  He  bad 
mentioned  this  the  other  day,  when  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  present,  expecting  that  he  would 
bave  remedied  the  deficiency.  He  would  again 
ay.  when  British  spoliations  were  the  subject  of 
complaint,  they  had  documents  before  them.  At 
present  they  had  none,  for  the  representations 
nade  by  Mr.  Skipwith  long  ago,  and  which  were 
a  a  train  of  settlement,  could  not  now  be  the 
)hject,  but  something  recent.  He  wished  to 
enow  whether  these  were  irregular  depredations 
>r  regular  captures.  They  had  been  told  of  cer- 
ain  claims  of  our  merchants.  He  asked  what 
hey  were.  It  was  true  that  a  number  of  mer- 
ihants  (and  he  amongst  them)  had  contracted 
vith  M.  Fauchet  and  others  to  deliver  flour  in 
France,  and  some  of  them  had  got  paid  and  others 
tot.  Many  of  their  vessels  had  been,  it  was  true, 
m properly  embargoed  in  French  ports,  for  which 
hey  had  claimed  payment ;  whether  it  would  be 
Attained  or  not  he  knew  not.  He  trusted  they 
rere  not  to  go  to  war  to  obtain  this  payment, 
ie  was  persuaded  that  when  the  Treasury  of 
France  got  into  a  better  state  than  it  was  at  pre- 
eat,  that  our  merchants  would  be  paid ;  but  if 
*ar  was  to  be  gone  into,  there  would  be  an  end 
>f  payment.    Americans  had  been  in  the  habit 


of  trading  to  what  the  French  called  Rebel  ports, 
in  the  West  Indies,  and  when  the  French  took 
our  vessels  going  to  those  ports,  would  it  be  right 
to  go  to  war  to  get  redress  1  No  neutral  Power 
was  permitted  to  trade  with  this  country  when  we 
were  declared  by  Great  Britain  to  be  Rebels.  Ves- 
sels taken  in  going  to  British  islands,  in  the  West 
Indies,  would  be  looked  upon  as  regular  captures; 
but  those  captured  in  going  to  the  Rebel  ports, 
could  not  be  expected  to  be  compensated.  He 
knew  the  French  had  taken  vessels  bound  to  these 
regular  ports ;  but  he  also  knew  that  their  num- 
bers were  small,  and  that,  instead  of  twelve  mil- 
lions, it  might  be  found  that  there  had  not  been 
to  the  amount  of  half  a  million,  or  a  million  at 
most,  taken  in  this  way.  And,  said  he,  shall  we 
go  to  war  to  recover  this  ?  He  trusted  not,  but 
that  the  same  course  would  be  followed  which 
had  been  taken  with  respect  to  British  spolia- 
tions. At  that  time  a  negotiator  was  sent  over 
to  Great  Britain  to  settle  the  business  (and  a  pro- 
per person  he  was,  since  it  was  always  wise  in 
such  cases  to  send  persons  who  are  well  known 
to  have  a  friendly  disposition  for  the  nation  with 
whom  they  go  to  treat.)  He  wondered  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  have  left  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  to  refer  them  to  Mr.  Skip- 
with's  documents.  The  man  who  carried  on 
trade  from  this  country  with  British  ports  (which 
was  mostly  the  case  at  Philadelphia  and  New 
York)  was  subject  to  French  spoliations.  He 
who  traded  to  French  ports  was  tn  like  manner 
subject  to  the  spoliations  of  the  British.  Both 
countries  plundered  us.  [Mr.  Harper  wished  to 
have  interrupted  Mr.  Smith  ;  but  Mr.  S.  would 
not  give  way,  he  said,  to  a  man  who  had  told 
him,  the  other  day,  he  knew  what  he  was  going 
to  say  better  than  he  did  before  he  uttered  his 
words.  Besides,  he  knew  it  was  the  practice  in 
county  courts  to  endeavor  to  confuse  a  sneaker  by 
interruption,  but  he  had  been  too  long  in  public 
life  to  be  thus  affected.] 

The  Speaker  said,  any  member  had  a  right  to 
call  another  to  order.  Mr.  Harper  said  he  did 
not  mean  to  call  the  gentleman  to  order.  ''Then," 
replied  the  Speaker,  "You, sir,  are  out  of  order." 

Mr.  Smith  proceeded.  He  said  he  had  lately 
seen  papers,  which  he  meant  to  lay  before  the 
Secretary  of  State,  from  which  he  found  that 
orders  had  been  issued  in  April  last,  by  Admiral 
Harvey  and  General  Simcoe,for  taking  all  Amer- 
ican vessels  bound  for  Hispaniola,  and  to  carry 
them  into  Cape  Nichola  Mote.  He  had  mention- 
ed, on  a  former  occasion,  the  manner  in  which 
Colonel  Talbot  had  been  treated  by  the  British 
Admiral;  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  at 
that  time  apologised  for  his  conduct,  by  saying 
Colonel  Talbot  bad  behaved  improperly.  He  now 
informed  that  gentleman,  that,  so  far  from  this, 
Colonel  Talbot  was  not  permitted  to  speak  to  the 
Admiral. 

The  indignity  shown  to  our  Minister.  Mr.  S. 
said,  seemed  to  be  more  dwelt  upon  than  the 
spoliations.  But  suppose,  said  he,  we  were  to 
complain  to  the  French  Government,  might  not 
M.  Delacroix  say.  "  What  injury  has  been  done  to 
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you?  your  Minister  could  not  diplomatically  be 
received,  since  our  Minister  had  been  recalled — 
you  have  merely  mistaken  an  article  in  diplomatic 
proceedings."  Suppose  this  were  found  to  be  the 
case:  the  complaint  would  then  only  be,  "You 
did  not  show  a  sufficient  degree  of  politeness  to 
our  Minister."  The  answer  might  be,  u  We  told 
him  he  might  remain  among  us  subject  to  the 
same  laws  with  other  strangers."  And  surely, 
said  Mr.  S.,  we  who  are  tenacious  of  our  own 
laws,  shall  not  refuse  to  respect  those  of  other 
countries.  He  confessed  he  was  no  diplomatic 
man,  but  he  supposed  this  might  be  the  course 
such  a  complaint  would  take. 

With  respect  to  the  previous  question,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  when  principles  had  been  fully  de- 
termined upon,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to  set 
them  aside,  this  was  the  best  way  of  preventing 
the  measure.  If  the  gentlemen  who  supported 
the  proposition  would  vote  for  the  whole,  when 
amended,  he  would  also  vote  for  it ;  if  not,  he 
would  vote  for  the  previous  question ;  because  he 
did  not  like  tricking. 

Mr.  Harper  was  not  surprised  that  the  gentle- 
man last  up  should  have  so  far  wandered  from  the 
subject;  nobody  who  knew  him  would  be  sur- 
prised. From  what  he  had  said,  he  should  have 
thought  the  motion  before  the  House  had  been  a 
call  upon  the  Secretary  of  State  for  papers.  The 
reason  why  the  papers  the  gentleman  mentioned 
were  not  before  them,  was,  they  had  not  been  asked 
for.  He  looked  with  contempt  upon  what  the 
gentleman  had  said  about  the  practice  of  county 
courts;  he  thought  it  indicative  of  his  want  of 
sense  and  good  manners. 

Mr.  Rutledge  wished  to  make  an  observation, 
which,  though  not  strictly  in  order,  he  trusted  he 
should  be  permitted  to  make,  as  it  was  in  refer- 
ence to  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  last  up. 

The  Speaker  said  he  could  not  be  permitted  to 
proceed  with  remarks  not  in  order. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  supposed,  that  as  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  had  been  permitted  to  make  his 
observations,  a  reply  to  them  ought  to  be  allowed. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  remark  of  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  was  equally  out  of 
order.  [He  read  the  rule.]  The  gentleman  hav- 
ing set  out  with  saying  what  he  should  offer 
would  not  be  in  order,  it  was  his  duty  to  stop  him. 
He  should  ask  leave  of  the  House  for  him  to 
proceed.    Leave  was  asked  and  given. 

Mr.  Rutledge  observed,  the  gentleman  had 
frequently  called  for  documents  with  respect  to 
spoliations.  The  gentleman  could  not  have  read 
the  documents  on  the  the  table,  without  seeing 
Major  Mountflorence's  papers  on  that  subject, 
which  not  only  confirmed  the  taking  of  vessels, 
but  also  the  resuscitation  of  an  old  law  requiring 
the  protection  of  seamen  to  be  countersigned  by 
the  officers  of  Government.  He  should  vote 
against  the  previous  question ;  nor  should  he 
think  he  acted  inconsistently  in  doing  this.  He 
disliked  the  thing ;  but  he  was  for  lessening  the 
evil  as  much  as  he  could,  which  was  a  common 
course  in  passing  of  bills.  If  the  amendment  was 
adopted,  he  should  vote  for  the  whole. 


Mr.  8.  Smith  answered,  that  he  had  noticed 
the  documents  which  had  been  mentioned,  when 
he  was  up  the  other  day. 

Mr.  Craik  thought  there  was  no  necessity  for 
further  proof  of  the  spoliations  committed  upon 
our  commerce  by  the  French,  than  they  had  be- 
fore them.  He  thought  it  right  that  the  stipula- 
tion in  favor  of  our  citizens  should  be  added,  and 
that  the  attempt  to  get  rid  of  it  by  the  prerioos 
question  was  unfair,  as  a  refusal  to  consider  the 
subject  would  amount  to  a  justification  of  the 
spoliations,  and  to  a»denial  of  the  right  of  our  citi- 
zens to  satisfaction.  He  denied  that  there  was 
any  danger  of  a  war  in  consequence  of  the  French 
refusing  to  make  the  satisfaction  here  mentioned; 
nor  could  he  conceive  gentlemen  need  to  be 
alarmed  for  the  loss  of  the  amendment  what 
amended. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  it  was  his  wish  to  offer 
France  the  concession  already  agreed  upon,  for 
the  sake  of  peace,  and  at  the  same  time  to  con- 
vince them  that  they  had  nothing  to  expect  from 
any  party  in  this  country,  (which  it  appeared  they 
had  been  led  to  believe,)  in  support  of  any  unjus- 
tifiable claim.  The  amendment  which  had  been 
agreed  to,  he  thought  well  calculated  to  produce 
tfcgs  effect ;  as  it  declared  what  these  Frenchmen, 
(as  they  have  been  stigmatised,)  were  willing  to 
do ;  but  now  gentlemen  came  forward  and  wished 
to  tack  another  proposition  to  this,  viz.,  that  com- 
pensation should  be  made  for  spoliations  com- 
mitted, upon  our  citizens.  It  was  not  doubted  that 
this  was  a  proper  subject  of  negotiation;  hot 
when  they  saw  the  zeal  which  was  shown  by  the! 
Executive  in  favor  of  our  own  cjaiins,  they  did 
not  suppose  these  would  be  forgotten ;  bat  they 
think  it  possible  from  the  complexion  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President,  and  the  reported  Answer 
to  it,  that  it  was  possible  the  concession  which 
they  had  introduced  might  not  be  attended  to. 
They  wished,  therefore,  as  they  believed  the  peace 
of  the  country  depended  upon  it,  to  express  their 
wishes  on  that  subject ;  but  if  the  subject  of  spo- 
liations was  introduced  in  the  way  proposed,  it 
would  be  to  say,  *  we  will  have  satisfaction  tot 
spoliations,  or  we  will  not  treat ;"  for,  said  he.  i( 
is  either  a  sine  qua  non)  or  it  is  not ;  i(  it  were 
he  apprehended  war  would  be  the  consequence;! 
it  were  not,  it  could  not  be  of  any  use,  but  wouJ< 
destroy  the  claims  of  the  merchants.  He  deniei 
that  gentlemen  averse  to  this  proposition  wen 
averse  to  obtaining  redress  for  the  merchants 
their  object  was  peace,  and  they  did  not  wish  tocloj 
the  negotiation  with  any  thing  which  might  pre- 
vent a  continuance  of  that  blessing  to  our  country. 
Mr.  N.  defended  himself  and  those  who  voted  with 
him  from  the  charge  of  being  friends  of  France. 
He  believed  they  could  challenge  gentlemen  01 
the  other  side  to  show  that  they  had  more  read! 
to  be  attached  to  this  country  than  they;  be 
thought  their  fortunes  were  as  stable,  their  do- 
mestic comforts  as  great,  as  were  those  of  other 
gentlemen. 

Mr.  N.  was  proceeding  on  this  subject,  bat  was 
called  to  order. 
Mr.  Otib  said,  he  was  not  deterred  from  giriftg 
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his  opinion  on  this  subject,  from  the  high  respon- 
sibility which  was  attached  to  it ;  he  hoped  that 
the  previous  question  would  not  prevail,  but  that 
the  main  question  would  be  put.    If  they  were 
brought  to  a  decision  on  this  question,  it  was  not 
the  fault  of  gentlemen  on  his  side.  It  appeared  to 
him,  there  could  only  be  three  reasons  for  wishing 
to  postpone  a  decision  upon  the  main  question ; 
they  were,  that  gentlemen  were  ready  to  abandon 
the  spoliations  altogether,  or  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  them  at  pre- 
sent, or  they  were  not  prepared  to  enter  upon  it. 
With  respect  to  the  first,  he  could  not  believe  any 
gentleman  wished  seriously  to  give  up  the  claims. 
As  to  the  second,  he  believed  it  would  have  been 
inexpedient,  if  they  had  not  gone  certain  lengths; 
but,  if  they  were  to  dictate  to  the  President  one 
»et  of  terms,  he  wished  to  add  something  to  them 
which   would  reuder  them   less  exceptionable. 
But  this  was  called  a  war  proposition,  a  trammel- 
ling of  the  Executive.    A  war  proposition  1  said 
Mr.  O.,  to  hope  for  a  redress  of  wrongs !    Was  it 
ever  criminal  to  express  a  hope  ?    Hope,  the  con- 
solation of  the  wretched — hope,  which  the  male- 
factor at  the  bar  may  entertain  without  offending 
his  judge !    If  this  were  the  case,  we  were  at 
the  last  extremity  of  humiliation.    But  it  would 
trammel  the  Executive !    If  it  were  not  a  serious 
subject,  said  he,  could  any  man  help  smiling,  that 
those  men,  who  had  advocated  the  equality  clause, 
should  complain  of  this?    If  gentlemen,  added 
Mr.  O.,  will  knock  down  the  Executive,  on  one 
side  and  the  other,  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  have  a  prop,  at  some  future  period,  to  support 
himself,   either  by   means  of  corruption  or  by 
force.    But,  he  believed,  if  they  did  not  encroach 
upon  his  prerogatives,  he  would  be  able  to  support 
himself.  % 

But  gentlemen  were  unprepared  to  meet  the 
question.  Why  unprepared  ?  Because  we  want 
documents.  But,  added  he,  suppose  there  were 
ao  evidence,  or  that  the  fact  was  not  true,  where 
would  be  the  danger  of  hoping  redress  ?  What 
nember  of  the  Executive  Directory  could  corn- 
skin  of  this  ?  It  would  only  be  a  vain  hope,  such 
as  many  of  them  were  in  the  habit  of  indulg- 
ing, and  which  he  had  never  heard  was  insulting. 
Bat  would  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  go  back 
to  Baltimore,  and  say  there  were  no  documents? 
Were  there  not  depredations  committed,  and  at 
this  hoar  committing,  upon  the  property  of  his 
constituents?  They  would  not  permit  him  to 
toubt  on  the  subject;  they  would  say  to  him, 
Look  at  the  tears  of  the  widows  and  children ;  our 
injuries  stare  every  one  in  the  face ;  they  are  felt 
b  the  heart  of  every  man. 

Another  reason  for  adding  this  clause  is,  he  did 
tot  decide  that  compensation  and  concession  should 
go  band  in  hand,  but  he  would  not  decide  the  con- 
trary ;  and  if  they  were  called  upon  to  respond  to 
ine  part  of  the  Speech  and  not  the  other,  they 
would  be  understood  to  say  they  should  not  go 
land  in  hand ;  for,  according  to  a  legal  maxim, 
4 The  designation  of  one  thing  was  the  exclusion 
rf  another."  He  believed  it  would  be  seen  by  this 
tote,  therefore,  who  were  the  friends  of  the  mer- 
5th  Con. 


chants  and  who  were  not.  He  denied  that  there 
was  any  trap  intended  by  this  question.  He  pro- 
fessed it  his  intention  to  vote  for  both  proposi- 
tions. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  the  question  had  assumed 
somewhat  of  a  different  shape  since  yesterday,  as 
several  gentlemen  had  expressed  their  intention 
of  voting  for  both  propositions.  This  would  have 
induced  him  to  vote  for  the  amendment,  for  the 
sake  of  conciliation,  if  he  had  not  strong  objec- 
tions to  it.  Therefore,  when  he  stated  his  reasons 
for  voting  against  the  main  question,  he  did  it 
that  tbey  might  be  answered,  if  they  were  not 
well  founded. 

The  gentlemen  who  supported  this  amendment 
said,  Surely  we  can  have  no  objection  to  express 
a  hope.  If  no  more  was  expressed,  there  could 
not  be  a  single  objection  to  it. 

Gentlemen  needed  not  to  have  told  them  there 
was  no  degradation  in  expressing  a  hope.  If  it  was 
nothing  more,  it  would  be  an  unnecessary  thing. 
But  the  amendment  proposed  not  only  hoped  that 
such  a  disposition  would  exist,  but  it  went  on  to 
say  that  that  disposition  would  produce  an  accom- 
modation. It  was  to  this  he  objected.  He  consi- 
dered it  in  the  shape  of  an  ultimatum.  It  was  the 
condition  of  the  hope  that  it  would  produce 
accommodation.  If  that  disposition  was  not  found 
on  the  part  of  France,  there  was  no  hope  of  ac- 
commodation. This  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
literal  meaning  of  the  amendment.  He  might  be 
mistaken ;  he  wished  a  different  construction  could 
be  given  to  it.  Mr.  G.  mentioned  several  colla- 
teral reasons  for  believing  that  this  was  the  con- 
struction intended  to  be  given  to  it. 

If,  said  Mr.  G.,  this  proposition  was  meant  as 
an  ultimatumAt  would  doubtless  strengthen  the 
hands  of  the  Executive.  If  they  were  prepared 
to  say,  that  except  the  French  will  pay  the  amount 
of  the  spoliations  committed  upon  our  commerce, 
we  will  go  to  war,  it  would  have  an  effect.  Be- 
ing, however,  a  doubtful  thing,  was  a  sufficient 
reason  for  his  voting  in  favor  of  the  previous  ques- 
tion. He  denied  that  it  was  the  same  thing  to 
say  they  would  not  take  up  the  subject  as  to  nega- 
tive it,  since  to  decline  the  consideration  of  it  at 
present  would  not  be  to  abandon  it. 

Mr.  Dana  said  he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  vote  which  be  had  given  on  the  proposition 
for  placing  France  on  the  same  footing  with  other 
nations.  He,  notwithstanding,  acknowledged  the 
obligation  he  was  under  to  those  gentlemen  who 
seemed  to  express  solicitude  at  the  dilemma  in 
which  they  supposed  those  who  voted  for  that 
question  were  now  placed.  However,  the  solici- 
tude of  gentlemen  on  this  account  was  misapplied, 
as  to  himself,  as  be  did  not  wish  to  evade  a  vote 
upon  the  main  question.  He  should  therefore 
vote  against  the  previous  question. 

It  had  been  said  that  if  the  proposition  now 
proposed  to  be  introduced  was  carried,  it  would  be 
either  pledging  the  House  to  go  to  war,  or  amount 
to  a  relinquishment  of  the  claims  of  our  merchants. 
If  he  thought  it  would  pledge  them  to  go  to  war, 
if  not  acceded  to,  he  should  be  against  it.  The 
question  having  been  brought  up,  if  no  decision 
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was  had  upon  it,  it  might  be  supposed  that  the 
House  did  not  consider  that  any  injury  had  been 
done  to  our  neutral  rights.  In  case  we  were  dis- 
posed to  go  to  war.  if  this  hope  was  not  complied 
with,  we  should  go  on  to  state  we  should  proceed 
to  act  accordingly  against  France.  To  suppose 
the  expressing  of  the  hope,  in  the  way  proposed, 
would  be  offensive  to  France,  was  perfectly  hu- 
miliating. France,  said  he,  has  violated  our  neu- 
tral rights,  and  he  hoped  she  would,  at  least,  pay 
our  merchants  the  amount  of  their  losses ;  and  he 
would  have  expressed  this  hope  if  the  former 
amendment  had  not  been  agreed  to.  It  was  say- 
ing no  more  than  that  we  hoped  the  French  would 
be  honest. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  it  his  duty,  as  represent- 
ing a  large  commercial  city,  to  express  his  senti- 
ments on  this  occasion.  He  denied  that  the  con- 
struction put  upon  the  proposed  amendment  by 
Mr.  Gallatin  was  a  just  one.  It  meant  no  more, 
he  said,  than  to  express  a  hope  that  the  French 
would  nave  a  disposition  to  make  the  injuries 
done  to  our  neutral  rights  a  subject  of  negotiation. 
They  had  been  often  told  of  the  justice  and  mag- 
nanimity of  the  French  nation,  (he  believed,  by 
that  gentleman ;)  and  he  trusted  they  would  not 
be  so  unjust,  so  atrocious,  as,  because  we  express 
a  hope  that  they  will  do  this,  to  make  war  upon  us. 

Mr.  Gallatin  interrupted  Mr.  S.  to  say  that  he 
had  never  made  use  of  such  sentiments ;  he  had 
never  spoken  of  the  French  making  war  upon  us. 
He  never  said  the  expressing  a  hope  would  be  an 
ultimatum.  He  made  two  propositions  of  the 
question,  (which  he  explained  as  before.)  He 
never  said  anything  either  about  the  justice  or 
magnanimity  of  the  French  nation. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  he  would  not  interrupt  the 
gentleman,  because  he  expected  be  would  con- 
firm what  he  had  asserted.  Mr.  S.  said  he  was 
first  endeavoring  to  show  how  it  would  operate 
with  respect  to  France;  because,  if  that  nation 
was  so  great  and  just  as  she  was  reported  to  be, 
there  would  be  no  danger  of  war  on  her  part; 
and  he  was  going  to  show  how  far  war  was  likely 
to  take  place  on  our  part.  In  order  to  support  his 
argument,  the  gentleman  must  show  that  we 
pledged  ourselves  to  go  to  war.  There  was  no 
such  thing,  and  he  denied  that  any  such  idea  ex- 
isted. No  gentleman  objected  to  negotiate;  nay, 
it  was  known  that  a  nomination  had  taken  place 
above-stairs  of  negotiators. 

They  were  now,  Mr.  S.  said,  doing  the  busi- 
ness or  the  other  departments  of  Government; 
but,  as  it  had  been  so  determined,,  they  must 
consider  themselves  as  in  their  situation.  He 
therefore  supposed  that  House  as  forming  a  coun- 
cil to  the  President.  He  supposed  that  the  Presi- 
dent might  be  in  the  chair,  and  they  were  advis- 
ing him  how  to  act.  He  asked  their  opinion. 
In  the  first  place,  said  he,  we  answer,  you  must 
concede  to  France  the  article  respecting  free 
ships,  &c.  Other  gentlemen  say,  that  is  not  all, 
you  must  speak  of  spoliations.  They  sit  downj 
and  begin  to  draw  the  articles  of  instruction  for 
the  negotiators.  They  first  mention  the  conces- 
sion with  respect   to  the  British  Treaty;  but, 


say  other  gentlemen,  you  must  add  a  hope  thai; 
payment  will  be  made  for  spoliations;  but  they  I 
answer,  no;  you  must  not  ask  France  for  this, 
that  would  be  an  ultimatum.  This,  said  Mr.  S., 
would  be  our  situation.  He  denied,  however, 
that  such  a  proposition  was  any  more  than  ex- 
pressing a  hope  that  the  spoliations  would  become 
a  feature  in  the  negotiation. 

Gentlemen  asked,  why  triumph  in  their  dilem- 
ma? There  was  no  doubt  they  were  in  one ;  the} 
confessed  it.  And  why?  Because  they  did  no^ 
wish  to  make  this  claim.  Why  did  not  they 
wish  it?  It  was  difficult  to  say;  but  they  mighi 
conjecture ;  and  he  believed  it  was,  that  to  agret 
to  such  a  proposition,  would  be  to  say  that  then 
had  been  injuries  done  to  this  country  by  France 
Do  they  wish  to  hold  up  an  idea  that  Frapci 
is  justified  in  their  spoliations?  Do  they  thiol 
the  conduct  of  our  Executive  has  been  such  v 
to  provoke  tbem?  He  hoped  not;  though  th< 
conduct  of  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  imply  it 
It  would  be  easy  to  show  that  this  was  not  ta< 
case;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  when  our  Com 
missioners  came  to  make  a  candid  explanation  o 
that  conduct  to  the  French  Government,  then 
would  be  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  France  ti 
make  reparation. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  said  then 
was  not  many  regular  captures;  that  the  vessel 
taken  were  mostly  going  to  rebel  ports;  if  so,  the] 
would  be  the  easier  compensated. 

Gentlemen  allowed  that  the  first  part  of  thi 
proposition  was  what  it  ought  to  be;  but  it  wa 
improper  to  say  anything  about  spoliations.  B' 
this  it  appeared  as  if  that  House  intended  tj 
entrap  the  Executive.  Gentlemen  say,  if  yoi 
demand  compensation  for  spoliations,  it  will  in 
volve  a  war;  yet  they  expect  the  Executive  l 
make  a  demand  on  this  head.  Did  not  this  hoi 
out  an  idea  that  that  House  was  for  peace,  an 
the  Executive  for  war?  He  believed,  though  thi 
was  not  expressly  said,  it  had  all  along  bee 
insinuated.  We  will  usurp  the  right  of  makin. 
a  peace  proposition;  but  we  will  throw  the  oblc 
quy  of  the  war  proposition  upon  the  Executiri 
We  will  hold  out  the  olive  branch ;  but  the  Ext 
cutive  shall  brandish  the  sword ! 

Mr.  S.  referred  to  the  measures  of  sequesti 
tion  and  a  prohibition  of  commercial  intercours 
which   were  proposed  when  British  spoliation 
were  complained  of;  but  now,  be  said*  they  wer 
not  to  express  a  hope  for  redress. 

With  respect  to  the  fear  of  war,  Mr.  S.  aske 
if  France  were  to  send  an  agent  to  make  a  requi 
sition  upon  them,  if  the  same  arguments  as  wet 
now  used  would  not  apply?  Suppose,  for  ii 
tance,  they  should  want  five  millions  of  dollar 
and  if  not  paid  within  a  certain  time  war  woul 
be  made  upon  us.  It  might  be  said,  why  shai 
we  go  to  war  about  this?  One  campaign  woul 
cost  more  than  all  this.  Would  not  such  lax 
guage  as  this  encourage  them  to  make  a  requis 
tion  upon  us?  If  they  discovered  our  utter  wan 
of  spirit  to  resent  wrongs,  they  might  carry  on  I 
mockery  of  a  negotiation,  and  in  the  meantim 
let  loose  their  cruisers  upon  our  commerce.    I 
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countries  where  the  French  hare  armies,  said 
Mr.  S.,  they  can  do  all  this  and  more.  They  say 
you  must  raise  us  so  many  millions  of  money, 
and  such  a  quantity  of  supplies,  by  such  a  day; 
you  must  do  this,  or  take  the  consequence.  If 
we  were  in  their  situation  (which,  thank  God, 
we  are  not  at  present,  whatever  we  may  be,)  we 
could  not  help  complying. 

Mr.  McDowell  spoke  in  favor  of  the  previous 
question,  and  was  replied  to  by  Mr.  Otis. 

Mr.  Brent  declared  his  intention  of  voting 
in  favor  of  the  previous  question,  though  he  had 
expressed  his  intention  yesterday  of  voting  dif- 
ferently; but.  since  hearing  the  arguments  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  and  having  him- 
self seriously  considered  the  subject,  he  was  de- 
termined to  vote  against  now  putting  the  main 
question. 

Mr.  Kittera  said,  he  had  kept  his  seat  with 
difficulty  when  he  heard  gentlemen  speak  of 
this  as  an  offensive  proposition  to  France;  he 
thought  to  cherish  a  doubt  that  they  would  do 
justice,  would  be  more  likely  to  insult  that  na- 
tion. Many  professions,  he  said,  had  been  made 
with  respect  to  wishing  the  peace  of  the  country 
to  be  preserved.  Immediately  representing  peo- 
ple who  enjoyed  peace  above  everything  else,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  make  them  believe  he  was 
net  as  sincere  in  his  professions  for  peace  as  any 
man.  He  believed  his  proposition  did  nbt  tend 
to  war  bat  to  peace.  He  thought  the  main  ques- 
tion ought  now  to  be  put,  as  the  proposition,  car- 
ried without  the  amendment,  would  carry  a 
strong  implication  that  this  Government  was 
tbout  to  abandon  the  claims  of  her  citizens. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  would  make  no  apology  for 
troubling  the  House  as  was  common,  as  he  con- 
ceived he  had  a  right  to  express  his  thoughts  on 
this  and  every  other  question  presented  to  him. 
It  was  said  that  if  the  present  motion  was  not 
id  opted,  it  would  be  abandoning  the  rights  of  our 
fellow-citizens.  This  argument,  he  supposed, 
was  used  to  frighten  members  into  a  vote  which 
(key  did  not  wish  to  give.  He  considered  the 
ntton  as  bound  to  protect  its  citizens  in  the  legal 
exercise  of  their  business  on  the  ocean ;  but,  if 
id jr  other  nation  injured  them,  they  were  to  look 
»  their  own  Government  for  redress,  and  not  to 
he  foreign  nation.  It  was  true,  the  Government 
mi  a  right  to  look  for  satisfaction  for  the  wrongs. 
!e  did  not  therefore  consider  this  vote  as  in  any 
kgree  injuring  his  fellow-citizens.    They  did  not 

•  present  know  the  amount  of  the  spoliations. 
t  would  be  an  after-consideration,  if  they  should 
lot  be  paid,  whether  we  will  pay  them  ourselves, 

*  go  to  war.    Mr.  W.  took  notice  of  several 

r  men  is  which  had  been  used  against  putting 
previous  question;  he  particularly  observed 
id  the  singularity  of  what  fell  from  Mr.  Oris, 
t  he   believed  tne  principle  wrong,  and  that 
h  encroachment  upon  the  Executive  would 
d  him  to  fortify  himself  by  corruption  or  force ; 
he  would  vote  for  it. 
Mr.  Potter  hoped  the  previous  question  would 
prevail.     He  trusted  the  Representatives  of 
American  people  were  not  prepared  to  give 


up  the  claims  of  their  fellow-citizens,  without 
even  asking  for  a  satisfaction  of  them. 

And  on  the  previous  question,  viz :  "  Shall  the 
main  question  now  be  put?"  it  passed  in  the  affir-    • 
mative — yeas  51,  nays  48,  as  follows: 

Yias — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chap- 
man, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochxan,  Wil- 
liam Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John 
Dennis,  George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster, 
Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
William  Barry  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas 
Hartley,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  William  Hindman,  Heze- 
kiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Jolyr  Wilkes  Kittera, 
Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Matthews, 
Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Potter, 
John  Reed,  John  Rutiedge,  jr.,  James  Schureman, 
8amuel  8ewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  8innickson, 
Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith, 
William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Rich- 
ard Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Ca- 
bell, Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  George 
Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  William  Findley,  John  Fow- 
ler, Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William 
B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A. 
Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  David  Holmes,  Walter 
Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew 
Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  M'Clenachan,  Joseph 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicho- 
las, Josiah  Parker,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel  Smith, 
William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg, 
jr.,  Richard  Stanford  Thomas  Sumter,  John  Swanwick, 
Abraham  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt, 
Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert 
Williams. 

The  main  question  now  recurring,  that  the 
House  do  agree  to  the  amendment  to  tne  amend- 
ment, 

Mr.  Havens  observed,  that  one  part  of  the 
amendment  was  hypothetical,  and  the  other  posi- 
tive. He  wished  both  to  be  hypothetical;  and 
moved,  that  instead  of  K  injuries  done  to  our  neu- 
tral rights,"  it  should  read  u  injuries  which  may 
have  been  committed  upon  our  neutral  rights." 

This  amendment  was  agreed  to  without  a  divi- 
sion ;  and  the  main  question  being  about  to  he  put, 

Mr  Gallatin  observed,  that  a  majority  having 
determined  the  question  should  be  taken,  he  now 
considered  it  as  his  business  to  choose  between 
two  evils.  He  had  considered  this  amendment  as 
saying,  that,  except  the  French  would  compensate 
the  spoliations  they  had  committed  upon  our  com- 
merce, no  accommodation  could  take  place,  and 
of  course  a  war  must  ensue  ;  but  gentlemen  who 
supported  it,  denied  that  it  had  any  such  construc- 
tion; he  should,  therefore,  take  it  in  the  sense  they 
gave  it,  and  vote  for  it,  though  he  had  rather  no 
vote  had  been  taken  upon  the  occasion. 

The  question  being  put,  it  passed  in  the  affirm- 
ative— yeas  78,  nays  21,  as  follows : 

Tias — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
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ard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  Richard  Brent,  David  Brooks, 
John  Chapman,  Christopher  6.  Champlin,  Thomas 
Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  James  Coch- 
ran, William  Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana,  James  Daven- 
e>rt,  John  Dawson,  John  Dennis,  George  Ege,  Lucas 
Imendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  William  Findley,  Abiel 
Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman, » Nathaniel 
Freeman,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Har- 
rison, Thomas  Hartley,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  William 
Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James 
H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Edward 
Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  8amuel  Lyman,  James 
Machir,  William  Matthews,  John  Milledge,  Daniel 
Morgan,  Anthony  New,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  Schure- 
man.  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Tompson  J. 
Skinner,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jere- 
miah Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney 
District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  John 
Swanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark 
Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John  E.  Van 
Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Peleg 
Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Joshua  Coit, 
Thomas  T.  Davis,  George  Dent,  John  Fowler,  William 
B.  Giles,  Andrew  Gregg,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Mat- 
thew Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  M'Clenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Tho- 
mas Sumter,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

And  then  the  question  being  put,  that  the  House 
do  agree  to  the  said  fifth  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  amended  to  read  as" follows : 

"  We  therefore  receive  with  the  utmost  satisfaction 
your  information  that  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation 
will  be  instituted,  and  we  cherish  the  hope,  that  a  mu- 
tual spirit  of  conciliation,  and  a  disposition,  on  the  part 
of  France,  to  compensate  for  any  injuries  which  may 
have  been  committed  on  our  neutral  rights,  and  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  place  France  on  grounds 
similar  to  those  of  other  countries,  in  their  relation  and 
connection  with  us,  if  any  inequalities  shall  be  found  to 
exist,  will  produce  an  accommodation  compatible  with 
the  engagements,  rights,  duties,  and  honor,  of  the  United 
8tates :" 

It  was  resolved  in  the. affirmative — yeas  58, 
nays  41,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  8amuel  J.  Ca- 
bell, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  ('lop ton,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Tho- 
mas T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  E Imendorph,  Wil- 
liam Findley,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin, 
William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kit- 
tera, Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew 
Lyon,  James  Machir,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  M'Clen- 
achan, Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan, 
Anthony  New.  John  Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah 
Parker,  E liana  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr., 
James  8chureman,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  Samuel  Smith, 
William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr., 
Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  8umter,  John  Swanwick, 
Richard  Thomas,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip 


1  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Vezu 
1  John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  James  A.  Bayard,  Theopt 
Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  James  C 
ran,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craik,  James  DavenportJ 
Dennis,  George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Thomu  Et 
Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fowler,  Jona! 
Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  Will 
Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  William  B.  Grove,  Ro 
Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindu 
Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Samuel  Lvn 
William  Matthews,  Samuel  8ewali,  William  8hcp 
Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeren 
Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charles 
George  Thatcher,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  A 
and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

The  question  being  about  to  be  put  upon 
Address  as  amended, 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  having  had  occasion 
express  his  doubts  about  the  propriety  of  thee 
duct  of  the  Executive  towards  foreign  nattc 
and  not  believing  it  had  been  "just  and  im parti; 
and  not  from  the  fear  of  offending  any  foreign 
tion,  as  had  been  insinuated,  he  was  not  willing 
vote  for  an  Address  containing  words  so  eic 
tionable. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  strike  out  the  words*] 
eign  nations." 
Mr.  Livingston  said,  he  had  other  objection 
Mr.  Gallatin  wished  to  strike  out  the  win 
of  the  paragraph  from  the  word  "  believing 
His  great  objection  to  this  paragraph,  he  saidj 
not  to  the  clause  which  said,  that  the  conduct 
the  Government  had  been  "just  and  impartial 
foreign  nations  ;"  for,  although  he  could  not  i 
the  Government  had,  in  every  instance,  been  j1 
and  impartial  to  foreign  nations,  yet,  geceri 
speaking,  he  believed  it  had  been  so.  Though 
did  not  approve  of  the  conduct  of  the  Eiecutt 
with  respect  to  the  British  Treaty,  yet  he  i 
not  willing  to  attribute  bad  motives  to  tfaem  i 
that  account ;  but  the  part  he  objected  to,  was  t 
irf  which  they  pledged  themselves  that  the  If 
were  fairly  executed ;  so  far  as  it  related  to] 
Executive,  he  doubted  not  this  was  the  case, 
with  respect  to  the  subordinate  departments 
the  Executive  and  the  Judiciary,  he  could; 
{rive  an  opinion  of  this  sort;  but  his  chief 
jection  was  to  the  last  sentence,  in  which  ' 
said  "  they  did  not  hesitate  to  declare,  that 
would  give  their  most  cordial  support  to 
pies  so  deliberately  and  uprightly  establ 
He  did  not  know  what  principles*  what  s 
was  meant. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  the*  word  principles  h 
ference  to  the  laws  they  had  passed.    He  d 
think  the  paragraph  exceptionable;  one 
similar  was  inserted  in  the  Address  of  lasts 
and  he  thought  it  at  this  time  peculiarly  pr 
Mr.  Otis  thought,  there  was  some  thins 
artful  and  insidious  in  this  attempt  than 
which  had  been  made  in  the  whole  business 
went  to  cast  a  censure  not  only  on  the  Exec 
but  on  all  the  Departments  of  Government. 
Mr.  Allen  believed,  there  was  American 
enough  in  the  House  to  approve  of  this  c 
and  American  accent  enought  to  pronounce 
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And  on  the  question  being  put.  it  passed  in  the 
egative — yeas  45,  nays  53,  as  follows: 

Yias — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
bunt,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Ca- 
•U,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
>Jui  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  William  Findley, 
An  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin, 
ftiliam  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg, 
)hn  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
ms, David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston, 
'atthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
lair  M'Clenaehan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
nthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Tomp- 
is  J.  Skinner,  Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of 
inckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford, 
homaa  Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  John  Trigg,  Philip 
an  Cortlaiidt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable, 
Hi  Robert  Williams. 

Nits— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
d,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks.  John  Chap- 
in,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Joshua 
oit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Daven- 
Bt,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent, 
urge  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
otter,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauneey 
oodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  William 
.  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley, 
fiUiam  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H. 
aliy,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  3amuel  Lyman,  James 
■ehir,  Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R. 
titer,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  Schure- 
ift,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sin- 
ebon,  Samuel  8itgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel 
pith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher, 
ichard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John 
» Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  Address  as 
nended.  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
I  oays  36,  qs  follows : 

Yias— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
a,  David  Bard,  James  A.  Bayard,  Theophilus  Brad- 
ffy,  David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  Christopher  G. 
umplffi,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  William 
(ai,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John 
nois,  George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans, 
biel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Na- 
uuel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  Henry  Glen, 
bancey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
fflliam  B.  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe 
frper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  William 
indman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James 
•  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James 
uhir,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  John  Nicholas, 
Brriom  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John 
Pledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  Wil- 
n  Shepard,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Thomas  Sinnick- 
n,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Samuel  Smith, 
iDiam  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Rich- 
d  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  E. 
in  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth.  and  John  Williams. 
3'T&— Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan 
rjan,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
ay.  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
teas  Elmendorph,  William  Findley,  John  Fowler, 
*ft*IB  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg, 
aathan  N.  Havens,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Living- 
on,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
a,  Blair  M'Clenaehan,  Joseph  McDowell,  Anthony 


New,  Josiah  Parker,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  William 
Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard 
Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  John  Trigg, 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham 
Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Resolved,  That  Mr.  Speaker,  attended  by  the 
House,  do  present  the  said  Address ;  and  that  Mr. 
Venable,  Mr.  Kittera,  and  Mr.  Nathaniel 
Freeman,  jr.,  be  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  Pre- 
sident, to  know  when  and  where  it  will  be  con- 
venient for  him  to  receive  the  same. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 


Saturday,  Jane  3, 

A  report  was  received  from  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Federal  City,  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

ANSWER  TO   THE   PRESIDENT'S   8PEECH. 

Mr.  Venable,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to 
know  when  and  where  it  will  be  convenient  for 
him  to  receive  the  Address  of  this  House,  in  an- 
swer to  his  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress, 
reported  that  the  committee  had,  according  to  or- 
der, waited  on  the  President,  who  signified  to 
them  that  it  would  be  convenient  to  him  to  re- 
ceive the  said  Address,  at  twelve  o'clock  this  day, 
at  his  own  house. 

Mr.  Lyon  said  he  yesterday  voted  against  the 
appointment  of  a  committee  to  wait  upon  the 
President  to  know  when  and  where  he  would  re- 
ceive their  Address,  because  he  believed  the  Pre- 
sident should  always  be  ready  to  receive  impor- 
tant communications.  He  wished  to  make  a 
motion,  which  was.  "  that  such  members  as  do 
not  choose  to  attend  upon  the  President  to  present 
the  Answer  to  his  Speech,  shall  be  excused."  He 
wished  to  be  understood.  He  thought  the  motion 
a  reasonable  one,  because  it  proposed  to  leave 
them  at  liberty  to  do  as  they  pleased.  And  by 
the  rules  he  saw,  he  was  obliged  to  attend,  except 
sick,  or  leave  of  absence  was  obtained ;  now,  as 
he  hoped  not  to  be  sick,  he  wished  to  put  himself 
out  oi  the  power  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  if  he 
did  not  attend.  He  had  been  told  he  might  stay 
behind  without  being  noticed;  but  this  was  not 
enough  for  him.  as  he  was  a  timid  man,  and  the 
House  had  the  law  on  their  side,  as  he  recollected 
something  of  a  reprimand  which  had  been  given 
to  Mr.  Whitney.  [The  Speaker  reminded  him 
it  was  out  of  order  to  censure  the  proceedings  oi 
the  House  on  any  former  occasion. J  He  said  he 
stood  corrected,  and  proceeded. 

He  had  spoken,  he  said,  to  both  sides  of  the 
House  (as  they  were  called)  on  the  subject.  One 
side  dissuaded  him  from  his  motion,  and  laughed 
at  it ;  the  other  side  did  not  wish  to  join  him  in 
it.  because  it  would  look  like  disrespect  to  the 
person  lately  elected,  who  was  not  a  man  of  their 
choice ;  but  he  trusted  our  magnanimous  Presi- 
dent would,  with  the  enlightened  yeomanry  of 
America,  despise  such  a  boyish  piece  of  business.  , 
This,  he  said,  was  no  new  subject  with  him,  he 
had  long  Jieard  the  folly  of  the  wise  made  a  mat-   . 
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ter  of  wonder  in  this  respect.  It  was  said  this 
was  not  the  time  to  abolish  the  custom ;  but  this 
was  the  cant  used  against  every  kind  of  reform. 
No  better  time  could  ever  arrive,  he  said,  than 
this,  which  was  the  threshold  of  a  new  Presiden- 
cy, at  a  time  when  the  man  elected  to  the  office 
was  beloved  and  revered  by  his  fellow-citizens ; 
he  was  as  yet  unused  to  vain  adulation  ;  he  had 
spent  a  great  part  of  his  life  amongst  a  people 
whose  love  of  a  plainness  of  manners  forbids  all 
pageantry ;  he  would  be  glad  to  see  the  custom 
done  away.  Were  he  acting  in  his  own  personal 
character,  he  perhaps  might  conform  to  the  idle 
usage,  but  acting  as  he  was  for  eighty  thousand 
people,  every  lather  of  a  family  in  his  district 
would  condemn  him  for  such  an  act. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  yesterday 
hoped  there  would  be  American  blood  enough  to 
carry  the  question.  [The  Speaker  again  re- 
minded him  that  he  was  out  of  order  to  allude  to 
what  was  done  yesterday ,  and  said  the  proper  mo- 
tion would  be  to  rescind  the  rule.]'  He  did  not 
wish  to  rescind  the  rule,  he  said,  only  so  much 
of  it  as  obliged  the  House  to  attend.  This,  he 
said,  was  no  trifling  thing  with  him,  he  should 
have  as  great  an  objection  to  attend  this  business, 
as  a  Quaker  would  to  make  his  obeisance  to  a 
magistrate.  [The  Speaker  said  he  must  move 
to  rescind  the  rule,  or  that  he  himself  be  excused, 
no  other  motion  was  in  order.]  Then,  he  said. 
he  must  confine  himself  to  the  narrow  ground  of 
himself.  He  had  no  objection  to  gentlemen  of 
high  blood  carrying  this  Address.    He  had  no 

Eretensions  to  high  blood,  though  he  thought  he 
ad  as  good  blood  as  any  of  them,  as  he  was  born 
of  a  fine,  hale,  healthy  woman.  Before  yesterday, 
he  never  heard  of  gentlemen  boasting  of  their 
blood  in  that  House.  He  could  not  say,  it  was 
true,  that  he  was  descended  from  the  bastards  of 
Oliver  Cromwell,  or  his  courtiers,  or  from  the 
Puritans,  who  punished  their  horses  for  breaking 
the  Sabbath,  or  from  those  who  persecuted  the 
Quakers  or  nanged  the  witches.  He  could,  how- 
ever, say  that  this  was  his  country,  because  he 
had  no  other ;  and  he  owned  a  share  of  it,  which 
he  had  bought  by  means  of  honest  industry ;  he 
had  fought  for  his  country.  In  every  day  of 
trouble  he  had  repaired  to  her  standard,  and  had 
conquered  under  it.  Conquest  had  led  his  coun- 
try to  independence,  and  being  independent,  he 
called  no  man's  blood  in  question. 

Mr.  Blount  said  he  had  seconded  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont,  in  order  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  stating  his  reasons  for  ma- 
king it,  ana  not  from  any  desire  to  rescind  the  rule. 
Mr.  Dana  observed  that  the  House  would  not 
wish  to  do  violence  to  the  gentleman's  feelings. 
It  was  true  some  of  the  most  respectable  men  in 
the  United  States  had  waited  upon  the  President 
in  a  similar  way,  yet,  if  the  gentleman  thought  it 
would  not  comport  with  his  own  dignity  to  do  it. 
he  hoped  he  would  be  excused. 
•  The  motion  was  put,  and  carried  unanimously. 
The  Speaker  informed  the  House  the  hour 
was  arrived  at  which  the  President  had  appointed 
to  receive  them. 


Mr.  Macon  moved  that  the  House  do  now  ad- 
journ. He  should  wait  upon  the  President ;  but 
it  seemed  to  be  understood  that  members  were 
obliged  to  go.  He  thought,  however  the  power 
of  the  House  might  extend  to  bringing  a  member 
into  the  House,  there  was  no  power  to  carry  him 
out. 

The  motion  was  negatived  without  a  division. 

The  House  then  withdrew,  and  waited  upon 
the  President  of  the  United  States  with  the  fol- 
lowing Address: 

To  the  President  of  the  United  States; 

Sir,  the  interesting  detail  of  those  events  which  have 
rendered  the  convention  of  Congress,  at  this  time,  in- 
dispensable, (communicated  in  your  Speech  to  both 
Houses,)  has  excited  in  us  the  strongest  emotions. 
Whilst  we  regret  the  occasion,  we  cannot  omit  to  tes- 
tify our  approbation  of  the  measure,  and  to  pledge  our- 
selves that  no  considerations  of  private  inconvenience 
shall  prevent,  on  our  part,  a  faithful  discharge  of  the 
duties  to  which  we  are  called. 

We  have  constantly  hoped  that  the  nations  of  Eu- 
rope, whilst  desolated  by  foreign  wars,  or  convulsed  by 
intestine  divisions,  would  have  left  the  United  Stale* 
to  enjoy  that  peace  and  tranquillity  to  which  the  im- 
partial conduct  of  our  Government  has  entitled  us ;  and 
it  is  now,  with  extreme  regret,  we  find  the  measures  of 
the  French  Republic  tending  to  endanger  a  situation 
so  desirable  and  interesting  to  our  country. 

Upon  this  occasion  we  feel  it  our  duty  to  express, 
in  the  most  explicit  manner,  the  sensations  which  the 
present  crisis  has  excited,  and  to  assure  you  of  oar 
zealous  co-operation  in  those  measures  which  may 
appear  necessary  for  our  security  or  peace. 

Although  it  is  the  earnest  wish  of  our  hearts  that 
peace  may  be  maintained  with  the  French  Republic 
and  with  all  the  world,  yet  we  will  never  surrender! 
those  rights  which  belong  to  us  as  a  nation ;  and  whibt 
we  view  with  satisfaction  the  wisdom,  dignity,  and 
moderation,  which  have  marked  the  measures  of  the 
supreme  Executive  of  our  country,  in  its  attempts  to 
remove,  by  candid  explanations,  the  complaints  and 
jealousies  of  France,  we  feel  the  full  force  of  that  indig- 
nity which  has  been  offered  our  country  in  the  rejection 
of  its  Minister.  No  attempts  to  wound  our  rights  u 
a  sovereign  State  will  escape  the  notice  of  our  constit- 
uents ;  they  will  be  felt  with  indignation,  and  repelled 
with  that  decision  which  shall  convince  the  world  that 
we  are  not  a  degraded  people,  that  we  can  never*  suS 
mit  to  the  demands  of  a  foreign  Power  without  exami- 
nation and  without  discussion.  j 

Knowing  as  we  do  the  confidence  reposed  by  thJ 
people  of  the  United  States  in  their  Government,  w« 
cannot  hesitate  in  expressing  our  indignation  at  any 
sentiments  tending  to  derogate  from  that  confidence. 
Such  sentiments,  wherever  entertained,  served  to  evmor 
an  imperfect  knowledge  of  the  opinions  of  our  cons titu* 
ents.  An  attempt  to  separate  the  people  of  the  United 
States  from  their  Government,  is  an  attempt  to  separate 
them  from  themselves ;  and  although  foreigners,  who 
know  not  the  genius  of  our  country,  may  have  con- 
ceived the  project,  and  foreign  emissaries  may  attempt 
the  execution,  yet  the  united  efforts  of  our  fellow-riti- 
zenswill  convince  the  world  of  its 'impracticability. 

Sensibly  as  we  feel  the  wound  which  has  been  in- 
flicted by  the  transactions  disclosed  in  your  communi- 
cations, yet  we  think  with  you,  that  neither  the  honor 
nor  the  interest  of  the  United  8tates  forbid  the  reps* 
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boo  of  advance*  for  preserving  peace.  We,  therefore, 
receive  with  the  utmost  satisfaction  your  information 
that  a  fresh  attempt  at  negotiation  will  be  instituted ; 
and  we  cherish  the  hope  that  a  mutual  spirit  of  conci- 
hition,  and  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  France  to  com- 
pensate for  any  injuries  which  may  have  been  commit- 
ted upon  our  neutral  rights;  and,  on  the  part  of  the- 
United  States,  to  place  France  on  grounds  similar  to 
those  of  other  countries  in  their  relation  and  connection 
with  us,  if  any  inequalities  shall  be  found  to  exist,  will 
produce  an  accommodation  compatible  with  the  engage- 
ments, rights,  duties,  and  honor  of  the  United  States. 
Fully,  however,  impressed  with  the  uncertainty  of  the 
result,  we  sball  prepare  to  meet  with  fortitude  any  un- 
favorable events  which  may  occur,  and  to  extricate  our- 
selves from  their  consequences  with  all  the  skill  we 
possess,  and  all  the  efforts  in  our  power.  Believing 
with  you  that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  has  been 
just  and  impartial  to  foreign  nations,  that  the  laws  for 
die  preservation  of  peace  have  been  proper,  and  that 
they  have  been  fairly  executed,  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  do  not  hesitate  to  declare  that  they  will  give 
their  most  cordial  support  to  the  execution  of  principles 
w  deliberately  and  uprightly  established. 

The  many  interesting  subjects  which  you  have  re- 
commended to  our  consideration,  and  which  are  so 
rtrongly  enforced  by  this  momentous  occasion,  will  re- 
ceive every  attention  which  their  importance  demands ; 
ud  we  trust  that  by  the  decided  and  explicit  conduct 
which  will  govern  our  deliberations,  every  insinuation 
will  be  repelled  which  is  derogatory  to  the  honor  and 
independence  of  our  country. 

Permit  us,  in  offering  this  Address,  to  express  our 
ntudaction  at  your  promotion  to  the  first  office  in  the 
Government,  and  our  entire  confidence  that  the  pre- 
Hninent  talents  and  patriotism  which  have  placed  you 
is  this  distinguished  situation,  will  enable  you  to  dia- 
ctage  its  various  duties  with  satisfaction  to  yourself 
ad  advantage  to  our  common  country. 

To  which  the  President  returned  the  follow- 
Dg  answer : 

■V.  Speaker,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ; 

^  I  receive  with  great  satisfaction  your  candid  approba- 
im  of  the  convention  of  Congress ;  and  thank  you  for 
jour  assurances  that  the  interesting  subjects  recom- 
mended to  your  consideration  shall  receive  the  atten- 
fon  which  their  importance  demands ;  and  that  your 
^operation  may  be  expected  in  those  measures  which 
Biy  appear  necessary  for  our  security  or  peace. 

The  declaration  of  the  Representatives  of  this  nation 
f  their  satisfaction  at  my  promotion  to  the  first  office 
a  the  Government,  and  of  their  confidence  in  my  sin- 
ew endeavors  to  discharge  the  various  duties  of  it, 
nth  advantage  to  our  common  country,  have  excited 
ny  most  grateful  sensibility. 

I  pray  you,  gentlemen,  to  believe,  and  to  communi- 
ate  such  assurance  to  our  constituents,  that  no  event 
rhieh  I  can  foresee  to  be  attainable  by  any  exertions 
a  the  discharge  of  my  duties,  can  afford  me  so  much 
nrdial  satisfaction  as  to  conduct  a  negotiation  with  the 
^rench  Republic,  to  a  removal  of  prejudices,  a  correc- 
»n  of  errors,  a  dissipation  of  umbrages,  an  accommo- 
ttion  of  all  differences,  and  a  restoration  of  harmony 
nd  affection,  to  the  mutual  satisfaction  of  both 
■nons.  And  whenever  the  legitimate  organs  of 
fercourse  shall  be  restored,  and  the  real  sentiments  of 
he  two  Governments  can  be  candidly  communicated 


to  each  other,  although  strongly  impressed  with  the* 
necessity  of  collecting  ourselves  into  a  manly  pasture  - 
of  defence,  I  nevertheless  entertain  an  encouraging 
confidence  that  a  mutual  spirit  of  conciliation*  a  dispo-- 
sition  to  compensate  injuries,  and  accommodate  each 
other  in  all  our  relations  and  connections,  will  produce 
an  agreement  to  a  treaty  consistent  with  the  engage-  . 
ments,  rights,  duties,  and  honor,  of  both  nations. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
Ujtited  Statis,  June  3,  1797. 

The  members  having  returned  to  the  House, 
the  Speaker  again  took  the  Chair,  and  having 
read  the  answer  of  the  President, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  the  Speech  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  bad  been  referred  to  the* 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union.    Before  the  House  resolved  itself  into  av 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  that  subject,  he- 
wished  the  rule  to  be  read,  which  respected  the 
closing  of  the  galleries.  [It  was  read  accordingly  .J 
This  rule  says,  that  when  any  Message  shall  be' 
received  from  the  President  which  shall  require 
secrecy,  or  when  any  member  has  any  communi- 
cation to  make  which,  in  his  opinion,  requires 
secrecy,  the  galleries  shall  be  cleared. 

Mr.  W.  S.  gave  notice  that  he  had  a  commu- 
nication to  make  which  required  secrecy,  and 
begged  the  galleries  might  be  cleared. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  they  should  understand 
from  the  gentleman,  whether  it  was  any  new  in- 
formation, or  matter  which  grew  out  ot  the  busi- 
ness before  the  House. 

The  Speaker  said  it  was  sufficient  for  the  gen- 
tleman to  declare  his  communication  was  of  a 
secret  nature,  which  required  the  galleries  to  be 
cleared,  to  have  them  cleared.  The  propriety  of 
the  measure  would  be  afterwards  judged  of.  The 
galleries  were  accordingly  cleared,  and  remained 
closednill  the  House  adjourned. 

Monday,  June  5. 

The  Journals  of  the  proceedings  of  Saturday 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  Nicholas  supposed  there  was  an  omission, 
as  no  mention  was  made  of  the  resolutions  which 
had  been  brought  forward  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  after  the  doors  had  been  closed, 
and  which  it  had  been  determined  were  not  of  a 
nature  to  require  secrecy. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  the  vote  which  had  been 
taken  only  related  to  a  part  of  what  he  had 
brought  forward. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  he  understood  that  the  let- 
ter which  he  had  produced  was  a  private  letter, 
and  therefore  it  was  not  necessary  to  notice  it. 

Mr.  Gallatik  observed,  that  no  distinction  had 
been  made.    If  the  letter  could  be  considered  as. 
part  of  the  communication,  it  was  al»o  included 
in  the  vote,  as  it  was  simply  that  the  communica- 
tion did  not  require  secrecy. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  the  resolutions  stood  unon 
the  same  ground  as  that  upon  which  a  motion 
offered  to  the  House,  upon  which  no  decision  was 
made,  which  was  never  recorded  until  it  was 
taken  up^ 

Mr.  Thatcher  concurred  in  the  opinion. 
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Mr.  Nicholas  was  still  of  opinion  an  entry 
ought  to  have  been  made  on  the  Journals,  and 
moved  to  amend  them. 

The  question  was  put,  and  there  appearing  41 
votes  in  favor  of  it,  and  41  against  it,  the  Speaker 
decided  it  in  the  negative. 

DEFENSIVE  MEASURES. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,*  and 
the  Speech  of  the  President,  at  the  opening  of 
the  session,  having  been  read, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  wished  to  lay  upon  the 
table  a  number  of  resolutions,  which  it  appeared, 
if  it  should  not  be  found  advisable  to  carry  the 
whole  of  them  into  effect,  were  at  least  wor- 
thy of  discussion.  He  did  not,  however,  at  pre- 
sent, pledge  himself  to  support  the  whole :  they 
were  as  follow : 

"  1.  Resolved,  That  further  provision  ought  to  be  made 
by  law,  for  fortifying  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States. 

"  2.  Resolved,  That  further  provision  be  made  by 
law,  for  completing  and  manning  the  frigates  United 
States,  Constitution,  and  Constellation. 

"  3.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  for 
procuring  by  purchase  a  further  naval  force,  to  con- 
sist of frigates  of guns,  and sloops  of 

war  of guns. 

"  4.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  for 
empowering  the  President  to  employ  the  naval  force  of 
the  United  8tates,  as  convoys  to  protect  the  trade 
thereof. 

"  5.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  for  reg- 
ulating the  arming  of  the  merchant  vessels  of  the 
United  States. 

"  6.  Resolved,  That  the  existing  Military  Establish- 
ment ought  to  be  augmented  by  an  addition  of  one 

regiment  or  corps  of  artillerists  and  engineers,  and 

companies  of  dragoons. 

"  7.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  for 
empowering  the  President  to  raise  a  provisional  army, 

to  consist  of regiments  of  infantry,  one  regiment 

of  artillery,  and  one  regiment  of  dragoons,  by  commis- 
sioning the  officers,  and  by  volunteers  or  enlistments, 
whenever  the  circumstances  of  the  country  shall,  in  his 
opinion,  render  the  said  army  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection and  defence  of  the  United  8tates :  Provided, 
That  neither  the  officers  nor  soldiers  shall  receive  any 
pay  or  emoluments  until  called  into  actual  service. 

"  8.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  to  au- 
thorize the  President  to  borrow,  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States,  a  sum  not  exceeding dollars,  to  de- 
fray the  expense  which  may  arise  in  providing  for  the 
defence  and  security  of  the  United  States. 

"  9.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  to 
raise  a  revenue  adequate  to  the  reimbursement,  within 

■       years,  of  such  sum  as  may  be  borrowed,  as  afore- 
•said. 

"  10.  Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  by  law,  to 
prohibit,  for  a  limited  time,  the  exportation  of  arms, 
ammunition,  and  military  and  naval  stores." 

The  resolutions  having  been  read  from  the 
Chair, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  the  first  of  them. 

Mr.  Macon  wished  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  to  inform  the  committee,  whether  he 


meant  to  repair  all  the  fortifications  which  bad 
heretofore  been  contemplated.  Perhaps  some 
might  be  necessary,  but  he  thought,  considering 
the  present  state  of  our  finances,  few  of  them 
ought  to  be  attended  to.  Much  of  the  money  al- 
ready expended  on  this  subject  had  been  thrown 
away.    He  particularly  mentioned  New  York. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  the  gentleman  bad  been 
long  enough  a  member  of  that  House  to  know 
that,  when  they  were  about  to  settle  the  principle 
of  a  thine,  it  was  not  usual  to  go  into  details.  If 
the  resolution  was  agreed  to,  a  committee  would 
be  appointed,  who  would  report  such  fortifications 
as  it  appeared  to  them  necessary  to  be  attended 
to,  with  an  estimate  of  expense,  upon  which  the 
House  would  determine ;  or  a  sum  of  money  might 
be  voted,  and  leave  it  to  the  President  to  employ 
it  as  appeared  to  him  best ;  but  this  was  not  the 
question,  but  merely  whether  a  further  sum  of 
money  should  be  voted  for  this  object. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  they  were  not  ripe  for 
this  subject,  as  they  did  not  know  what  was  the 
state  of  the  different  fortifications.  He  thought. 
as  there  were  a  number  of  propositions,  in  some 
degree  connected,  that  it  was  desirable  they  should 
be  printed  ;  he  therefore  moved  that  the  commit- 
tee might  rise,  to  give  time  for  this  to  be  done. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  the  gentleman  would  reverse 
his  propositions,  and  let  the  one  for  raising  money 
come  first.  He  did  not  know  whether  they  were 
prepared  to  meet  this  expense.  He  did  not  meaa 
to  oppose  the  present  motion ;  he  supposed  it 
would  pass.  But  he  thought  they  were  about  to 
be  too  precipitate  in  their  measures.  At  a  time 
when  all  Europe  seemed  to  be  tired  of  war,  and 
about  to  make  peace,  we  seemed  to  be  disposed  to 
rush  into  it.  He  did  not  believe  that  much  good 
would  be  done  by  this  system  of  fortification.  He 
did  not  think  the  United  States  were  more  se- 
cure now,  than  before  they  had  a  single  work  of 
the  kind.  We  have,  said  he,  an  extensive  sea- 
coast,  and  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  an  ene- 
my would  choose  to  come  to  precisely  the  place 
where  a  fortification  stands.  It  was  his  opinion 
that  the  interests  of  the  country  would  be  served, 
by  letting  this  matter  lie  over  till  next  session. 

Mr.  Williams  observed,  that  the  sense  of  the 
committee  would  be  first  taken  upon  the  propri- 
ety of  going  into  the  measure;  if  there  was  a  ma- 
jority in  favor  it,  (and  he  could  not  doubt  iu)  the 
matter  would  be  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
who  would  make  their  report  upon  it. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  in  favor  of  going  into  this 
measure ;  for  if  the  war  continued  in  Europe,  be 
thought  it  probable  we  might  be  drawn  into  it 

Mr.  Swan  wick  should  not  be  opposed  to  the 
present  motion,  because  be  agreed  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland,  that  whilst  the  war  con- 
tinued in  Europe  there  was  a  probability  of  this 
country  being  drawn  into  the  vortex.  Bat  he 
thought  there  was  some  weight,  also,  in  the  ob- 
servation of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  with 
respect  to  the  ways  and  means;  because, if. after 
they  should  agree  to  carry  into  effect  certain  nw** 
sures,  they  should  disagree  about  the  means,  their 
time  would  have  been  spent  to  ao  purpose. 
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The  question  was  put  and  carried,  there  being 
62  rotes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  the  second  resolution. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  to  know  whether  the 
provision  already  made  for  completing  the  three 
frigates  was  not  sufficient  1 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  had  no  information  on 
the  subject ;  he  bad  inserted  the  word  completing 
u  well  as  manning,  lest  there  should  be  any  de- 
ficiency. 

Mr.  Oris  was  not  prepared,  in  so  rapid  a  way, 
to  press  resolutions  of  this  importance,  without 
baring  them  printed,  or  time  to  deliberate  upon 
(hem.  If  he  voted  for  these  resolutions,  he  should 
consider  himself  as  pledged  to  carry  them  into 
effect.  He  therefore  hoped  the  committee  would 
rise. 

Mr.  Macon  was  opposed  to  this  resolution.  He 
did  not  believe  that  seamen  could  be  got  to  man 
the  vessels,  as  nearly  four  times  the  price  was 

Cid  for  seamen's  wages  that  was  paid  when  the 
w  for  building  these  vessels  passed. 
Mr.  Rdtledge  was  in  favor  of  the  committee's 


nsiog. 


Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  the  commit- 
tee's rising,  if  gentlemen  wished  it ;  if  so,  he 
hoped  the  resolution  agreed  to  would  be  reported. 
He  wished  the  principle  of  the  different  resolu- 
tions, however,  to  be  settled  in  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Messrs.CRAiK,  Claiborne,  Varnum,  and  Co  it, 
were  in  favor  of  the  committee's  rising. 

Mr.  Swanwioc  thought  it  would  be  best  that  a 
committee  should  be  appointed  to  report  on  the 
business. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  saw  no  reason  for  the  commit- 
tee's rising,  because,  if  gentlemen  were  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  upon  this  resolution,  they  might  go 
an  to  others.  Though  he  should  vote  in  favor  of 
this  proposition,  he  snould  not  hold  himself  bound 
to  rote  ultimately  for  the  bill,  if  he  disliked  it. 

The  motion  for  the  committee  to  rise  was  with- 
drawn, and  afterwards  renewed  by  Mr.  McDow- 
ell, who  also  withdrew  it,  on  a  suggestion  from 
Mr.  Livingston  that  the  resolution  would  be  less 
objectionable  to  run,  "  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of,"  dbc.,  and, 
when  a  committee  had  the  business  referred  to 
them,  they  could  possess  themselves  of  the  neces- 
sary facts,  and  report  them  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  if  the  question  was  to  de- 
termine the  principle  of  manning  the  frigates,  the 
resolution  stood  right  as  it  was.  But  if  it  were 
ftot  intended,  by  adopting  this  resolution,  to  com- 
mit any  man,  out  only  to  say  that  they  would 
take  the  business  into  consideration,  and  if  found 
useful  and  necessary,  and  funds  were  attainable, 
they  would  carry  it  into  effect,  then  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
LmHGOToji)  would  be  proper.  As  to  the  com- 
mittee's rising;  he  could  see  no  ground  for  it,  as 
these  propositions  were  not  new — they  bad  had 
them  before  them  for  three  weeks  in  the  Speech 
of  the  President.  Of  course,  so  far  as  related  to 
the  frigates,  gentlemen  must  have  formed  an  opin- 
ion ;  yet  he  agreed  that  it  was  desirable  to  see 


some  documents  on  the  subject,  before  a  decided 
affirmative  or  negative  was  given.  He  was, 
therefore,  in  favor  of  the  amendment  for  a  com- 
mittee to  be  appointed.  He  wished  all  those  sub- 
jects which  were  of  a  doubtful  nature  to  be  then 
determined.  On  the  other  hand,  those  upon  which 
members  were  ready  to  decide  at  once,  either  by 
an  acceptance  or  rejection,  might  be  voted  upon 
in  the  form  in  which  they  were  introduced. 

Mr.  Parker  read  the  motion  which  was  en- 
tered into  last  year,  and  thought  it  would  be  a 
good  model  for  the  present. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  was  of  a  different  opinion.  He 
thought  the  committee  should  first  decide  the  ab- 
stract principle.  He  thought  it  would  be  wrong 
to  refer  to.  a  select  committee  a  business  in  which 
every  member  was  so  intimately  interested,  and 
he  doubted  not  gentlemen  were  ready  to  decide 
upon  this  abstract  question.  With  regard  to  ex- 
pense, he  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  situation  of 
the  country  required  it,  that  should  be  no  object. 
If  gentlemen  thought  differently,  they  would  of 
course  negative  the  proposition.  Any  information 
on  the  subject  could  be  got  before  the  business  was 
finished.  He  thought  they  should  first  say  what 
were  the  necessary  objects  of  expense,  and  then 
provide  the  money,  which  might  be  done  by  bor- 
rowing or  by  taxes.  If  there  was  a  necessity  for 
the  expense,  there  was  no  doubt  the  money  would 
be  raised.  If  gentlemen  were  not  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss the  subject,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  com- 
mittee's rising,  and,  in  the  House,  the  Secretary  of 
War  might  be  called  upon  for  information. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  the  question  was  not 
fairly  presented.  It  was  whether  they  should  man 
the  frigates.  But  when  they  were  called  upon  to 
determine  this,  they  should  know  when  they 
would  be  ready  to  receive  the  men.  The  proba- 
bility was  that  the  frigates  would  not  be  ready  to 
receive  the  men  before  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  was  in  favor  of  the 
original  proposition.  He  wished  to  provide  for 
manning  all  the  frigates  which  could  be  got  ready 
before  the  next  session  of  Congress.  He  believed 
if  they  adopted  this  plan,  unnecessary  delay  would 
be  prevented. 

Mr.  Parker  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina.  He 
believed  the  frigate  in  Philadelphia  might  be 
equipped,  rigged,  and  manned,  in  three  months. 
The  only  reason  why  he  varied  his  motion  was, 
that  he  might  include  the  next  proposition ;  but 
he  believed  it  would  be  better  for  them  to  stand 
separate,  as,  before  he  voted  for  the  additional 
vessels,  he  should  wish  to  know  how  the  means 
were  to  be  got.  and  for  what  purpose  they  were 
to  be  used.  The  vessel  at  Boston,  he  said,  would 
not  be  ready  so  soon,  but  it  would  be  in  readiness 
before  the  next  meeting,  of  Congress ;  that  at 
Baltimore  would  be  in  readiness  to  receive  her 
men  in  four  months. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  the  frigate  building  at  Bal- 
timore would  be  launched  on  the  4th  of  July,  and 
the  equipments  were  in  greater  forwardness  than 
those  for  the  frigate  at  Philadelphia. 


243 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


244 


H.orR.] 


Defensive  Measures. 


[Jose,  1797, 


Mr.  Baldwin  was  against  referring  this  propo- 
sition to  a  select  committee.  It  would  be  desira- 
ble, indeed,  to  know  what  the  cost  of  doing  the 
business  would  be,  but  every  one  knew  how  little 
to  be  relied  upon  were  estimates  of  this  kind.  He 
was  ready  to  vote  for  manning  the  frigates ;  in- 
deed, tbere  was  no  question  upon  which  he  was 
so  ready  to  say  aye,  as  upon  this. 

The  question  was  about  to  be  put  on  Mr.  Liv- 
ingston's motion,  when 

Mr.  Varnum  said  be  thought  the  wording  of 
the  resolution  improper,  as  the  word  "comple- 
ting" would  clash  with  the  act  of  last  session. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived,  50  to  34. 

Mr.  Macon  wished  the  frigates  to  be  completed, 
but  not  manned,  he  therefore  moved  •  to  strike 
out  the  words  "  and  manning." 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived ;  there  be- 
ing only  24  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr-  Giles  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  "  com- 
pleting ;".  but,  after  some  conversation,  the  motion 
was  withdrawn,  and  the  original  resolution  was 
carried. 

The  third  proposition  next  came  under  consid- 
eration. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  gentleman  who  intro- 
duced this  motion,  would  tell  them  for  what  pur- 
pose these  additional  vessels  were  wanted.  He 
supposed  this  resolution  to  be  connected  with  the 
next,  and  if  so,  he  thought  they  should  be  consid- 
ered together.  What,  he  asked,  were  to  be  the 
instructions  given  to  the  commanders  of  these 
vessels?  He  thought  it  a  very  embarrassing  busi- 
ness, and  one  that  would  certainly  lead  to  war ; 
nay,  indeed,  the  thing  seemed  to  be  a  war  opera- 
tion in  itself. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished  the  gentleman  had  made 
his  inquiries  before.  They  would  have  come 
more  properly  when  the  frigates  were  under  con- 


Mr.  Giles  thought  this  a  very  extraordinary 
measure.  He  called  the  attention  of  the  commit 
tee  to  the  critical  situation  of  Europe,  and  thought 
before  they  went  into  any  expensive  operation^ 
they  should  wait  the  issue  of  the  negotiation, 
especially  as  he  supposed  it  was  probable  a  fall 
session  might  be  necessary.  It  had  been  said  thai 
several  of  the  ports  in  the  West  Indies  were  io  a 
blockaded  and  rebellious  state.  He  did  not  sap- 
pose  it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee,  by 
means  of  a  convoy,  to  press  a  trade  to  those  ports; 
this  would  be  a  certain  means  of  provoking  warl 
He  thought  they  ought  to  make  a  pause;  as  ij 
was  probable  that,  in  less  than  four  months  from 
this  time  they  might  again  .be  in  session ;  and,  in 
the  meanwhile,  the  affairs  of  Europe  might  hard 
taken  such  a  turn  as  to  do  away  the  necessity  oj 
going  into  hostile  measures. 

Mr.  Nicholas  expected  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  would  have  acknowledged  thai 
the  two  resolutions  were  connected.  Indeed  he 
must  have  intended  those  vessels  to  be  employed 
in  this  way,  or  such  a  resolution  would  not  hare! 
been  introduced.  With  respect  to  Sweden's 
treaty  for  a  reciprocal  convoy,  there  was  some 
ground  for  it,  as  there  was  a  difference  between 
the  Northern  Powers  of  Europe,  as  to  the  princi- 
ple of  free  ships  making  free  goods ;  but  where 
there  was  no  difference  as  to  the  principle,  do 
such  thing  could  take  place. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  the  present  resolution  was 
certainly  in  some  degree  connected  with  the  next 
It  was  understood  that  the  purchasing  of  frigates 
and  sloops  of  war,  was  for  the  purpose  of  convoy- 
ing our  trade.  Under  the  present  circumstances 
of  this  country,  he  should  be  opposed  to  this  pro- 
position; not  that  he  denied  the  right  of  neutral 
Powers  to  afford  convoys  to  their  merchant  ves- 
sels ;  but,  because  under  present  circumstances  it 


sideration,  as  the  same  objection  would  be  against   was  impolitic  to  adopt  the  measure,  not  only  fori 


both ;  and  the  next  resolution  had  no  more  con- 
nection with  this  than  with  that  already  agreed 
to.    The  gentleman  seemed  to  have  let  go  the 
opportunity  of  calling  upon  him ;  as,  however,  he 
did  not  wish  to  evade  his  call,  (though  he  was  not 
willing  to  say  be  would  himself  vote  for  the  mea- 
sure,) he  would  say  that  it  appeared  to  him.  from 
the  present  state  of  the  commerce  of  this  coun- 
try, to  be  necessary  to  provide  convoys  for  our 
vessels.    These  vessels  might  not,  indeed,  be  em- 
ployed as  a  regular  convoy,  but  partly  confined  to 
the  coasts  and   barbors.      This  was  a  separate 
question ;  or  it  might  be  left  to  the  Executive  to 
employ  them  as  he  might  see  proper.  He  was  not, 
however,  ready  to  five  an  opinion  on  the  subject. 
He  rose  principally  to  remark  upon  what  had 
fallen  from  the  gentlaman  last  up,  as  to  employ- 
ing a  convoy  being  an  act  of  war.    He  owned  he 
had  not  looked  deep  into  the  subject  at  present, 
but  he  recollected  in  our  treaty  with  Sweden, 
there  was  a  stipulation  that  when  both  Powers 
were  neutral,  they  should  protect  each  other's 
commerce.* 


*  The  following  is  the  article  of  our  Treaty  with 
Sweden,  produced  and  read  by  Mr.  W.  Smith  : 


the  reasons  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir 
ginia,  but  on  account  of  our  situation  with  respect 
to  France  at  the  present  moment.  By  our  treaty 
with  France,  enemy's  property  was  to  be  re- 
spected on  board  of  American  vessels,  and  certain! 
articles  used  in  the  building  of  ships  were  notl 
considered  as  contraband ;  the  President  would, 
of  course,  be  obliged  to  give  orders  to  have  oar 
vessels  protected  in  this  situation,  and  who  could! 
not  see  that  this  would  be  the  source  pf  war ;  and 
if  the  convoy  were  not  to  be  employed  to  enforce 

"  If  in  any  future  war  at  sea,  the  contracting  Powers 
resolve  to  remain  neuter,  and,  as  such,  to  observe  the 
strictest  neutrality,  then  it  is  agreed  that  if  the  mer- 
chant ships  of  either  party  should  happen  to  be  in  a 
part  of  the  sea  where  the  ships  of  war  of  the  same  na- 
tion are  not  stationed,  or  if  they  are  met  on  the  high 
sea  without  being  able  to  have  recourse  to  their  own  con- 
voys, in  that  case  the  commander  of  the  ships  of  war 
of  the  other  party,  if  required,  shall,  in  good  faith  and 
sincerity,  give  them  all  necessary  assistance,  and,  in 
such  case,  the  ships  of  war  and  frigates  of  either  of  the 
Powers,  shall  protect  and  support  the  merchant  ships  of 
the  other :  Provided,  nevertheless,  that  the  ships  claim- 
ing assistance  are  not  engaged  in  any  illicit  commerce 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  neutrality." 
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these  two  privileges,  he  did  not  see  what  use  it 
could  be  of.  He  knew  that  depredations  without 
Dumber  had  been  committed  in  the  West  Indies ; 
bat  he  was  led  to  believe  that  this  was  done  by 
pirates  more  than  by  any  other  vessels.  Bat  sup- 
pose it  were  practicable  to  distinguish  between 
those  vessels  which  were  regularly,  and  those 
which  were  piratically  taken;  yet,  he  must  con- 
fess, he  would  not  be  for  running  the  risk  of  a 
rupture,  by  sending  out  armed  vessels  to  contest 
the  point,  especially  when  we  have  reason  to 
believe  that  tnese  attacks  are  unauthorized  by  the 
French  Grove  mm  en  t. 

Mr.  G.  thought  it  would  only  be  necessary  to 
extend  our  navy  in  case  of  war,  and  were  this 
unhappily  to  be  our  situation,  vessels  might  easily 
be  purchased  without  delay ;  but  whilst  we  were 
at  peace,  he  did  not  think  the  advantages  which 
could  be  derived  from  a  convoy,  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient inducement  to  go  into  the  measure.  Besides 
he  was  induced  by  another  motive  to  give  this 
proposition  his  negative.  He  knew  the  depreda- 
tions upon  oar  commerce  had  been  great ;  but  he 
did  not  look  upon  this  loss  as  falling  only  upon 
merchants.  There  was  not  an  individual  who 
did  not  bear  a  part  of  it.  For  instance,  if  a  mer- 
chant paid  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  additional  upon 
his  cargo,  he  will  put  a  proportionably  high  price 
upon  his  commodities,  which  must  eventually 
be  paid  by  the  consumer.  Therefore,  so  far  as  an 
argument  might  be  drawn  from  this  circumstance, 
it  became  a  question  of  expediency,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  granted,  that  the  loss  to  individuals 
would  be  less  in  this  way  than  if  they  had  to 
support  a  navy  to  protect  our  trade. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  acknowledged  that  there  was 
considerable  weight  in  the  arguments  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  though  he  did  not 
find  sufficient  weight  in  them  to  change  his  opin- 
ion of  the  propriety  of  the  measure.  The  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  had  endeavored  to  show  that, 
as  there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  princi- 
ple between  France  and  this  country,  the  regula- 
tions entered  into  with  Sweden  did  not  apply; 
whilst  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had 
produced  arguments  to  show  that  we  were  in  that 
situation.  With  respect  to  the  treaty  articles  in 
dispute,  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  for  the  Presi- 
dent to  give  the  commanders  of  our  vessels  pro- 
per instructions  on  that  head.  And  would  any 
gendeman  say  it  was  not  right  to  defend  our  ves- 
sels against  pirates  ?  Would  not  the  French  say, 
if  they  were  applied  to  for  redress,  ik  You  knew 
these  were  pirates ;  why  did  you  not  defend  your- 
selves against  them  V  The  expense,  which  seems 
so  much  to  alarm  gentlemen,  should  be  put  out 
of  the  question.  The  only  question,  said  he,  is, 
if  jour  property  is  unjustly  attacked,  will  you 
defend  it  ? 

But  it  was  said  the  loss  did  not  fall  upon  the 
merchant,  but  upon  the  consumer.  Mr.  S.  as- 
serted it  fell  upon  the  country ;  and  so  far  from 
the  expense  of  the  proposed  armament  being 
equal  to  the  loss  sustained  by  captures,  it  would 
not,  in  his  opinion,  be  a  tenth  part  of  the  amount, 
for  whatever  the  plunderers  got  this  country  lost. 


Mr.  S.  said  he  had  made  a  rough  calculation  of 
what  would  be  the  expense  of  three  frigates  of 
32  guns,  and  six  sloops  of  war  of  16  guns,  and 
found  it  to  be  $926,000,  including  the  equipment 
and  manning  for  one  year. 

But,  said  Mr.  S.,  does  not  the  farmer  suffer  by 
these  spoliations  ?  He  certainly  does ;  for,  if  the 
merchant  was  obliged  to  pay  an  extravagant  in- 
surance, he  would  give  the  less  for  the  farmer's 
produce ;  but,  added  he,  the  expense  of  the  fri- 
gates will  be  no  loss  to  the  country,  as,  if  they 
cost  a  million  of  dollars,  the  whole  will  be  paid 
to  our  citizens ;  every  article  used  in  the  building 
of  these  vessels  being  the  produce  of  the  United 
States. 

But  gentlemen  complain  of  our  impatience  in 
the  business ;  he  thought  the  wrongs  we  had  suf- 
fered sufficient  to  rouse  our  resentment.  It  was 
also  said,  that  there  was  a  probability  of  peace, 
and  why  go  on  with  this  expense  ?  But  he  might 
as  well  say  there  was  no  probability  of  peace. 
One  supposition  would  stand  against  the  other. 
Indeed,  who  knew  that  the  Czar  of  Russia  would 
not  join  the  coalition  against  France?  A  hope 
of  peace,  therefore,  was  not  a  sufficiently  stable 
ground  upon  which  to  calculate.  We  must  either 
interdict  all  trade,  suffer  merchant  vessels  to  arm, 
or  go  into  the  measure  proposed. 

But  it  was  said  that  France  had  declared  cer- 
tain British  ports  in  the  West  In'dies  blockaded, 
and  in  a  state  of  rebellion,  and  therefore  we  must 
not  trade  with  them,  but  he  did  not  know  why 
our  vessels  should  be  subject  to  be  taken,  and  our 
seamen  to  be  hung,  because  they  chose  to  make 
these  declarations ;  declarations  which  he  trusted 
this  country  never  would  acknowledge. 

What,  said  Mr.  S.,  will  be  the  consequence  of 
negotiating,  without  taking  any  measure  of  de- 
fence ?  It  will  put  it  in  the  power  of  France  to 
make  requisitions  on  us  to  any  amount  she  pleases, 
she  may  spin  out  the  negotiation  by  throwing 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  it.  She  may  take  afi 
our  vessels,  and  when  she  has  drained  us  of  all 
our  wealth,  it  will  be  said,  we  must  submit. 
Where  will  then  be  your  privateers?  Your  ves- 
sels are  taken,  and  your  seamen  gone ! 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  admitted 
the  right  of  neutral  Powers  to  convoy  their  ves- 
sels ;  that  gentleman  put  the  matter  upon  the  ex- 
pediency of  the  thing,  which  was  the  true  ground 
upon  which  he  wished  to.  have  it  discussed. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina talked  of  defensive  measures,  but  his  plans 
were  offensive.  Thatgentleman  had  undertaken 
to  doubt  the  right  of  France  to  declare  her  porta 
rebel  ports.  Was  this  defensive?  Every  nation 
had  this  right.  It  was  not  long  since  Great  Brit- 
ain exercised  it  against  us.  Yet,  aided  by  a  con- 
voy, he  wished  to  push  our  trade  to  these  ports. 
This  would  not  only  be  hazarding  the  peace  of 
the  country,  but  taking  the  direct  road  to  war. 

Besides,  said  Mr.  G..  could  it  be  expected  that 
six  or  ten  frigates  could  convoy  all  our  vessels  ? 
No ;  not  a  twentieth  part  of  them.  They  could, 
therefqre,  be  of  little  use,  but  might  be  the  means 
of  producing  the  greatest  evil  to  the  country. 
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Mr.  Baldwin  said,  in  all  their  determinations 
with  respect  to  a  naval  force,  however  great  the 
emergency,  it  had  always  been  determined  to 
build,  rather  than  purchase  vessels,  and  he  saw 
no  reason  for  departing  from  this  mode  in  the 
present  instance. 

After  some  objections  from  Mr.  W.  Smith  to 
the  building  plan,  which  he  said  would  take  three 
or  four  years  to  furnish  the  proposed  vessels,  where* 
as  merchant  vessels  might  be  immediately  pur- 
chased, which  would  answer  the  purpose  of  small 
frigates,  the  committee  rose,  reported  the  two  re- 
solutions, which  the  House  took  up  and  agreed 
to,  and  committees  were  appointed  to  report  upon 
them  by  bills  or  otherwise. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  with 
two  bills  which  had  passed  that  House,  viz :  a  bill 
for  prohibiting  for  a  limited  time  the  exportation 
of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  encouraging  the 
importation  thereof;  and  a  bill  to  prevent  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  from  privateering 
against  nations  in  amity  with,  or  against  citizens 
of  the  United  States;  both  which  were  twice  read, 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to- 
morrow. 


Tuesday,  June  6. 
EXPORTATION  OF  ARMS,  &c 

The  Speaker  having  taken  the  Chair,  Mr.  W. 
Smith  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the  bill 
from  the  Senate  for  preventing  the  exportation  of 
arms  and  ammunition  from  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  they  would  take  up  the 
unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  as  having  a  pri- 
ority of  claim. 

After  a  good  deal  of  conversation  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  the  course  of  which  each  insisted  upon 
the  propriety  of  taking  up  the  measure  he  advo- 
cated, as  calling  for  the  most  immediate  attention, 
the  motion  was  put  for  taking  Up  the  unfinished 
business  of  yesterday, and  negatived,  there  being 
42  for  it,  and  48  against  it.  The  speakers  in  favor 
ofgoingintoa  Committee  of  the  Whole  were, 
Messrs.  Nicholas,  Varnum,  S.  Smith,  Giles, 
Gallatin,  Baldwin,*  and  Livingston  ;  those 
agiinst  it,  and  in  favor  of  taking  up  the  bill  from 
the  Senate  in  preference,  Messrs.  W.  Smith,  Rut- 
ledge,  Sewall.  Brooks,  Otis,  and  Thatcher. 

The  motion  tor  going  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union  having  been  ne- 
gatived— 

Mr.  W.  Smith  renewed  his  motion  for  taking 
up  the  bill  from  the  Senate  for  preventing  the  ex- 
portation of  arms  and  ammunition. 

Mr.  Livingston  moved  to  strike  out  the  words 
11  one  year,"  so  as  to  confine  the  duration  of  the 
bill  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress ; 
which  motion,  after  some  objections  from  Mr. 
W.  Smith,  on  the  ground  of  delay,  as  the  bill  was 
already  engrossed,  was  carried,  43  to  40. 

Mr.  Lyon  wished  to  strike  out  the  words  "  can- 
nons and  bombs,"  as  he  thought  if  the  exportation 
of  these  articles  were  prohibited,  it  would  con- 
siderably injure  the  manufacturers  of  them,  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  bqt  a  sufficient  quantity 


might  always  be  commanded  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  thought  this  amendment  of  some 
importance,  as  he  believed  there  was  not  more 
than  one  man  in  the  State  of  Maryland  that  knew 
how  to  bore  a  cannon ;  and  if  he  was  taken  from 
that  employment  by  a  law  of  this  kind,  it  was 
probable,  wnenever  the  manufactory  was  resum- 
ed, he  might  not  be  found. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  it  was  not  altogether  with  the 
same  view  which  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
had  given  of  the  subject  that  he  had  brought  for- 
ward this  motion.  The  New  England  States 
would  produce  one  hundred  men  acquainted  with 
the  boring  of  cannon.  Every  furnace  would  be 
glad  to  be  employed  in  this  business;  and  as  to 
the  casting  of  balls  and  shells,  there  was  nothing 
easier.  The  reason  for  which  he  wished  these 
articles  to  be  struck  out  was,  because  he  did  not 
wish  these  manufactories  to  be  deprived  of  em- 
ployment. 
The  motion  was  put  and  negatived. 
Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  wished  to  make  a 
motion,  which  he  supposed  might,  in  some  degree, 
effect  the  end  proposed  by  the  gentleman  From 
Vermont.  It  was  to  strike  out  "bombs  and  can- 
non balls."  He  did  not  think  there  need  be  any 
fear  of  the  United  States  falling  short  of  these,  as 
the  single  State  of  New  Jersey,  or  a  single  county 
of  that  State,  would  cast  sufficient  to  supply  the 
whole  world. 

Mr.  Brooks  inquired  whether  these  were  arti- 
cles exported?  If  they  were  not,  the  mention  of 
them  could  do  no  harm.  Or,  whether  these  arti- 
cles and  powder  were  not  purchased  for  the  use 
of  the  picaroons  which  were  so  troublesome  to 
our  trade  ? 

Mr.  Gordon  thought  if  there  was  no  greater 
advantage  attending  a  regulation  of  this  kind  than 
that  of  depriving  our  enemies  of  these  articles, 
which  might  be  used  against  us,  he  thought  the 
provision  a  good  one. 

Mr.  Dayton  believed  that  the  operation  of  this 
provision  would  be  the  destruction  of  these  man- 
ufactories. In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  he  could  inform  him  that  many  of 
these  articles  were  exported  from  New  Jersey, 
and  from  the  town  in  which  he  lived ;  but  if  the 
exportation  was  stopped  for  any  length  of  time, 
the  furnaces  would  be  turned  to  some  other  busi- 
ness ;  and,  in  six  months  from  the  passage  of  this 
act,  there  would  be  a  greater  scarcity  of  these  ar- 
ticles than  if  the  bill  had  not  passed.  An  act  of 
this  kind  might,  indeed,  carry  an  imposing  air, 
and  look  as  if  we  meant  to  take  care  or  ourselves. 
If  the  bill  were  to  pass,  however,  he  should  be 
glad  to  have  it  pass  with  this  amendment. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  observed,  that  in  a  former  law  of 
this  kind,  bombs  and  cannon  balls  were  not  in- 
cluded. It  was  asked,  who  exported  those  arti- 
cles, and  for  what  purpose  they  were  used  ?  To 
say  who  exported  them  would  not  be  right,  as 
they  were  contraband,  and  he  could  not  tell  who 
used  them,  nor  was  it  an  object  of  their  inquiry. 
Picaroons  had  no  occasion  for  them,  since  they 
went  along  side  vessels  and  boarded  them.    The 
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same  argument  which  was  used  against  export- 
ing these  articles  might  be  used  against  the  ex- 
portation ofprovisions. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  the  bill  was  predicated 
upon  being  an  injury  to  manufactures ;  nor  did 
he  know  why  they  should  make  an  exception  in 
favor  of  one  more  than  another,  which  would 
gire  just  cause  of  complaint.  The  operation  of 
die  bill,  since  the  amendment  had  been  carried, 
would  be  of  short  duration.  The  object  of  it  was 
two-fold,  viz:  to  preserve  these  articlesin  the  coun- 
try, to  be  ready  in  case  of  emergency,  and  to  keep 
them  from  foreign  Powers,  who  might  turn  them 
against  us.  Though  we  had  no  occasion  at  pre- 
sent for  cannon  balls,  we  could  not  help  looking 
forward  to  the  time  when  they  would  be  wanted ; 
and  though  no  bombs  were  at  present  used  against 
us,  yet  the  time  might  probably  arrive  when  they 
might  be  so  used,  and  it  was  politic  to  guard 
against  the  possibility  of  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  said,  though  this  law  might  ope- 
rate an  injury  to  manufacturers,  yet  he  did  not 
believe  it  would  be  so  great  as  baa  been  supposed, 
as  the  places  where  these  were  cast,  were  not 
wholly  employed  in  this  business,  but  cast  also 
innumerable  quantities  of  hollow  ware,  as  well 
as  metal  in  pigs ;  when  they  were  not,  therefore, 
employed  in  manufacturing  articles  for  the  de- 
struction of  mankind,  they  were  employed  in 
making  such  as  were  of  use  to  them. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  this  subject  had  taken  a 
much  more  serious  shape  than  it  assumed  when 
it  was  first  introduced.  It  seemed  as  if  it  were 
not  so  much  the  intention  of  this  law  to  regulate 
onr  own  wants,  as  to  prevent  the  supply  of 
foreign  Powers  with  warlike  articles.  This,  he 
said,  might  be  attended  with  serious  inconve- 
niences, since  it  would  certainly  operate  princi- 
pally against  one  of  the  belligerent  rowers ;  and 
except  we  are  prepared  and  determined  upon  war, 
we  should  be  careful  in  provoking  it.  It  was 
conceded  that  there  was  no  probability  of  our 
wanting  bombs  or  cannon  balls,  the  operation  of 
the  law  was  of  course  intended  against  one  of  the 
belligerent  Powers ;  for  though  both  had  an  equal 
right  at  present  to  come  here  and  purchase  these 
articles,  every  one  would  see  that  France  would 
he  principally  affected  by  the  regulation.  It 
would  be  little  short  of  hostility,  therefore,  to  say 
these  articles  should  not  be  exported.  Indeed,  he 
feared  there  was  more  in  this  business  than  the 
committee  understood;  that  they  were  taking  a 
ground  which  could  not  be  maintained,  and 
which,  pending  on  negotiation,  ought  not  to  be 
taken. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  he  believed  that  some  of  the 
manufacturers  of  cannon  balls  might  be  manu- 
facturers of  hollow  ware ;  for  he  understood  there 
was  tfh  action  now  pending  on  account  of  their 
having  cast  a  parcel  of  cannon  balls  hollow,  which 
had  burst  the  cannon  in  which  they  were  fired, 
and  done  other  mischief. 

Mr.  Lvon  believed  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  was  not  well  acquainted  with  the  business. 
Hollow  ware  and  pigs  were  not  cast  at  the  same 
furnace  with  bombs  and  cannon  balls.    Many 


furnaces  worked  with  ore  which,  though  not  fit 
for  pigs,  &c.,  answered  very  well  for  cannon  balls 
and  bomb  shells.  In  his  district  there  were  seve- 
ral of  these  manufactories  which  exported  many 
of  these  articles  into  Canada.  He  trusted  gentle- 
men would  not  have  the  same  objection  to  send- 
ing them  thither,  that  they  had  to  sending  them 
to  French  ports. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  this  law  could  give  no 
nation  cause  of  complaint,  because  the  articles 
were  contraband,  and  it  would  perhaps  have  the 
good  effect  to  prevent  the  loss  of  some  of  our  vea^ 
sels  employed  in  carrying  them. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  the  objection  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  deserved  some  considera- 
tion. No  measure  of  defence  had  been  or  seem- 
ingly could  be  mentioned,  but  it  was  said  it  might 
give  offence  to  France.  He  asked  how  long  we 
were  to  be  deterred  from  taking  such  measures  as 
should  seem  to  be  necessary,  for  fear  of  offending 
France?  If  we  were  not  to  take  general  mea- 
sures for  the  protection  of  our  citizens,  because 
there  might  be  a  possibility  France  would  not 
approve  them,  where  was  the  humiliation  to 
stop  ?  He  supposed  we  should  next  be  told,  that 
we  must  not  fortify  our  ports,  or  arm  our  vessels, 
lest  it  should  be  offensive  to  France.  He  trusted 
that  House  would  no  longer  hold  so  disgraceful 
a  language,  but  that  they  should  consult  what 
would  be  for  our  own  good,  without  reference  to 
any  foreign  nation.  Our  Government,  he  ob- 
served, had  not  said  it  would  never  prohibit  the 
exportation  of  arms  and  ammunition.  The  Eng- 
lish had  been  permitted  to  purchase  these  articles, 
of  which  the  French  complained,  and  equal  lib- 
erty was  given  to  both  nations ;  but  this  was  no 
reason  why  both  nations  might  not  be  prohibited 
from  doing  so,  if  it  should  be  found  expedient. 
And  though  he  did  not  believe  that  all  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  expected  would  be  derived 
from  this  law,  yet  he  should  be  in  favor  of  it,  not 
because  it  would  not  offend  a  foreign  nation,  but 
because  it  would  be  serviceable  to  ourselves ;  for, 
he  said,  if  Ihey  were  to  go  on  in  consulting  the 
feelings  of  the  French  nation  on  what  they  did, 
if  they  saw  us  thus  prostrate  and  feeble,  they 
would  soon  take  advantage  of  our  timidity  and 
folly.  On  the  contrary  he  would  show  foreign 
nations  that  we  were  determined  to  regulate  our 
own  affairs  in  our  own  way,  in  the  way  of  justice ; 
for,  if  we  went  on  in  the  present  humiliating  way, 
he  should  not  be  surprised  at  receiving  a  note 
from  the  French  Minister,  saying,  that  such  and 
such  a  law  must  be  repealed,  as  they  were  offen- 
sive to  the  French  Directory. 

Mr.  Dayton,  thinking  himself  alluded  to  by 
the  gentleman  who  had  preceded  him,  asked  if 
he  meant  to  insinuate  that  he  was  actuated  by 
other  motives  than  the  good  of  this  country?  when 
Mr.  Harper  interrupted  him  by  saying  expressly, 
he  had  never  intimated  any  such  thing ;  his  re- 
marks being  confined  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  would  tell  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  when  he  would  cease  to 
hear  this  clamor  about  offending  foreign  coun- 
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tries.  It  would  be  when  he  found  a  greater  dis- 
position in  all  the  departments  of  Government 
for  preserving  the  peace  of  this  country ;  when 
he  was  convinced  they  bad  as  great  a  desire  to 
preserve  this  blessing  as  he  had*  He  did  not  be- 
lieve this  was  the  case  at  present;  and  it  was 
from  this  distrust  that  he  suspected  every  mea- 
sure which  was  brought  before  them.  Was  he 
not  justified,  he  asked,  in  saying  that  a  measure 
of  this  kind  was  calculated  to  remove  peace  from 
us,  as  it  was  a  measure  which  would  operate 
wholly  (as  he  before  stated)  against  the  French? 
*Mr.  N.  said  he  disdained  to  answer  what  the  gen- 
tleman had  said  about  fear.  It  could  not  be  found 
in  him ;  and  he  thought  that  gentleman  was  pos- 
sessed of  no  small  degree  of  assurance  to  fancy 
that  he  (Mr.  N.)  was  less  attached  to  the  inte- 
rests of  this  countrv  than  he  himself  was.  He 
felt  as  sensibly  for  nis  country  as  any  man,  and 
therefore  he  could  not  help  expressing  his  appre- 
hensions of  war  from  every  step  which  gentlemen 
seemed  inclined  to  take. 

Mr.  Brooks  did  not  expect  the  argument  to 
have  taken  this  turn.  There  was  nothing  to 
prove  that  these  articles  were  not  as  necessary 
tor  our  safety  as  the  other.  It  had  been  said  they 
were  cast  in  plenty  in  one  part  of  the  Union,  but 
they  might  not  be  cast  at  all  in  other  parts.  He 
disclaimed  all  idea  of  considering  how  the  measure 
would  affect  any  other  nation ;  he  attended  only 
to  his  own.  and  he  believed  they  were  at  liberty  to 
prohibit  the  exportation  of  any  article  whatever. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  the  gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  forgotten  his  own  arguments.  He 
charged  others  with  having  reference  to  foreign 
nations,  in  speaking  to  this  question,  when  he 
and  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  were  the 
first  to  introduce  the  mention  of  them ;  it  was, 
therefore,  not  right  in  him  to  charge  others  with 
doing  what  he  himself  had  done. 

Mr.  Brooks  replied,  that  be  had  said  nothing 
about  foreign  nations.  It  was  true,  he  had  sup- 
posed the  picaroons,  which  had  intercepted  our 
West  India  vessels,  might  have  been*  served  with 
these  articles;  but  gentlemen  had  denied  that 
these  were  authorize?  by  France. 

Mr.  Lyon  would  have  no  objection  to  join  the 

? gentleman  last  up  in  withholding  these  articles 
rom  the  picaroons,  if  his  constituents  might  be 
suffered  to  transport  their  manufactures  down  the 
lake  to  Canada. 

Mr.  Havens  said,  it  appeared  as  if  those  gen- 
tlemen who  opposed  the  amendment,  believed  we 
could  monopolize  all  the  bombs  and  cannon  balls. 
He  believed  picaroons  could  get  these  things  inde- 
pendent of  us,  and  that  we  need  be  under  no  ap- 
prehension of  wanting  them  ourselves. 

Mr.  Harper  believed  there  was  policy  in  pre- 
venting the  exportation  of  implements  of  war 
which  might  be  turned  against  us.  He  did  not 
accuse  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  with  person- 
al fear ;  he  believed  he  was  incapable  of  it ;  but 
he  doubted  whether  his  zeal  for  serving  his  own 
country  would  be  so  great  as  he  professed,  when 
the  interest  of  another  country  happened  to  clash 
with  that  of  his  own. 


Mr.  Dayton  referred  to  a  former  prohibition 
law,  to  show  that  cannon  balls  were  not  included 
in  the  list.  He  believed  they  might  make  the  pro- 
posed prohibition  without  giving  just  cause  of 
offence  to  any  foreign  nation,  and,  therefore,  if 
they  were  offended  we  need  not  care ;  but  if  the 
only  object  was  to  preserve  a  larger  quantity  of 
these  articles  in  this  country,  (as  he  had  before 
observed,)  the  end  would  be  defeated,  as  it  would 
both  discourage  the  manufacturing  and  the  im- 
portation of  them ;  but  as  it  would  have  an  ap- 
pearance of  an  intention  of  defending  ourselves 
against  the  unjust  attempts  of  any  foreign  nation, 
if  the  amendment  was  agreed  to,  he  should  vote 
for  the  resolution ;  and  if  it  were  not,  he  had  not 
determined  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  Williams  wished  this  act  to  be  conforma- 
ble to  that  passed  in  1794,  which  had  been  attended 
with  good  effects.  He,  therefore,  moved  that  the 
amendment  should  be  divided. 

The  question  was  divided  accordingly,  and  the 
sense  of  the  committee  was  first  taken  upon  strik- 
ing out  the  word  "  bomb-shells,"  which  was  nega- 
tived, there  being  41  votes  for  it,  and  45  against 
it.  The  question  was  then  taken  upon  striking 
out  the  words  "  cannon  balls,"  and  carried,  there 
being  52  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  reported  the  bill 
as  amended.  It  was  taken  up  in  the  Hou$e,  the 
amendments  confirmed,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading  this  day.  which  it  af- 
terwards received ;  but,  from  an  objection  as  to 
the  wording  of  the  penal  clause,  the  passing  of  it 
was  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

PREVENTION  OF  PRIVATEERING. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  W.  Smith,  the  House  resolr- 
ed  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
bill  from  the  Senate  to  prevent  citizens  of  the 
United  States  privateering  against  nations  in  am- 
ity with,  or  against  citizens  of,  the  United  States. 
After  some  conversation  on  this  bill,  particularly 
as  to  its  operation,  whether  it  should  affect  only 
American  citizens  concerned  in  armed  vesseb 
fitted  out  by  private  persons,  or  whether  it  should 
affect  all  citizens  employed  only  in  foreign  ser- 
vice, or  such  as  were  employed  only  in  foreign  ser- 
vice in  cruising  against  the  vessels  of  the  United 
States — upon  which  subjects  there  appeared  a 
considerable  variety  of  opinion — the  bill  was  re- 
committed to  a  select  committee  of  five  members, 
in  order  to  be  put  into  a  somewhat  different  form. 

Wednesday,  June  7. 

Mr.  Otis  presented  a  petition  from  sundry  mer- 
chants of  Boston  and  Charlestown,  trading  to  Chi- 
na and  India,  praying  for  a  suspension,  for  a  lim- 
ited time,  of  certain  duties  imposed  last  session 
upon  tea  and  upon  white  cotton  goods,  intended 
to  take  place  from  the  first  of  July  next,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture to  exempt  from  the  duty  the  cargoes  of  all 
vessels  then  on  their  voyages,  alleging  that  their 
vessels  required  a  longer  time  }o  make  their  voy- 
ages than  vessels  from  other  ports  of  the  Union. 
Referred  to  a  select  committee  of  three  members. 
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Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that  the  House  go  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  pro- 
hibiting, for  a  limited  time,  the  exportation  of 
arms  and  ammunition ;  whicn  it  accordingly  did; 
and,  after  receiving  sundry  verbal  amendments, 
suggested  by  Mr.  Bayard,  the  committee  rose, 
and  the  House  agreed  to  them.  The  bill  was  or- 
dered to  be  re-engrossed. 

DEFENSIVE  MEASURES. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union ; 
when  the  third  resolution,  relating  to  the  purchase 


frO! 


s,  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Sewall  submitted  it  to  the  gentleman  who 
brought  forward  these  resolutions,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  postpone  a  determination 
upon  the  third  and  fourth  resolutions,  until  the 
fifth  was  disposed  of;  because,  if  it  were  agreed 
to.  it  might  have  an  effect  upon  the  votes  or  gen- 
tlemen upon  the  other  two,  as  they  might  be  of 
opinion  that,  if  the  merchant  vessels  were  arm- 
ed, there  would  be  no  necessity  for  a  convoy. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  third  and  fourth  resolu- 
tions for  the  present,  in  order  to  take  up  the  fifth. 

Mr.  Nicholas  supposed  this  could  not  be  done, 
except  the  gentleman  chose  to  withdraw  the  third; 
tad  fourth  resolutions. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  it  might  be  done  by  gener- 
al consent. 

Mr.  Giles  could  not  consent  to  depart  from  the 

m  of  discussion  laid  down  by  the  gentleman 

om  South  Carolina.  For  his  part  he  should 
vote  against  the  whole  of  the  resolutions,  and 
trusted  a  majority  of  the  committee  would  do  so ; 
and  he  did  not  wish  the  decision  to  be  delayed. 
He  wished  the  country  at  large  to  know  the  sense 
of  the  committee  upon  them  as  soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  Otis  could  not  see  how  it  was  material  to 
gentlemen  who  intended  to  vote  against  the  whole, 
in  what  order  the  resolutions  were  discussed  ;  to 
those  who  were  not  decided  it  might  be  material. 
He  was  of  opinion  with  his  colleague,  that  it  would 
be  best  to  take  them  up  in  the  way  he  proposed, 
tnd  he  thought  it  would  be  uncandid  to  object  to 
the  postponement.  The  Senate  had  already  pass- 
Hi  a  law  on  the  3d  and  4th,  and  those  might  as 
irell  be  considered  in  their  bill. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said;  he  should  adopt  a  mode 
rhich  would  not  require  the  consent  of  gentle- 
men. He  withdrew,  for  the  present,  the  3d  and 
kh  resolutions. 

The  5th,  which  was  in  the  following  words, 
anng  been  read, 

"Boohed,  That  provision  be  made,  by  law,  for  reg- 
tltting  the  arming  of  merchant  vessels  of  the  United 

Hatea," 

Mr.  Swanwick  inquired,  with  what  view  these 
essels  were  to  be  provided  ?  Against  whom  they 
rere  to  be  employed  ?  and  in  what  cases  they 
rere  to  defend  themselves?  The  information 
rhich  he  might  receive  on  these  inquiries,  he  said, 
ould  have  considerable  weight  in  influencing 
is  Tote. 


Mr.  Harper  said  the  detail  would  be  brought 
forward  in  the  bill ;  the  principle  was  now  only 
to  be  determined.  He  had  not  thought  of  all  the 
modifications  which  might  be  given  to  it,  though 
he  had  thought  of  many ;  but  it  would  be  best 
discussed  in  this  general  form.  The  gentlemen, 
if  he  thought  proper,  might  introduce  into  the 
resolution  any  principle  which  he  might  wish*to 
have  inserted  in  it. 

Mr.  Williams  said  it  was  well  known  that  a 
number  of  our  merchantmen  were  arming  in  dif- 
ferent ports  of  the  Union,  and  it  was,  therefore, 
necessary  to  regulate  this  business^  to  prevent 
mischiel  being  done.  Gentlemen  might  differ  in 
opinion  with  respect  to  the  marine  law  or  laws  of 
nations  on  this  subject 5  but  all  would  wish,  since 
vessels  were  arming,  that  they  should  be  put  un- 
der some  restraint.  When  he  voted  for  manning 
the  frigates,  he  did  it  with  a  view  to  have  them 
employed  in  the  defence  of  our  coasts,  and  not  as 
a  convoy.  Our  situation,  he  said,  was  truly  crit- 
ical, and  he  was  undetermined  how  far  it  would 
be  proper  to  arm  the  merchant  vessels  of  the  Uni- 
ted States ;  but  to  prevent  mischief,  he  wished 
the  resolution  might  be  agreed  to,  reserving  to 
himself  the  right  of  voting  ultimately  for  or 
against  it.  It  might  afterwards  undergo  such 
modifications  as  should  be  found  necessary. 

Mr.  Livingston  said  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania had  very  properly  inquired  what  was  the 
scope  of  the  present  resolution,  and  he  expected 
some  answer  would  have  been  given.  The  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  had  said  they  must 
vote  for  the  principle,  and  the  detail  would  come 
of  course.  So  that  without  knowing  its  object, 
whether  it  was  defensive  or  offensive,  they  were 
called  upon  to  agree  to  the  principle.  This  defi- 
ciency had  been  supplied  in  some  degree  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York.  He  says  the  mer- 
chants have  undertaken  to  arm  their  vessels.  He 
wished  to  know  whence  he  derived  his  informa- 
tion ?  The  only  information  before  them  was  in 
the  President's  Speech,  where  he  says  he  has  for- 
bidden such  armament,  except  in  the  East  India 
trade.  He  therefore  supposed  the  fajct  not  well 
founded.  What,  he  asked,  .was  intended  to  be 
done  with  these  armed  vessels  ?  He  said  they 
must  argue  hypothetically.  He  supposed  they 
were  intended  to  protect  our  trade.  He  did  not 
believe  they  were  meant  to  operate  offensively. 
But  he  would  ask  if  this  were  the  case,  if  it  would 
not  lead  directly  to  war?  since  individuals  would 
be  left  to  determine  the  law  of  nations,  and  of 
course  the  peace  of  the  country  would  be  placed 
at  their  disposal ;  and  all  precautions^  on  the  part 
of  Government,  would  be  in  vaiu2  since  individ- 
uals, who  might  have  an  opposite  interest  to  that 
of  the  Government^  might  be  continually  com- 
mitting acts  of  hostility. 

Who,  said  Mr.  L.,  are  our  merchants  ?  Were 
they  all  men  in  whom  implicit  confidence  could 
be  placed  ?  Were  they  all  Americans  ?  He  be- 
lieved the  generality  of  them  might  be  well  dis- 
posed towards  the  interests  of  this  country  ;  but  if 
there  were  one  man  of  a  contrary  spirit,  the  peace 
of  the  country  would  be  at  his  disposal ;  for  what 
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would  avail  all  the  instructions  which  were  given, 
if  one  foreigner  had  the  power  to  commit  acts  of 
hostility  on  a  Power  with  whom  we  are  at  peace  1 
and  if  Government  were  to  disavow  violations  of 
this  sort,  yet  a  repetition  of  them  would  certainly 
involve  tne  country  in  a  war.  And  when  it  was 
considered  what  a  number  of  English  and  French 
we  had  amongst  us?  who  would  wish  to  see  this 
country  take  part  in  the  present  war,  it  would 
not  be  extraordinary  if  they  should  seize  such  an 
opportunity  of  provoking  hostilities  with  one  or 
the  other  Power.  For  his  own  part,  he  looked 
upon  the  measure  in  so  serious  a  lignt,  that  he 
should  not  hesitate  to  say  he  should  prefer  a  dec- 
laration of  war  to  such  a  step,  because  it  would 
be  a  dereliction  of  principle  thus  to  commit  into 
the  hands,  of  they  Knew  not  whom,  that  most 
sacred  trust,  the  preservation  of  the  peace  of  the 
country  ;  whereas,  if  war  were  to  be  declared,  we 
should  put  ourselves  into  a  state  of  defence  ac- 
cordingly. A  measure  of  this  kind,  taken  under 
the  mask  of  peace,  would  be  plunging  a  dagger 
into  the  vitals  of  the  country,  from  which  it  would 
be  a  long  time  in  recovering.  Mr.  L.  concluded 
by  remarking  upon  the  extraordinary  manner  in 
which  this  business  was  conducted,  and  attributed 
the  withdrawing  of  the  third  and  fourth  resolu- 
tions to  a  persuasion  that  they  would  have  been 
negatived,  if  persisted  in. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  acknowledged  that  the  present 
was  a  very  delicate  subject ;  but  had  not  tne  Pre- 
sident forbidden  the  arming  of  merchant  vessels, 
he  should  have  been  of  opinion  that  the  merchant 
vessels  of  a  neutral  Power  had  always  a  right  to 
arm  for  their  own  defence.  But  he  believed  it 
was  necessary  that  something  should  be  done. 
Merchants  would  arm  their  vessels  from  the  right 
given  to  them  by  the  law  of  nations,  and,  if  not 
restrained,  might  go  on  to  do  acts  which  could 
not  be  justified.  Though  he  believed  merchants 
possessed  the  right  of  arming  their  vessels,  yet, 
rather  t(ian  do  any  thing  which  would  involve 
.the  country  in  war,  he  believed  they  would  desist 
from  the  practice,  and  bear  the  losses  which  they 
might,  for* the  want  of  arms,  suffer.  He  moved 
to  strike  out  the  word  "  regulating,"  and  to  insert 
in  the  place  of  it  "  restricting  in  certain  cases." 

Mr.  Swan  wick  believed  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  devise  any  plan  by  which  to  regulate  a 
power  of  this  kind,  since  private  interests  were 
set  to  work  to  evade  the  law.  There  had  always 
been  great  difficulty  to  prevent  privateers  from 
being  fitted  out  in  our  ports,  and  it  was  known 
that  many  of  the  vessels  employed  against  our 
trade  in  the  West  Indies,  notwithstanding  the 
precaution,  had  been  fitted  out  in  our  own  ports, 
and  whenever  permission  was  given  to  merchants 
to  arm  their  vessels,  that  permission  would  be  a 
cover  for  a  variety  of  abuses.  Besides,  the  arming 
of  vessels,  Mr.  S,  said,  would  be  attended  with  an 
expense  which  no  regular  trade  could  support. 
If  it  were  not  for  this,  nations  at  war  mi  sat  carry 
on  trade  as  well  as  neutral  nations,  lie  looked 
upon  the  advantages  which  the  United  States  had 
derived  from  their  trade,  to  be  owing  to  their 
having  carried  it  on  without  the  necessity  of  arm- 


ing ;  this  provision,  therefore,  could  have  no  other 
effect  than  to  involve  us  in  war.  What,  he  asked. 
had  been  the  conduct  of  other  neutral  nations  1 
He  did  not  believe  Denmark,  Sweden,  or  Venice, 
had  carried  guns  on  board  their  merchant  vessels, 
though  they  had  very  considerable  commerce. 
He  believed  the  only  proper  protection  for  the 
trade  of  a  nation  was  the  armed  force  of  the  Got- 
ernment,  which  would  always  be  under  due  regu- 
lations. For  these  reasons  he  should  be  opposed 
to  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  it  seemed  as  if  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  South'  Carolina  was  sus- 
ceptible of  any  shape,  since  the  amendment  now 
incorporated  into  it  seemed  to  have  a  different 
view  from  the  original.  At  present  he  would 
state  his  objections  to  the  principle  of  the  resolu- 
tion itself.  The  first  inquiry  was.  whether  the 
law  of  nations  permitted  the  merchant  vessels  of 
neutral  nations  to  arm  ?  If  they  had  not  a  right 
to  permit  it,  whether  they  are  not  bound  to  pro- 
hibit it?  He  bad  examined  the  law  of  nations 
on  this  subject,  and  found  no  such  authority,  dot 
did  the  practice  of  modern  times  justify  the  prac- 
tice. He  took  a  view  of  the  different  stages  of 
society,  to  show  that  whenever  regular  govern- 
ments were  established,  the  public  defence  wis 
always  placed  in  them/  and  it  was  their  duty  to 

firotect  individuals,  since  they  did  not  give  them 
eave  to  protect  themselves. 

Mr.  G.  said  he  knew  of  no  exception  but  in 
cases  of  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  and  he  did 
not  know  a  single  instance  within  the  last  century 
where  these  had  been  granted,  but  war  had  bees 
the  consequence,  so  repugnant  were  they  to  the 
present  state  of  society.  It  was  true,  nations 
might  be  in  such  a  state  as  to  find  it  necessary  to 
grant  such  a  power ;  as  when  a  nation  with  which 
it  has  to  do  is  unable  to  support  the  common  rela- 
tions of  intercourse.  Two  instances  of  this  kind 
presented  themselves,  viz :  The  East  India  trade 
and  the  Mediterranean  trade.  In  carrying  on 
our  trade  with  the  East  Indies,  our  vessels  were 
met  by  those  of  a  number  of  uncivilized  Powers. 
upon  whom  no  restraint  could  be  had,  so  that  no 
remedy  was  left  to  us,  but  immediate  resistance. 
Nearly  of  the  same  nature  was  the  situation  of 
the  Barbary  Powers  in  the  Mediterranean;  and, 
although  we  enter  into  a  treaty  with  them,  we 
have  not  a  perfect  reliance  upon  their  observing 
their  engagements,  our  merchant  vessels  are  there- 
fore permitted  to  trade  to  those  parts  armed.  He 
knew  it  might  be  said  that,  at  present,  the  West 
Indies  were  in  a  similar  situation.  He  believed. 
in  some  respects,  they  were ;  and  this  could  be 
the  only  plea  for  adopting  a  measure  like  the  pre 
sent.  If  it  were  to  be  understood  that  there  wu 
to  be  an  end  of  the  negotiation  with  France,  or 
that  the  privilege  of  arming  would  not  be  aban- 
doned, it  might  be  proper  to  authorize  the  arm- 
ing oi  merchant  vessels;  but  he  believed,  if  it 
were  considered  that  such  a  permission  would  be 
almost  certain  to  involve  us  in  war,  it  would  ap- 
pear to  be  much  more  wise  to  await  the  event  of 
the  negotiation  with*  France ;  not  that  he  was 
afraid  of  offending  France  by  a  measure  of  this 
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kind,  but  he  was  afraid  of  involving  our  country 
in  a  war. 

Mr.  G.  observed  that,  when  he  said  it  was  our 
duty  to  prohibit  the  fitting  out  of  armed  merchant 
ressels,  he  thought  he  owed  it  to  our  own  securi- 
ty to  do  so;  and  as  the  President  had  told  them 
that  he  had  prohibited  the  fitting  out  of  any  such 
vessels  until  the  will  of  Congress  was  Known 
upon  the  subject,  he  saw  no  danger  that  could 
arise  from  vessels  still  remaining  unarmed.  And 
if  there  were  any  merchant  vessels  arming,  he 
believed  it  would  be  the  best  for  the  Government 
to  remain  silent  on  the  subject ;  for  then,  if  mer- 
chants proceeded  to  acts  of  hostility,  Government 
might  disclaim  the  act,  and  they  alone  would  have 
to  answer  for  them. 

Mr.G.concIuded  by  saying,  that  this  being  a  new 
object,  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  what  could  be 
aaid  in  favor  of  it,  or  of  any  historical  fact  which 
could  throw  light  upon  it. 

Mr.  Coit  complained  of  the  proposition  when 
first  introduced,  and  now  amended,  being  very  in- 
definite. He  thought  the  provision  should  be 
made,  but  he  wished  the  object  to  be  defined.  He 
could  not  say  that  he  could  so  modify  the  resolu- 
tion that  he  could  himself  vote  for  it ;  he  had  not 
made  up  his  mind  upon  the  subject  as  to  what 
eases  restrictions  should  be  made ;  but,  in  order 
to  take  the  sense  of  the  committee,  he  would  move 
iq  amendment,  in  order  to  bring  the  subject  be- 
fore them.  It  was  to  strike  out  "  certain  cases," 
ind  to  insert  at  the  end  of  the  resolution  "  bound 
to  the  East  Indies  and  to  the  Mediterranean." 

Mr.  Harper  proposed  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment by  adding  the  word  4i  West,"  after  "  East," 
so  as  to  read  u  East  and  West  Indies." 

Mr. W.Smith  did  not  think  it  material  whe- 
ther West  Indies  was  inserted,  or  the  amendment 
'ejected  altogether.  It  was  his  wish  that  the 
committee  should  first  have  decided  upon  the  ab- 
stract principle.  Presuming  it  to  be  the  exist- 
flg  law  of  this  country  that  merchants  have  a 
%ht  to  arm  their  vessels,  he  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  their  wish  to  interfere  in  regulat- 
og  and  restricting  that  right.  He  believed  the 
Deification  of  the  subject  might  very  well  have 
fetn  done  in  the  bill.  He  would  have  risen  be- 
ore  to  have  given  his  reason  for  this,  had  he  not 
*to  prevented  from  doing  so  by  gentlemen  who 
»d  complained  that  he  had  not  done  it.  He  was 
d  favor  of  the  amendment  to  the  amendment; 
ut  if  it  was  not  carried,  he  should  be  against  the 
mend  men  t.  It  would  be  in  vain  to  take  into 
oo  side  ration  the  East  India  and  Mediterranean 
rade,  when  spoliations  were  principally  com  rait- 
ed in  the  West  Indies,  when,  indeed,  the  object 
f  the  present  meeting  of  Congress  was  princi- 
pally to  take  into  consideration  the  protection  of 
he  West  India  and  European  trade ;  he  presumed, 
berefore,  if  they  meant  to  do  anything  effectual, 
bey  should  take  into  consideration  the  West  In- 
ia  trade.  Gentlemen  were  very  ready,  he  said, 
)  object  to  every  plan  brought  forward,  but  they 
tern  selves  proposed  nothing.  All  they  did  was 
>  hold  out  alarms  of  war,  though  every  one  ex- 
teased  a  desire  for  peace. 

5th  Con. 


The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Swan- 
Wick)  had  objected  to  the  arming  of  merchant 
vessels  because  of  the  expense.  He  believed  the 
merchants  of  the  United  States  in  general  thought 
differently,  though  there  might  be  some  merchants 
in  this  city  who  would  be  averse  to  the  measure. 
As  to  the  expense,  he  believed  the  expense  of  fit- 
ting out  the  vessels  would  be  more  than  saved  in 
the  insurance.  But  there  was  a  further  consider- 
ation— by  this  means  the  vessels  and  seamen 
would  be  preserved  to  the  United  States ;  where- 
as, if  it  were  not  adopted,  we  not  only  lose  our 
vessels  and  men,  but  they  go  to  strengthen  the 
power  of  a  nation  which  may  use  them  against 
us.  And  unless  France  knows  that  this  Govern- 
ment will  afford  protection  to  its  vessels,  we 
might  expect  that  she  would  take  advantage  of 
our  remissness,  by  spinning  out  the  negotiation, 
and  plundering  our  property. 

Something  had  been  said  about  the  conduct  of 
other  neutral  nations.  He  believed  they  had 
armed  their  merchantmen,  though  he  did  not 
pledge  himself  to  prove  it;  but  if  this  were  not 
the  case,  they  had  fleets  to  convoy  their  trade. 
We,  on  the  contrary,  had  no  fleet,  nor  did  gentle- 
men seem  desirous  that  they  should  have  any, 
since  they  have  expressed  their  wishes  that  the 
frigates  now  building  were  burnt.  He  asked 
what  was  to  become  of  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  if  we  refused  to  protect  it  ?  If  we1  were 
to  resort  to  an  embargo,  what  would  be  the  con- 
sequences ?  You  would  not,  said  be,  suffer  your 
vessels  to  lay  up  forever.  After  a  time,  they 
would  be  sent  out  again,  and  they  would  be  taken 
again.  In  case  of  an  embargo,  what,  he  asked, 
would  become  of  our  seamen?  They  woula 
wander  about  the  country,  discontented,  and  per- 
ishing for  want.  What  would  become  of  our 
produce  ?    It  would  rot  upon  our  wharves. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gal- 
latin) nad  not  said  neutral  nations  had  not  a 
right  to  arm  their  merchant  vessels,  and  he  had 
no  doubt,  if  he  could  have  done  it  he  would. 
Was  it,  then,  right  for  us  to  sit  still  apd  see  the 
property  of  our  merchants  spoliated  ?  Was  it  not 
our  duty  to  protect  our  commerce,  our  merchants, 
our  revenue?  If  we  were  to  suffer  these  to  be 
laid  waste,  when  that  state  of  things  arrived,  which 
he  believed  was  not  far  distant,  in  what  a  situa- 
tion should  we  be !  Nay,  he  believed  that  the 
conduct  of  gentlemen  on  that  floor  would  havr, 
the  effect  to  increase  the  demands  of  France  upon 
us,  by  contrasting  her  means  and  our  weakness. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had.  justi- 
fied our  right  to  arm  merchant  vessels  to  <he  East 
Indies  and  the  Mediterranean,  but  had  introduced 
some  nice  distinctions  to  show  that  tUe  same  rea- 
son did  not  exist  for  arming  our  West  India  ves- 
sels; but  he  could  see  no  reason  for  it  in  one  case, 
which  did  not  also  exist  in  the  other. 

But  he  was  surprised  that  that  gentleman  should 
have  treated  so  cavalierly  ovtr  good  ally,  the  Dey 
of  Algiers,  who  had  behaved  so  very  politely  and 
generously  to  us.  He  thought  much  more  re- 
spect was  due  to  the  Dey  than  to  Victor  Hugues, 
though  that  gentleman  did  not  seem  to  speak  of 
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him  with  eaual  respect.  The  Dey  of  Algiers  had 
lent  forty  thousand  dollars  to  our  agent  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  treaty  with  Tunis.  Victor 
Hugues,  on  the  contrary,  took  all  that  he  could 
get  from  us. 

Unless  some  means  of  protecting  our  vessels 
was  determined  upon,  our  coasting  trade  would 
be  lost,  since  the  picaroons  had  been  off  the  Capes 
of  the  Delaware.  And  if  they  were  to  know  that 
Congress  had  adjourned  without  doing  anything 
for  our  protection  against  them,  our  coast  would 
swarm  with  them. 

But  gentlemen  were  afraid,  if  our  vessels  went 
to  the  West  Indies  armed,  war  would  be  the  con- 
sequence. He  did  not  think  so  He  believed 
France  considered  all  that  part  of  the  country  as 
outlawed,  and  that  it  had  little  connexion  with 
the  Government  of  that  country.  Indeed,  he  knew 
it  as  a  fact,  that  the  French  Minister  had  assured 
our  Government,  before  he  left  Philadelphia,  that 
the  spoliations  committed  in  the  West  Indies  were 
unauthorized ;  and,  therefore,  if  no  means  of  de- 
fence were  taken  against  them,  we  could  have  no 
ground  upon  which  to  expect  redress  from  France. 

But  gentlemen  said,  why  take  these  measures 
at  present,  since  they  may  be  looked  upon  as  hos- 
tile, while  our  negotiation  is  pending  ?  He  be- 
lieved, that  after  the  present  dispute  should  be 
adjusted  with  France,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
arm  our  vessels  trading  to  the  West  Indies,  as  he 
believed,  for  some  years  to  come,  these  bucaniers 
of  various  colors  would  continue  to  infest  those 
seas.  And  if  this  were  the  case,  why  ought  they 
not  to  go  into  arming  our  vessels  at  present,  when 
they  were  met  for  the  purpose  of  taking  effectual 
measures  for  the  defence  of  our  country  > 

Mr.  S.  Smith  conceived  that  Congress  were 
called  together  to  adopt  such  measures  as  were 
best  calculated  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  coun- 
try, by  means  of  negotiation,  and  to  Gx  upon  such 
means  of  defence  as  would  not  be  injurious  to  the 
country.  It  was  his  opinion  that  the  President 
was  not  authorized  by  law  to  prevent  the  vessels 
of  merchants  being  armed ;  but  the  merchants  of 
the  United  States  would  readily  submit  to  any 
loss  rather  than  go  to  war.  He  knew  that  this 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Philadelphia  merchants: 
he  had  seen  many  of  them.  Nor  had  he  met 
with  one  native  American  who  wished  to  go  into 
this  arming  plan ;  they  believe  it  would  infringe 
our  neutrality,  and  throw  us  into  a  war.  When 
he  came  here,  his  mind  was  scarcely  made  up  on 
the  subject.  He  did  not  like  to  give  up  his  right 
to  defend  his  property ;  but  he  had  found  this  to 
be  the  general  opinion,  and  therefore  he  brought 
forward  the  amendment,  which  had  been  well 
amended  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  since 
added  West  Indies,  and  this  brought  them  to  an 
issue;  for  it  was  war  or  no  war. 

If  the  latter  amendment  was  agreed  to,  he  should 
be  for  striking  out  the  whole,  leaving  it  general; 
because,  with  West  Indies  in  it,  it  would  be  par- 
ticularly pointed. 

^  They  had  been  told  of  the  loss  sustained  by  spo- 
liations, and  where  it  fell.    He  believed  it  tell 


upon  the  great  body  of  the  people  of  America, and 
that  the  fall  in  the  price  ofproduce  had  been  occa- 
sioned principally  by  the  British  Admiral  having 
forbidden  the  carrying  our  provisions  to  Hi  span  i- 
ola.  The  British  fleet  in  the  West  Indies,  he  said, 
was  supplied  with  provisions  from  Ireland,  whilst 
the  French  depended  upon  this  country  for  sup- 
plies ;  so  that  they  were  our  best  customers  there. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  W. 
Smith)  supposed  the  cry  of  war  would  have  no 
effect  in  the  country ;  but  let  us  refer  back  to  the 
British  Treaty,  said  he,  when  that  gentleman  was 
so  loud  in  his  cry.  But  that  was  a  war  with  Great 
Britain,  and  not  with  France.  At  that  time  there 
was  not  a  British  tear  which  was  not  called  forth 
by  the  appeals  which  were  made  on  this  ground. 
But,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  did  not  then  fear  war,  nor  did 
he  now,  if  they  took  prudent  measures.  The  gen- 
tleman said  his  plan  was  to  prevent  war,  and  yet 
he  proposed  to  go  to  fight  and  sink  the  vessels  of 
a  particular  nation.  This  was  a  way  for  preserr- 
ing  peace  peculiar  to  himself. 

If  mere  nan  t  vessels  were  armed,  they  would 
serve  the  purpose  of  privateers,  which  might  he 
used  against  our  own  vessels.  This  was  a  risk  he 
did  not  choose  to  run.  But  it  was  a  curious  fact, 
that  at  the  same  time  that  we  are  proposing  to 
permit  the  merchants  to  arm,  they  express  a  dis- 
inclination to  it;  because  they  love  their  country 
better  than  their  own  interest.  But  the  gentle- 
man had  said  the  expense  of  insurance  would  btj 
lessened  by  this  arming.  On  the  contrary,  he  (and 
he  was  an  underwriter)  should  consider  the  risk 
greater  from  their  having  guns.  Indeed,  he  found 
the  insurance  offices  were  all  against  the  measure 

But  the  gentleman  says,  let  the  French  knoi 
we  are  preparing.  He  trusted  we  should  prepare 
a  defence  which  could  not  offend  any  one.  Lej 
us  do  all  we  can  to  promote  peace — let  the  negoj 
tiations  go  on.  It  would  be  a  fine  story,  indeed 
when  a  reconciliation  was  about  to  take  plad 
betwixt  our  negotiators  and  the  French  Govern 
ment,  that  they  should  hear  we  were  sinking  he) 
privateers  at  the  West  Indies !  They  would  doubt 
less  send  them  about  their  business. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  seemed  tj 
think  it  was  right  for  our  vessels  to  go  into  rebe 
ports  in  the  West  Indies,  and  had  told  them  of  oi 
men  being  taken  by  Victor  Hugues,  considered! 
pirates,  and  hung.  [Mr.  W.  Smith  denied  ha' 
mg  said  our  citizens  were  hung.]  Mr.  S.  red 
Victor  Hugues's  proclamation,  (though  he  said  bj 
had  no  more  respect  for  him  than  that  gentleman 
as  he  had  lost  6,000  or  7,000  dollars  by  him,)  aoj 
showed  that  those  persons  were  only  considers 
as  traitors  who  sailed  out  of  rebel  ports,  and  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States.  Nor  were  thosj 
ports  considered  as  rebel  ports  which  were  tarn 
by  the  English.  (Cape  Nichola  Mole  was  one  a 
those,)  but  merely  those  which  were  in  a  state! 
rebellion,  to  which,  if  we  were  determined  tj 
trade,  it  would  certainly  lead  to  war. 

Mr.  S.  said  be  was  surprised  to  hear  the  gent 
man  from  South  Carolina  make  one  concessi 
viz:  that  the  French  Minister  had  assured 
Government  the  captures   made  in  the  Wi 
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Indies  were  unauthorized  $  because,  when  he  had 
asserted  the  same  thing,  oo  a  former  occasion, 
that  gentleman  denied  it.  Mr.  S.  insisted  that  the 
French  trade  carried  on  to  the  West  Indies  was  a 
productive  one,  and  that  payments  were  in  gen- 
eral made  as  punctual  as  in  any  other  parts,  and 
referred  to  Major  Mountflorence's  letter  for  an  act 
of  generosity  never  shown  by  the  British;  nay, 
be  thought  there  was  a  better  chance  of  getting 
money  owing  from  France  than  there  was  of 
getting  it  for  any  spoliations  committed  by  the 
British,  and  now  under  adjudication. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  by  saying  he  had  another  rea- 
son for  opposing  this  measure.  Two-thirds  of  his 
constituents  were  farmers,  and  one-third  citizens, 
and  they  enjoined  him  to  do  all  in  his  power  to 
keep  this  country  out  of  war.  He  thought  the 
rejection  of  this  resolution  as  tending  to  this  end, 
aod  therefore  he  opposed  it. 

Mr.  Harper  observed  that  it  did  not  seem  to 
him  necessary  for  members  to  preface  their  obser- 
vations in  that  House  with  accounts  of  them- 
selves,  or  declarations  about  their  motives ;  much 
less  could  it  be  necessary  to  talk  about  the  mo- 
tives of  other  people.  He  believed  that  gentle- 
men were,  for  the  most  part,  far  better  known  to 
others  than  to  themselves  ;  and,  as  for  their  mo- 
tives, they  would  best  be  judged  of  by  the  nature 
and  tendency  of  their  actions.  He  would,  there- 
fore, content  himself  with  stating  his  own  reasons, 
and  endeavoring  to  controvert  those  of  gentlemen 
who  opposed  him,  without  saying  anything  about 
his  motives  or  theirs. 

He  coull  have  wished  that  other  gentlemen 
had  acted  thus.  They  had,  however,  chosen  to 
pursue  a  very  different  course.  They  had  con- 
stantly and  loudly  attributed  to  him,  and  other 
gentlemen  who  thought  with  him,  the  very  worst 
of  motives — a  desire  to  bring  their  country  into 
war;  and  this  in  contradiction  to  their  express 
and  repeated  disavowal  of  such  intentions.  When 
he,  and  gentlemen  with  whom  he  had  agreed,  had 
Biade  the  most  solemn  asseverations  that  it  was 
their  whole  desire  to  preserve  the  peace  of  this 
country,  in  every  manner  consistent  with  its  true 
interests,  and  that  they  advised  certain  measures 
because  they,  in  the  best  of  their  judgment, 
thought  them  best  calculated  to  produce  this 
jflect,  they  had  been  repeatedly  told,  though  not 
dways  with  the  same  rudeness,  that  they  were 
tot  believed.  The  accusation  of  intending  to 
traw  the  country  into  war  had  been  extended  to 
ill  who  differed  in  sentiment  with  certain  gentle- 
Ben,  and  every  measure  which  they  did  not  like 
ras  imputed  to  this  intention.  The  charge  had 
Keo  extended  to  the  Executive ;  and  it  had  been 
aid,  both  on  that  floor  and  elsewhere,  that  proofs 
if  this  hostile  intention  were  to  be  found  even  in 
be  pacific  measures  which  he  had  resolved  to 
rarsue. 

On  this  head,  Mr.  H.  said,  he  did  not  know  how 
en  tie  men  were  to  be  cured  of  their  incredulity, 
low  did  he  know  whether  it  was  desirable  that 
bey  should  be  cured  ?  He  certainly  should  take 
o  further  pains  to  do  so.  Of  one  thing,  however, 
e  could  assure  gentlemen;  that  the  fear  of  their 


censure  on  his  motives,  or  the  desire  of  averting 
it,  should  never  induce  him,  in  any  degree,  to 
alter  his  conduct.  It  was  the  public  good  he 
sought ;  and  the  public  esteem,  in  addition  to  his 
own,  was  the  reward  he  desired.  As  to  the  good 
opinion  of  certain  gentlemen,  if  it  came  in  his 
way,  he  should  not  reject  it ;  but  he  could  not 
say  that  he  would  go  out  of  his  way  to  obtain  it. 
If,  therefore,  it  was  an  effect  on  him  they  meant 
to  produce,  they  might  spare  themselves  the  trou- 
ble in  future.  If  it  was  an  effect  on  the  public, 
still  their  labors  would  not  affect  him,  for  he  was 
very  willing  to  let  his  motives  be  laid  before  the 
public,  on  his  own  sincerity,  weighed  against  the 
accusations  of  those  gentlemen. 

He  had  been  led  into  these  remarks,  not  only 
by  the  course  constantly  pursued  by. gentlemen  in 
general,  but  by  the  assertion  of  the  gentleman  last 
up,  from  Maryland,  (Mr.  Smith) — that  this  mo- 
tion, for  excepting  the  West  India  trade  from  the 
prohibition  to  arm  for  defence,  was  a  motion  for 
peace  or  war  1  In  this  opinion  he  could  not  agree. 
He  was  persuaded,  ana  he  should  endeavor  to 
show,  that  the  right  of  arming  merchant  ships 
for  defence  in  the  West  India  trade  might  be  so 
regulated  and  restricted,  as  to  become  in  no  de- 
gree dangerous  to  the  peace  of  this  country. 

He  said,  merchant  ships  had  the  right  of  arm- 
ing for  defence ;  for  he  took  this  to  be  a  right  in- 
herent by  the  law  of  nations  in  every  neutral 
State.  He  had  not,  he  confessed,  made  researches 
into  the  law  of  nations  on  this  point,  but  the  gen- 
eral course  of  his  reading  had  led  to  this  conclu- 
sion. It  was  also  confirmed  by  history,  and  the 
practice  of  neutral  States,  whose  merchant  ships 
did  very  frequently  sail  armed  in  time  of  war.  It 
was  a  natural  right  to  carry  arms  for  defence,  as 
much  on  the  water  as  on  the  land.  The  offence 
lay  in  either  case,  not  in  the  arming,  but  in  the 
improper  use  of  tne  arms.  If  a  man  on  his  jour- 
ney should  carry  arms  for  his  defence  against 
robbers,  this  would  be  proper ;  but,  should  he  use 
them  to  rob  others,  he  becomes  punishable  as  a 
felon.  So  it  is  at  sea.  The  arms  may  be  carried, 
and  may  be  used  properly.  If  used  improperly, 
punishment  ensues.  This  he  had,  morever,  un- 
derstood to  be  the  result  of  the  best  legal  opinions 
in  this  country,  and,  indeed,  it  had  not  been 
denied. 

It  must,  however,  be  admitted  that  the  abuse  of 
this  right  was  far  more  easy,  and  far  more  dan- 
gerous, at  sea,  than  on  land.  It  was,  therefore, 
proper  to  lay  it  under  much  stronger  restrictions, 
and  some  nations  had  thought  fit  to  restrict  it 
altogether.  Whether  we  should  do  so  in  the  pre- 
sent circumstances  was  the  question.  This  ques- 
tion, he  would  repeat,  was  not  about  the  giving 
of  a  right,  but  about  the  restricting  or  taking  away 
entirely  of  one  which  already  existed. 

When  this  proposition  was  first  brought  for- 
ward by  his  colleague,  it  was  presented  in  the 
most  general  and  abstract  form.  It  was  "  to  reg- 
ulate the  arming  of  merchant  ships  for  defence." 
Afterwards,  by  the  consent  of  the  mover,  it  had 
been  expressed  differently:  u  To  restrict  the  arm- 
ing of  merchant  ships  lor  defence  to  particular 
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eases."  A  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr 
Co  it)  had  moved  to  amend  it  so  as  to  read:  "To 
restrict  the  arming  of  merchant  ships."  &c.,  "  to 
the  trade  to  the  East  Indies  and  the  Mediterra- 
nean.91 It  had  then  been  moved  to  insert  before 
the  word  "  Indies"  the  words  "  and  West,"  so  as 
to  make  the  proposition  stand,  "  to  restrict  the 
arming  of  merchant  ships,"  dtc.,  "to  the  trade 
of  the  East  and  West  Indies,  and  the  Mediterra- 
nean." That  was  the  motion  then  under  discus- 
sion. The  question  was,  whether  merchants' 
ships  engaged  in  the  West  India  trade  should  be 
prevented  entirely  from  arming  for  defence?  And 
this  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  declared 
to  be  a  question  of  peace  or  war. 

But  how,  he  would  ask,  was  it  a  question  of 
peace  or  war  ?  Was  it  not  practicable  to  leave 
the  merchants  possessed  of  this  right,  but  under 
such  regulations  and  restrictions  as  would  take 
away  the  danger  of  abuse,  or,  if  abuses  should 
happen,  would  save  the  nation  from  responsibility, 
would  take  away  cause  of  offence  from  other  na- 
tions? He  believed  it  was  practicable,  and  he 
should  now  endeavor  to  show  it.  The  question 
had  now  been  presented  to  us  in  its  abstract  form. 
In  this  form  it  was  proper  first  to  discuss  it.  The 
modifications  would  come  afterwards,  when  it 
should  assume  the  form  of  a  bill.  Gentlemen 
had  complained  of  this  mode,  and  called  for  the 
modifications  in  the  first  instance ;  but  they  had 
themselves  proved  that  this  mode  was  proper. 
They  had  not  only  proved  by  the  tenor  of  their 
opposition,  that  they  meant  to  vote  against  the 
measure  under  any  possible  modification,  but  had 
expressly  declared  it.  One  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, (Mr.  Giles,)  had  even  declared  that  he 
would  vote  against  every  proposition  on  the  table. 
Why,  then,  spend  time  in  modifying  a  measure, 
which,  however  modified,  gentlemen  were  re- 
solved to  oppose  ?  The  proper  way  was  to  see 
whether  it  could  be  carried  m  its  general  form, 
and  let  the  modification  come  afterwards.  Though, 
however,  he  thought  it  improper  to  propose  any 
modification  at  present,  he  would  tell  gentlemen 
and  endeavour  to  show  the  committee  how,  in  his 
opinion,  it  might  be  modified  so  as  to  strip  it  of  all 
its  dangers. 

There  were,  he  said,  three  kinds  of  trade,  as 
between  us  and  France.  There  was  one  kind 
prohibited  either  by  treaties  or  the  law  of  nations; 
one  kind  in  dispute,  and  one  kind  neither  prohibit- 
ed nor  in  dispute.  To  this  last  kind  the  right 
might  be,  and  in  his  opinion  ought  to  be  restricted. 
These  restrictions  should  be  expressed  in  the  law, 
and  in  precise  instructions,  and  heavy  penalties, 
under  good  security,  should  be  exacted  for  the  ob- 
servance of  these  instructions.  Thus,  as  the  in- 
structions would  be  confined  wholly  to  a  trade 
neither  prohibited  nor  in  dispute,  they  could  not 
be  complained  of,  and  if  they  were  infringed,  it 
would  not  be  the  act  of  the  nation.  The  nation 
would  have  only  to  disavow  the  act,  and  show 
the  instructions  whereby  it  was  forbidden;  it  then 
became  the  private  act  of  parties,  for  which  they 
were  punishable,  but  the  nation  not  bound  to 
answer.    This  must  be  admitted  by  all,  espe- 


cially by  those  gentlemen  who  contended  that  the 
French  Government  is  not  accountable  for  the 
hostile  acts  in  the  West  Indies,  though  avowedly 
founded  on  one  of  their  decrees,  and  done  by  their 
public  and  acknowledged  agents.  If,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  French  Government  be  Dot 
answerable  for  these  acts,  because  it  has  not  es- 
pecially authorized  them,  how.  he  would  ask, 
could  the  American  Government  be  accountable 
for  acts  done,  not  only  without  its  authority,  bat 
against  its  express  and  public  orders  ?  For  acts 
which,  instead  of  being  able  to  avow,  should  it 
think  fit,  as  the  French  Government  do  with  re- 
spect to  the  depredations  in  the  West  Indies,  it 
would  be  bound  to  punish. 

He  would  exemplify  this  general  position  as  to 
the  manner  of  modifying  this  measure,  by  some 
particular  cases,  not  in  order  to  point  out  all  the 
modifications  whereof  it  was  susceptible,  01  to 
declare  that  he  would  support  all  that  he  should 
mention,  but  to  show  how  it  might  be  modified 
so  as  to  remove  every  objection. 

In  the  first  place,  Britain  exercised  the  right  of 
taking  the  goods  of  her  enemies,  if  found  on 
board  of  our  ships.  This  France  alleged  was  a 
right  given  to  the  English  by  our  treaty  with 
them,  and  that  she  also  had  become  entitled  to  it. 
She  therefore  declared  that  she  would  take  the 
goods  of  her  enemies  whenever  she  could  find 
them  in  our  ships.  This  point  we  do  not  coo- 
cede  ;  but  neither  do  we  mean  to  resist  the  right 
by  force.  We  intend  to  negotiate,  and  perhaps  to 
yield  it,  if  found  expedieut.  It  would  therefore 
be  improper,  and  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  this  ne- 
gotiation, to  permit  our  vessels  to  arm  in  this 
trade ;  and  consequently  every  vessel  which  shall 
take  on  board  goods  the  property  of  the  enemies 
of  France,  must  be  prevented  from  arming. 
Every  vessel,  before  she  arms,  must  give  suffi- 
cient proof  that  she  has  no  such  goods  on  board, 
and  sufficient  security  not  to  take  them. 

So  also  as  to  contraband,  about  which  there  is 
a  point  in  dispute  between  us  and  France,  which 
we  mean  to  settle  by  negotiation.  The  French 
Treaty  limits  the  contraband  list.  In  the  British, 
it  is  more  extended,  and  the  French  declare  that 
they  will  extend  it  in  the  same  manner.  Here  is 
a  dispute,  which,  like  the  former,  we  mean  to 
settle,  if  possible,  by  negotiation.  We  must  not, 
therefore,  permit  our  citizens  te  contest  it  by 
arms,  and  accordingly,  no  vessel  should  be  per- 
mitted to  arm  without  proving  that  she  had  none 
of  these  articles  on  board,  and  giving  security  to 
take  none.  If  she  did  so,  it  would  be  contrary  to 
her  instructions,  and  at  her  own  risk.  The  bonds 
would  be  forfeited,  the  act  disapproved,  and  the 
nation  saved  from  all  responsibility. 

The  same  observations,  he  said,  would  apply 
to  the  case  of  a  place  blockaded  or  besieged.  By ! 
the  laws  of  nations,  provisibns  could  not  be  car- 
ried to  a  blockaded  or  besieged  place.  What 
would  constitute  a  siege  or  blockade,  was  a  que* 
tion  of  the  law  of  nations ;  but  the  existence  of 
the  siege  or  blockade  must,  in  the  first  instance, 
be  notified  to  neutrals  by  the  party  forming  & 
It  could  be  known  in  no  other  manner;  for  tfci 
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neutrals  most  be  unacquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances, and  the  besieged  party  would  not  testify 
against  themselves.  Indeed,  access  could  not  be 
bad  to  them,  and,  of  course,  their  opinion  could 
not  be  known.  The  besiegers  must  therefore 
make  the  declaration  in  the  first  instance,  and 
neutrals  must  believe  it.  Whether  false  or  true, 
becomes  afterwards  a  question  in  the  Courts  of 
Admiralty,  or  between  the  Governments;  but 
for  neutrals  to  dispute  it  in  the  first  instance,  at 
the  mouths  of  their  cannon,  would  be  an  act  of 
hostility;  therefore,  if  a  French  squadron  should. 
place  itself  before  an  English  port  in  the  West 
Indies,  and  declare  it  in  a  state  of  blockade,  our 
armed  ships  must  be  instructed  to  abstain  from 
any  attempt  to  enter.  Even  if  half  a  dozen 
French  privateers  were  to  station  themselves  off 
Portsmouth,  and  declare  it  in  a  state  of  blockade, 
oar  ships  must  not  dispute  the  point  or  attempt  to 
go  in  by  force.  If  they  do  not  think  it  blockaded, 
they  may  attempt  to  enter  peaceably,  if  they 
please,  and,  when  taken,  dispute  the  point  in  the 
Courts  of  Admiralty,  or  leave  it  to  the  two  Gov- 
ernments to  be  settled  by  negotiation ;  but  they 
must  be  prevented  from  clearing  out  for  such 
ports  with  arms,  and  forbidden,  under  strong 
penalties,  to  attempt  to  enter  by  force.  Should 
they  make  such  attempts,  it  is  at  their  own  risk, 
and  not  an  act  of  the  Government. 

So  also  as  to  places  declared  to  be  in  a  state  of 
rebellion.  There  are  several  ports  in  the  West 
Indies  which  the  French  authority  there  has 
declared  to  be  in  this  state.  The  truth  of  this 
declaration  will  be  a  matter  of  controversy  when 
any  of  our  vessels  shall  be  taken  in  the  attempt 
to  enter  those  ports  peaceably;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, they  must  not  be  allowed  to  attempt  to 
enter  by  force.  They  must  be  prohibited  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  the  place  were  declared  by  the 
commander  of  a  squadron  to  be  in  a  sjate  of 
blockade.  At  least,  Mr.  H.  said,  this  appeared  to 
him  to  be  proper,  according  to  his  present  view 
of  the  point.  He  might  hereafter  think  other- 
wise, for  his  mind  was  not  fully  made  up.  But 
the  adoption  of  the  proposition  demands  serious 
consideration ;  it  was  certainly  practicable,  and, 
if  done,  would  save  the  Government  from  any 
responsibilty,  and  that  was  sufficient  for  the 
pfeseot  purpose. 

These  modifications,  Mr.  H.  said,  and  as  many 
more  as  might  be  thought  necessary,  it  would  be 
practicable  to  introduce  into  a  bill.  The  provis- 
ions of  this  bill  would  be  digested  into  a  set  of 
instructions,  and  owners  of  vessels  applying  for 
permission  to  arm  defensively,  would  be  obliged 
to  conform  to  the  law,  and  to  give  large  bonds 
with  sufficient  security  for  conforming  to  the  in- 
structions. Resolves,  by  way  of  indictment,  might 
also  be  added  for  masters  of  vessels  who  should 
contravene  the  instructions.  If  they  should  still 
be  contravened,  the  Government  would  have 
nothing  to  do  but  disavow  the  act,  show  the  in- 
structions, and  say  to  the  other  nation,  "  punish 
these  persons  if  you  can  catch  them ;  they  have 
disobeyed  our  orders,  and  if  they  come  here  we 
will  punish  them.     In  the  meantime,  we  will 


forfeit  these  bonds."     And  thus  all  justifiable 
cause  of  offence  would  be  taken  away. 

He  said  "justifiable  cause  of  offence,"  because 
it  was,  and  always  would  be,  impossible  to  take 
away  pretexts  or  war  from  a  nation  that  has 
resolved  on  it.  Such  pretexts,  it  was  well  known 
from  the  history  of  all  nations  and  ages,  had 
never  been  wanting,  when  one  Power  was  re- 
solved to  attack  another.  All  that  could  be  done 
by  a  State  desirous  of  peace,  was  to  avoid  real 
cause  of  offence,  justifiable  cause  of  quarrel.  This 
must  be  our  conduct.  We  must  avoid  justifia- 
ble ground  of  complaint  and  offence;  this  would 
be  done  by  the  measures  recommended,  and  we 
could  do  no  more.  If  France  were  so  determined 
on  a  quarrel  as  to  attack  us  under  so  flimsy  a 
pretence,  she  would  find  others  were  we  to  de- 
prive her  of  this.  War  we  should  have,  if  war 
was  her  desire ;  and  the  only  possible  chance  of 
avoiding  it  would  be  by  letting  her  see  that  it  was 
not  her  interest.  Mr.  H.  was  not  afraid  to  pro- 
nounce the  word  war.  He  was  neither  afraid  of 
the  thing,  nor  alarmed  at  the  sound;  and  he 
could  conceive  easily  of  circumstances  in  which 
all  the  interests  of  this  country  would  call  for 
war.  Those  circumstances  he  did  not  believe 
now  to  exist.  He  believed  they  might  be  averted, 
and  that  to  adopt  this  measure,  would  strongly 
tend  to  produce  that  effect.  Much  had  been  said 
about  a  clamor  of  war  which  had  on  former  occa- 
sions been  raised.  If  such  a  clamor  had  been 
raised,  the  justice  would  be  done  him  to  acknow- 
ledge that  he  had  never  assisted  it.  He  had 
never  resorted  to  the  alarm  of  war.  It  was  an 
event  which  he  had  never  apprehended,  nor  did 
he  now  apprehend  it.    It  was  an  event  always 

Sossible,  and  for  which  every  country  ought  to 
e  prepared,  and  this  constant  state  of  preparation 
was  the  best  means  of  averting  it,  which  was 
not  to  be  done  by  temporising  measures.  A 
country  which  acts  justly  towards  others  and 
shows  a  desire  of  peace,  and,  at  the  same  time,  a 
resolution  to  defend  itself,  will  always  be  the 
most  safe  from  injury  and  aggression. 

When  Mr.  H.  sat  down,  there  was  a  loud  call 
for  the  committee  to  rise  (it  being  past  three) 
when  Mr.  Livingston  rose,  and  hoped  the  ques- 
tion would  be  taken.  The  question  was  put  for 
the  committee  to  rise,  and  carried — 42  to  40. 

CORPS  OF  ARTILLERISTS,  dec 

A  bill  was  received  from  the  Senate  for  raising 
and  organizing  an  additional  corps  of  artillerists 
and  engineers,  which  was  read  the  first  time; 
when  Mr.  Maoon  moved  that  it  be  rejected,  as 
he  saw  no  necessity  for  increasing  our  army. 
The  motion  was  opposed  by  Mr.  W.  Smith,  who 
said  the  men  would  be  wanted  for  supplying  the 
garrisons;  and  in  order  to  pet  rid  of  the  question, 
he  moved  the  House  to  adjourn.    Carried. 


Thursday,  June  8. 
EXPORTATION  OF  ARM8,  Ac 

The  bill  for  preventing  the  exportation  of  arms 
and  ammunition,  was  read  the  third  time  ;  when 
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Mr.  Lyon  said,  except  the  word  "cannons" 
were  struck  oat  of  it,  he  could  not  consent  to 
vote  for  the  passing  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
upon  the  passing  of  this  bill,  whicn  were  accord- 
ingly taken,  and  stood — yeas  74,  nays  8,  as  fol- 
low: 

Yxab — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  Jan.,  Abraham 
Baldwin,  David  Bard,  James  A.  Bayard,  Thos.  Blount, 
Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Christopher  G. 
Champltn,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  James 
Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craik,  John  Dawson, 
John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Thomas 
Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Free- 
man, Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  Wil- 
liam B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey 
Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Andrew  Gregg,  Roger 
Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper, 
Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  William 
Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James 
H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Samuel 
Lyman,  James  Machir,  Joseph  McDowell,  Daniel  Mor- 
gan, Anthony  New,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker, 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jun., 
James  Schureman,  Samuel  Bewail,  William  Shepard, 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Thomas  8innickson,  Jeremiah 
Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  8amuel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  8mith,  of  Pinckney 
District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  John 
Swanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark 
Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Joseph  B.  Varnum, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — Lucas  Elmendorph,  William  Findley,  Mat- 
thew Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair 
McClenachan,  John  Nicholas,  and  Abraham  Venable. 

PREVENTION  OF  PRIVATEERING. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  for  preventing  the  fitting  out 
of  privateers,  made  a  report,  which  recommended 
an  agreement  to  all  the  amendments  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  except  one  for  prohibiting 
citizens  from  taking  command,  or  entering  on 
board  of  any  vessel  with  an  intent  to  cruise 
against  vessels  of  the  United  States;  instead  of 
which,  they  recommended  another  to  be  enacted 
in  a  separate  law,  confining  this  bill  entirely  to 
private  vessels. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  this  report,  agreed  to  it,  and  afterwards 
took  it  up  and  agreed  to  it  in  the  House,  and  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
leading. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved,  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  prepare  and  report  a  bill  to  prohibit 
citizens  of  the  United  States  from  taking  the 
command  of,  or  entering  on  board,  any  ship  of 
war  of  any  foreign  Power.  A  committee  of  three 
was  accordingly  appointed. 

Mr.  Coit  believed,  that  some  inconveniences 
arose  from  vessels  which  had  been  taken  prizes 
from  citizens  of  the  United  States,  being  again 
sold  to  citizens  of  this  country,  and  from  their 
obtaining  fresh  registers  for  them,  as  the  doing  of 
it  appeared  to  be  an  additional  inducement  to 
captures.    He  therefore  proposed  a  resolution  to 


appoint  a  committee  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
prohibiting  jhe  practice  in  future,  which  was 
agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of  three  appointed. 

CORPS  OF  ARTILLERI8TS,  &c 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that  the  House  take  ap 
the  bill  which  was  under  consideration  yesterday 
when  an  adjournment  took  place,  viz:  the  bill 
for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  artillerists  and 
engineers ;  when 

Mr.  Macon  said,  he  should  'not  renew  his  mo- 
tion for  rejecting  the  bill,  as  it  might  consume 
more  time  than  letting  it  take  its  course ;  but  he 
did  not  think  he  showed  any  want  of  candor  in 
wishing  to  get  rid  of  it  in  that  way.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  talked  as  much  about 
candor,  and  showed  as  little  of  it  as  any  man  in 
that  House. 

The  bill  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  it  was  well  known  that 
the  Commissioners  for  settling  the  British  debts 
were  now  organized  and  ready  to  proceed  to  busi- 
ness. It  had  been  suggested  that  great  evils 
might  arise  for  waut  of  an  agent  to  check  the 
claims  of  the  British.  He  should,  therefore,  pro- 
pose that  such  an  agent  be  appointed.  He  laid  a 
resolution  upon  the  table,  directing  that  provision 
be  made  by  law  for  enabling  the  Executive  to 
appoint  an  agent  for  this  purpose. 

DEFENSIVE  MEASURES. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
and  the  5th  resolution,  viz :  that  respecting  the 
arming  of  merchant  vessels,  with  the  amendments 
which  had  been  yesterday  offered,  being  under 
consideration — 

Mr.  Otis  said,  it  ought  to  be  considered  that 
they  were  not  about  to  grant  a  privilege  to  our 
vessels  to  arm  in  their  own  defence,  but  to  modify 
that  right.  He  thought  all  discussions  on  the 
law  of  nations  were  secondary;  for,  if  our  own 
law  did  not  forbid  the  practice,  it  was  necessary 
something  should  be  done  to  regulate  it,  and  when 
the  bill  was  brought  in,  gentlemen  might  direct 
their  objections  to  such  parts  of  it  as  they  thought 
proper.  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  law  of 
nations  warranted  the  practice;  but  it  might  be 
our  policy  to  put  it  under  a  stricter  control  than 
other  nations  had  done,  because  all  other  com- 
mercial nations  had  fleets  to  protect  their  com- 
merce. He  spoke  of  the  difference  between  car- 
rying arms  on  board  a  vessel  and  of  using  them. 

Mr.  O.  referred  to  a  provision  in  the  lav  of 
nations,  which,  if  it  did  not  positively  acknow- 
ledge the  right  of  merchant  vessels  of  neutral 
nations  to  be  armed,  at  least  implied  it.  It  was. 
that  vessels  of  war  have  a  right  to  examine  mer- 
chant vessels,  and,  if  they  make  any  resistance, 
they  shall  be  considered  as  lawful  prize,  which 
supposed  them  to  be  in  a  capacity  to  fight.  It 
was  acknowledged  that  this  power  might  be 
abused ;  and  therefore  it  was,  that  they  proposed 
to  restrict  it  in  the  most  effectual  manner.  At 
present  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  owner 
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of  any  vessel  from  arming  it,  from  which  great 
disorder  might  ensue,  but  the  order  of  the  Execu- 
tive, which  might  oe  any  day  revoked.  But 
these  regulations  were  scrupulously  to  avoid 
eause  of  offence  to  any  nation,  and  the  improper 
conduct  of  the  captain  of  any  vessel  would  be 
disavowed.  The  only  question  was,  which  was 
the  best  way  of  doing  this.  All  were  agreed  that 
the  regulation  would  be  proper  to  the  East  Indies 
and  the  Mediterranean,  but  there  seemed  some 
doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  including  the  West 
Indies. 

Mr.  O.  contended,  that  if  the  danger  in  the 
West  India  seas  was  as  great  from  unauthorized 
cruisers  as  it  was  in  the  East  India  or  Mediter- 
ranean seas  (and  he  thought  this  had  clearly  ap- 
peared) the  same  regulation  ought  to  be  extended 
to  that  quarter.  But  it  was  said  it  might  be  the 
cause  of  war.  He  took  it  for  granted  such  re- 
strictions would  be  made  in  the  law  as  would 
pre  rent  any  real  pretext  for  war,  and  if  the  French 
were  determined  to  act  upon  specious  ones,  they 
would  not  want  them :  and  if  they  had  them  not, 
they  could  manufacture  them,  and  nothing  that 
we  could  do  would  prevent  them  from  making 
war  upon  us. 

Mr.  O.  denied  that  resentment  could  have  all 
the  effect  ascribed  to  it,  since  it  would  only  one- 
rate  to  any  effect  upon  a  few  individuals ;  nor  did 
he  think  the  captains  employed  in  the  West 
India  service  would  be  less  likely  to  consult  the 
interest  of  their  employers  and  of  their  country 
than  those  employed  in  the  East  India  and  Medi- 
terranean trade.  He  denied  also,  that  if  a  cap- 
tain was  so  imprudent  as  to  force  a  vessel  into  a 
rebel  port,  that  it  would  be  a  cause  of  war,  nor 
would  the  French  Republic  ever  make  it  a  pre- 
text of  offence.  Indeed,  if  it  were  a  fact  that  the 
unauthorized  cruisers  in  the  West  Indies  were  in 
rebellion  to  the  French  Government,  we  should, 
in  fact,  be  fighting  their  battles  by  fitting  our  ves- 
sels to  oppose  their  unjustifiable  attacks. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  had  objected 
to  this  proposition  because  it  appeared  naked. 
He  thought  this  no  objection,  because  the  gentle- 
man could  take  it  out  into  the  committee  room 
and  clothe  it  with  his  own  ideas.  The  gentle* 
man  from  Pennsylvania  had  said  the  expense 
would  be  an  objection ;  but  he  might  have  known 
that  no  one  would  be  forced  into  the  regulation. 
But  it  was  said  the  merchants  were  against  arm- 
ing their  vessels.  They  were  apt,  he  said,  to  sup- 
pose that  because  half  a  dozen  persons  with  whom 
they  conversed  were  of  their  opinion,  that  every 
body  thought  alike. 

But  suppose  this  was  the  opinion  of  some  mer- 
chants, did  not  they  expect  there  would  be  other 
measures  taken  for  the  protection  of  our  trade  ? 
In  order  to  put  the  matter  upon  a  right  footing, 
gentlemen  should  say  to  these  merchants,  4*  We 
will  do  nothing ;  we  are  willing  that  privateers 
should  not  only  come  off  your  Capes,  but  up  to 
your  city,  and  take  your  bank ;  (he  did  not  know 
whether  there  would  be  any  one  found  to  wel- 
come them ;)  we  want  to  go  home ;  the  weather 
gets  warm ;  our  own  affairs  have  need  of  our  at- 


tention." But,  added  Mr.  O.,  if  the  merchants  are 
averse  to  this  proposition,  why  do  they  not  meet 
and  declare  their  opinions  ?  If  they  were  to  do 
this,  it  would  have  some  weight  with  him. 

Another  gentleman  had  told  them  that  the  loss 
sustained  by  depredations  upon  our  commerce  did 
not  wholly  fall  upon  our  merchants,  but  upon  the 
public  at  large.  That  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania should  have  supported  a  theoretical  idea 
of  this  sort,  would  not  have  surprised  him  ;  but 
that  a  gentleman,  who  was  himself  a  merchant, 
should  nave  given  countenance  to  it  was  extraor- 
dinary. If  the  merchants  and  insurers  were  to 
lose  the  whole  of  their  capitals  by  these  spolia- 
tions, would  it  be  any  satisfaction  to  them  to  be 
told  that  the  farmers  would  also  be  affected  by 
their  losses  ?  Or,  if  the  matter  was  reversed,  and 
a  mildew  should  destroy  the  crops  of  a  number  of 
farmers,  the  misfortune  would  of  course  raise  the 
price  of  grain,  and  the  public  would  be  affected 
by  the  misfortune;  yet,  the  advance  in  price 
would  be  general,  and  the  suffering  would  be  con- 
fined to  those  who  crops  had  been  destroyed. 

Seeing,  then,  said  Mr.  O.,  that  our  commerce  is 
thus  exposed,  shall  we  delist  from  all  prudent 
measures  of  protecting  it  ?  If  we  do,  we  shall  be 
obliged  to  the  mortifying  alternative  of  putting 
our  vessels  udder  British  convoys,  or  suffer  them 
to  be  captured ;  and  he  believed  it  nothin&was  done 
for  the  protection  of  our  trade,  it  would  be  found 
at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  that  all  the  ves- 
sels which  had  arrived  safe,  would  have  been  thus 
convoyed. 

Mr.  O.  concluded  by  a  complaint  of  the  want 
of  candor  in  charging  gentlemen,  who  advocated 
this  motion,  with  being  advocates  of  war.  He 
thought  gentlemen  had  used  language  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  that  they  would  not  have 
used  out  of  doors.  He  feared  the  time  was  com- 
ing when  they  should  be  obliged  to  unite  in  the 
defence  of  their  common  country,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  to  avoid  all  unreasonable  provo- 
cation. But,  if  gentlemen  were  determined  to 
say,  because  he  advocated  the  arming  of  our 
merchant  vessels,  that  he  advocated  a  war  pro- 
position, and  that  it  would  produce  war  in  six 
months,  he  could  not  help  it.  The  public  must 
judge  between  them. 

Mr.  Varnum  said  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
taken  much  pains  to  show  that  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  had  a  right  to  arm  their  vessels,  and 
to  resist  the  attacks  of  foreign  nations.  If  this 
were  true,  he  was  astonished  the  doctrine  should 
have  lain  so  long  dormant.  But  he  believed  the 
right  had  not  been  considered  to  exist,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  ought  to  exist.  Though  the  President 
had  forbidden  the  arming  of  merchant  vessels,  yet 
gentlemen  asserted  they  had  a  right  to  do  it. 
[Mr.  Otis  interrupted  Mr.  Varnum  to  read  an 
extract  from  the  President's  Speech  on  the  sub- 
ject, where  he  says  he  did  not  doubt  the  policy 
and  propriety  of  merchants  arming  their  vessels.] 
Mr.  V.  said  the  President  might  not  doubt  the  po- 
licy and  propriety,  and  yet  not  be  satisfied  as  to 
the  legality  of  the  measure.  If  individuals  had 
this  right,  he  hoped  they  should  pass  a  law  before 
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they  rose,  to  prevent  its  exercise,  as  he  doubted 
not  if  this  plan  was  gone  into  that  this  country 
would  soon  be  involved  in  the  horrors  of  war. 

Mr.  V.  wished  to  know  what  cause  existed  at 
present  more  than  for  four  years  past,  for  going 
into  this  measure.  Gentlemen  had  brought  for- 
ward many  ideal  depredations  committed  by  the 
French  Republic,  of  which  no  evidence  had  been 
attempted  to  be-adduced.  They  had  proof  indeed 
of  three  or  four  vessels  being  taken  into  France  in 
the  report  of  Major  Mountflorence,  yet  gentlemen 
exclaimed  that  our  commerce  was  laid  at  the  feet 
of  France.  If  this  were  so.  why  did  not  the  evi- 
dences lie  before  them  ?  The  cries  of  women  and 
children,  which  had  been  the  other  day  introduced, 
was  no  proof.  He  believed  those  cries  had  been 
produced  by  an  overbearing  spirit  of  .speculation, 
In  this  country,  more  than  by  the  depredations  of 
any  nation  whatever.  He  saw  nothing  in  the 
French  Republic  like  a  wish  to  injure  the  property 
of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  V.then 
took  notice  of  the  decree  which  they  had  taken 
in  respect  to  the  British,  and  doubted  not,  when 
our  negotiators  should  settle  that  business,  that 
the  present  misunderstanding  would  be  done  away, 
and  they  would  be  convinced  of  our  good  wishes 
towards  them.  He  did  not  wonder  that  the 
French  should  have  been  offended  with  this  coun- 
try. He  thought  they  had  cause  for  offence  in 
the  British  Treaty;  nor  was  he  of  opinion  that 
our  conduct  towards  them  had  been  more  friendly 
than  to  other  nations,  which  he  thought  they 
had  some  reason  to  expect;  not  but  that  he  ap- 
plauded our  Executive  in  taking  such  a  part  as 
was  calculated  to  keep  us  out  of  the  war.  He 
believed  it  would  have  been  a  wise  thing  not  to 
have  entered  into  any  treaty  with  either  nation 
till  the  conclusion  of  the  war. — [The  Chairman 
reminded  Mr.  V.  of  the  question.]  He  concluded 
with  hoping  we  should  wait  the  event  of  negotia- 
tion, without  doing  anything  which  might  event- 
ually lead  to  war. 

Mr.  Nicholas  would  not  ajjrain  have  troubled 
the  committee,  had  not  the  importance  of  the 
question  appeared  to  him  to  require  it.  They 
were  told  that  merchants  had  a  right  to  arm  their 
vessels,  and  a  motion  was  made  to  sanction  the 
arming  of  them  to  the  West  Indies,  in  addition 
to  the  East  Indies  and  the  Mediterranean,  under 
certain  restrictions.  So  that  they  were  about  to 
admit  the  right  of  the  merchants  to  do  the  thin^. 
It  was  necessary  therefore  to  inquire,  whether  this 
was  the  practice  of  nations. 

It  was  said  that  there  was  no  law  to  prevent 
arming;  yet  the  President  had  forbidden  the 
arming  of  merchant  vessels,  except  in  certain 
cases,  and  he  should  not  be  willing  to  believe  that 
he  would  do  what  he  had  no  right  to  do.  And 
surely  no  gentleman  would  contend  that  the  Pre- 
sident had  the  power  to  do,  or  not  to  do,  accord- 
ing to  his  will.  It  was  his  business  to  execute  the 
law,  and  not  to  make  it.  He  believed  there  had 
been  no  hesitation,  since  the  passing  of  the  law 
in  1794,  in  believing  that  vessels  arming  in  the 
ports  of  the  United  States  were  doing  so  with  an 
intent  to  commit  hostility.    To  suppose  the  con- 


trary, would  be  to  bring  the  Executive  into  a 
situation  which  he  did  not  deserve. 

The  gentlemen  declared  it  was  their  intention 
to  suppress  a  natural  right.  He  would  not  wil- 
lingly dispute  their  intention,  but  he  believed  this 
was  not  the  whole  of  it,  because  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  had  spoken  of  forcing  oui 
vessels  into  the  rebel  ports  of  the  West  Indies, 
than  which  no  step  could  be  taken  which  would 
sooner  lead  to  a  war.  But  gentlemen  said  that 
the  law  of  nations  countenanced  this  doc  trine,  and 
said  it  remained  with  them  who  opposed  it  to 
prove  the  contrary.  The  fact  was,  the  law  of 
nations  was  silent  upon  this  point.  But  if  it  had 
been  a  beneficial  thing,  and  conducive  to  the  hap- 
piness of  a  country,  would  it  not  have  been  at 
some  time  acted  upon,  and  noticed  by  the  writers 
on  the  law  of  nations?  And  is  not  their  silence 
pretty  strong  evidence  that  the  right  was  nerer 
exercised?  The  reason  of  the  case  was  strong 
against  the  practice,  as,  if  unrestrained,  it  was 
acknowledged  it  would  lead  directly  to  war,  as  it 
would  have  a  tendency  to  violate  the  rights  of 
other  nations ;  and  if  this  would  be  the  natural 
consequence  of  the  measure  unrestrained,  he  be- 
lieved the  same  effects  would  be  produced,  not- 
withstanding any  restraints  which  might  be 
enacted  to  regulate  the  practice;  and  if  they  au- 
thorized a  practice  whicn  produced  evil,  it  would 
be  the  same  as  if  they  authorized  the  evil. 

But  gentlemen  say  this  measure  could  give  the 
French  no  real  offence,  and  if  they  would  act 
from  specious  ones,  they  would  never  be  in  want 
of  them.  Mr.  N.  said  he  did  not  want  to  remove 
specious  pretences  of  offence,  and,  if  this  country 
gave  no  solid  ones,  he  should  never  be  heard  to 
raise  his  voice  in  favor  of  France.  But  it  was  his 
opinion  this  proposition  was  pregnant  with  real 
offence. 

The  gentleman  last  up  seemed  to  think  that  if 
the  merchants  were  indisposed  to  the  measure, 
then  it  would  not  be  carried  into  effect,  aud  of 
course  could  do  no  harm ;  but,  though  the  gene- 
rality of  merchants  might  be  opposed  to  it,  yet 
there  might  be  enough  ready  to  enter  into  it  to 
involve  the  country  in  mischief.  For,  when  once 
^his  business  was  gone  into,  they  could  not  say- 
thus  far  it  shall  go  and  no  farther ;  nor  would  any 
bond  which  could  be  entered  into  be  an  effectual 
security  for  our  peace. 

He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  complaints  of 
the  gentleman  last  up,  with  respect  to  attribu- 
ting improper  motives  to  gentlemen,  since  he  be- 
lieved that  gentleman  had  himself  been  as  repre- 
hensible in  this  respect  as  any  other.  Indeed,  this 
very  day  he  had  spoken  of  the  French  coming 
up  to  our  wharves,  and  intimated  certain  persons 
would  be  ready  to  receive  them.  He  thought  the 
admonition  came  ill  from  one  who  had  been  twice 
obliged  to  recant  what  he  had  said  in  this  way. 

Mr.  N.  concluded  with  hoping  the  amendment 
would  be  rejected;  nor  did  he  wish  the  resolu- 
tion to  be  agreed  to  without  it,  since  he  believed 
if  it  passed  that  House,  it  would  not  pass  the 
Senate,  and  if  any  law  passed  on  the  subject  be 
wished  it  to  be  so  expressed  as  to  do  away  the 
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supposition  that  the  right  in  merchants  to  arm 
was  acknowledged. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  that  as  the  question  was 
to  insert  the  words  West  Indies  in  the  resolution, 
it  might  not  be  amiss  to  make  a  few  observations 
on  that  trade.  Much  had  been  said  about  the  re- 
strictions which  should  be  laid  on  vessels  going 
out,  that  they  should  carry  no  contraband  articles 
or  English  or  French  property,  and  that  therefore 
they  could  not  be  legally  stopped ;  but,  he  asked, 
under  what  regulation  vessels  were  to  be  put  on 
their  return?  What  documents  could  a  vessel 
bring  from  any  port  in  the  West  Indies?  Every 
person  who  was  acquainted  with  the  West  India 
trade  knew  that  it  was  a  continued  source  of  dis- 
trust, lest  the  French  or  English  should  export 
their  property  under  cover  of  American  property ; 
and,  in  either  case,  where  the  fact  appeared,  ves- 
sels were  looked  upon  as  good  prizes.  This  col- 
lusion, he  said,  had  been  carried  on  in  a  variety 
of  ways,  some  of  which  he  explained.  He  knew 
of  no  method  by  which  this  could  be  prevented. 
and  still  he  believed  more  vessels  were  taken 
coming  from  than  going  to  the  West  Indies.  Mr. 
S.  saw  no  advantages  from  arming,  because,  he 
believed,  we  should  not  only  lose  our  vessels,  but 
also  the  arms  on  board ;  and  these  vessels  would 
probably  be  made  use  of  as  privateers  agaiifat  our 
own  trade. 

But  why,  said  Mr.  S.,  is  so  much  said  about^he 
French  in  this  debate?  This  arming,  he  said, 
would  operate  principally  against  Great  Britain, 
as  a  greater  number  of  our  vessels  in  the  West 
Indies  were  taken  by  the  British  than  by  the 
French,  because  we  had  much  more  valuable 
trade  with  the  French,  Spanish,  and  Dutch 
Islands,  than  with  the  British.  France  would 
rather  be  pleased  than  offended  at  our  determina- 
tion to  protect  our  trade,  because  the  want  of  that 
protection  had  been  one  of  their  causes  of  com- 
plaint ;  and  they  would  know  that  in  a  fortnight 
after  we  sent  our  armed  vessels  to  sea  they  would 
be  fighting  with  the  British.  So  that  this  mea- 
sure would  be  like  a  two-edged  sword,  and  cut  a 
contrary  way  from  that  which  its  movers  and 
supporters  intended. 

It  was  asked  how  long  we  should  submit  to  the 
degradation  of  our  vessels  being  convoyed  by  the 
armed  ships  of  Great  Britain  ?  He  would  answer, 
that  these  convoys  were  confined  to  their  own 
ports,  and  did  not  extend  to  the  French,  Dutch, 
or  Spanish  ports.  If  the  French  had  a  sufficient 
force  in  that  quarter,  they  might  also  convoy  our 
vessels  from  thence. 

When  he  spoke  before  on  this  question,  he  said 
the  expense  of  this  measure  was  of  itself  a  suffi- 
cient objection  to  it ;  when  it  was  answered  that 
this  was  no  objection,  because  if  merchants  did 
not  find  their  account  in  it,  they  were  not  ob- 
liged to  go  into  the  measure.  But  it  was  not 
only  on  this  account  that  he  objected  to  the  plan, 
hut  because  it  would  give  rise  to  collusions  of  the 
most  dangerous  kinds,  and  all  regulations  which 
could  be  thought  of  would  be  insufficient  to  pre- 
vent them. 

It  had  been  said,  if  this  measure  was  not  gone 


into,  our  coasting  trade  would  be  ruined.  Was 
it  then  expected  that  French  privateers  would 
come  and  take  our  coasting  vessels  ?  If  so.  were 
our  coasters  to  be  armed  ?  Tnis  he  could  hardly 
suppose,  as  no  transportation  could  support  the 
expense  of  such  a  measure,  and  if  not,  what  be- 
came of  the  argument  on  this  ground  ? 

Mr.  S.  concluded  by  saying,  he  had  shown 
that  a  regulation  of  the  kind  proposed  could  not 
effect  its  object,  that  our  vessels  would  not  be 
able  to  cope  with  the  force  they  would  meet 
with,  and  that  it  would  lead  to  war.  He  be- 
lieved we  must  determine  upon  one  of  two  things, 
viz:  either  to  continue  our  trade,  as  at  present, 
by  means  of  insurance,  or  give  it  up  altogether. 
And  this  might  be  left  to  regulate  itself;  because, 
whilst  the  profits  arising  from  it  were  sufficient  to 
make  it  worth  the  attention  of  merchants,  it 
would  be  carried  on;  when  it  was  not,  it  would 
be  declined. 

Mr.  Potter  hoped  the  amendment  would  pre- 
vail, and  that  we  should  soon  have  the  question, 
as  he  thought  there  had  been  more  than  enough 
said  upon  it.  He  was  afraid  no  question  would 
hereafter  come  up,  but  gentlemen  would  think 
it  necessary  to  tell  them  all  they  knew  about  the 
law  of  nations,  &c.  Many  gentlemen  had  com- 
plained of  long  speeches  and  personalities,  and 
immediately  made  still  longer,  and  been  more 
personal.  He  could  not  say  whether  these  long 
speeches  were  made  to  display  members'  own 
vanity,  or  from  their  opinion  or  the  ignorance  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Harper  took  notice  of  what  had  fallen 
from  Mr.  Swam  wick  on  the  subject  of  French 
and  British  spoliations.  On  a  former  occasion 
he  had  said  that  the  depredations  of  the  British 
were  equal  to  those  of  the  French;  but  now  he 
told  them  they  were  much  greater.  Mr.  H.  said, 
he  then  called  upon  him  for  his  proof,  and  he 
referred  him  to  the  insurance  offices.  He  had 
accordingly  applied  to  them;  and  though  he  had 
not  yet  got  his  information  complete,  such  as  it 
was,  he  would  lay  it  before  the  committee. 

From  the  Insurance  Company  of  Pennsylvania, 
he  found  that  since  the  1st  of  January  the  French 
had  taken  four  ships,  five  brigs,  and  three  schoon- 
ers, insured  in  that  office,  and  the  British  only 
two  brigs  in  the  same  time.  From  the  North 
America  Insurance  his  account  was  less  complete, 
as  it  went  back  to  the  beginning  of  1796,  and 
ended  with  the  end  of  it,  when  the  spoliations  of 
the  French  were  not  so  great  as  they  have  been 
since.  The  total  amount  of  British  captures  dur- 
ing that  period  was  $99,274— of  French,  $271,000. 
But  he  believed,  if  the  acoount  was  brought  up 
to  the  present  date,  the  French  spoliations  would 
be  ten  times  the  amount  of  the  British.  But  of 
this  he  should  be  more  certain  to-morrow,  as  he 
was  promised  a  statement  of  them  at  that  time. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  if  he  understood  the  obser- 
vations of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  it 
referred  to  captures  of  fair  and  honorable  trade, 
and  not  to  those  made  of  vessels  of  the  United 
States  engaged  in  illicit  intercourse.  If,  when  the 
I  gentleman  obtains  his  information  from  the  insu- 
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ranee  offices,  he  will  get  them  to  state  to  what 
place  vessels  which  were  taken  were  bound,  and 
with  what  they  were  laden,  the  committee  could 
be  able  to  understand  what  they  were  about. 
Philadelphia,  he  said,  was  particularly  situated  in 
this  respect.  One  of  the  most  respectable  houses 
in  the  city  was  one  upon  whom  Mr.  Whiggles- 
worth,  the  British  agent,  drew  all  his  bills  for 
produce,  carried  for  the  use  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment. This  gave  them  an  advantage  over 
other  parts  of  the  Union,  and  hence  it  was  ttfat 
there  were  more  depredations  committed  by  the 
French  upon  vessels  from  Philadelphia  than  from 
any  other  port ;  but  much  of  this  trade  was  ille- 
gal, as  it  was  carried  on  to  ports  where  there 
were  only  a  few  British  troops,  and  which  were 
deemed  by  the  French  rebel  ports.  It  was  on 
this  account  that  he  had  twice  proposed  a  resolu- 
tion to  the  House,  but  had  not  able  to  pass  it,  to 
get  a  particular  account  of  vessels  taken,  in  going 
to  the  West  Indies,  since  the  1st  of  October,  1796. 
*Phis  account  from  the  insurance  offices,  he  said, 
was  not  a  fair  one.  Many  vessels,  he  said,  were 
captured,  taken  into  British  ports,  and,  after  bene 
put  to  £reat  loss  and  inconvenience,  released. 
These  did  not  come  within  the  view  of  the  insu- 
rance'office,  though  they  were,  probably,  obliged 
to  sell  their  cargoes  at  fifty  per  cent,  under  their 
value.  Therefore,  any  account  which  could  be 
got  from  insurance  offices  could  not  be  relied 
upon. 

Mr.  S.  said,  he  had  this  morning  received  let- 
ters from  different  captains  in  his  employ  to  and 
from  French  ports,  who  had  been  carried  into 
British  ports,  and  obliged  to  sell  their  cargoes  at 
a  price  by  which  he  would  lose  fifty  per  cent. 
He  learnt  that  the  privateers  state  their  orders  to 
be,  to  take  and  carry  into  British  ports  all  vessels 
bound  to  and  from  French  ports.  They  state 
that  nine  American  vessels  were  taken  in  this 
way,  and  carried  into  Cape  Nichola  Mole,  and 
afterwards  sent  to  Jamaica.  These,  he  said,  never 
came  before  an  insurance  office,  because  they 
were  excepted  against  in  the  policy  of  insurance. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  said, 
why  didnot  the  merchants  meet, and  express  their 
wishes  on  the  subject.  The  merchants  in  Phila- 
delphia, Mr.  S.  observed,  consisted  of  English, 
French,  and  American,  and  so  different  were 
their  feelings,  that  were  they  to  meet,  they  proba- 
bly would  not  agree  to  any  declaration  which 
could  be  formed. 

Mr.  S.  read  the  proclamation  of  Victor  Hugues, 
wherein  he  declares  certain  ports  of  the  West  In- 
dies in  a  state  of  rebellion,  and  forbids  trading  to 
them.  He  thought  this  provision  just,  and  if  per- 
sons continued  to  trade  to  these  ports,  after  this 
notice,  tbey  must  take  the  consequence. 

Mr.  Champlin  interrupted  Mr.  Smith  to  in- 
*  quire  whether  Martinique  was  included  in  the  re- 
bel ports,  because  it  had  been  taken  by  the  British 
after  a  vigorous  resistance.  Though,  he  said,  he 
was  no  merchant,  his  friends  were  engaged  in 
commerce,  and  from  them  he  had  some  knowl- 
edge on  that  subject.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania had  stated  our  commerce  was  stopped  to 


the  Havannah,  whereas  he  knew  that  thirty  or 
forty  vessels  which  trade  between  Rhode  Island 
and  the  Havannah  had  arrived  safe.  They  hat 
been  searched,  but,  after  examination,  ail  of  thai 
had  been  dismissed. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  Martinique  was  consider*! 
as  a  rebel  port  by  Victor  Hugues.  It  was  trw 
that  Port  Royal  was  bravely  defended  by  French 
troops,  but  the  island  itself  was  given  np  to  the 
British  without  resistance.  But  suppose  t 
island  was  taken  fairly,  they  were  cantio 
against  trading  there,  and  it  would  afterwa 
become  a  matter  for  discussion  between  the  t 
Governments ;  and  if  it  ought  not  to  be  conside 
as  a  rebel  port,  he  trusted  we  should  get  red  rest 
for  the  property  which  had  been  taken  in  going 
there.  The  property  of  vessels  bound  to  the  re> 
gular  ports  of  Great  Britain,  Victor  Hugues 
caused  to  be  sold,  and  the  amount  placed  in  tot 
treasury* 

Mr.  Champlin  again  interrupted  Mr.  S.  to  say, 
that  property  thus  taken  was  sold  for  one-tenth  of 
its  value,  and  the  small  sum  of  money  for  which 
it  was  sold  was  placed  in  their  treasury — so  that 
the  whole  value  was  detained  from  the  owner. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  acknowledged  that  this  was  true. 
The  goods  were  sold  at  vendue  (perhaps  unfairly) 
for  w%at  they  would  feteh.  Mr.  8.  here  mentioned 
the  case  of  a  ship  of  his  taken  by  Victor  Hugues. 
wfcich  had  been  misrepresented  to  his  disadvan- 
tage. It  was  the  ship  Jane,  chartered  by  him,  the 
supercargo  of  which  was  cruelly  treated,  and 

K  laced  in  prison,  from  the  idea  that  the  vessel 
elonged  to  a  Scotch  merchant  in  Baltimore,  of 
the  same  name  with  his  supercargo ;  but,  on  the 
mistake  being  cleared  up,  and  finding  on  the  trial 
that  the  vessel  belonged  to  a  real  American,  who 
was  in  the  habit  of  trading  to  French  ports,  aod 
that  she  was  bound  to  Martinique,  and  not  to  Gut- 
daloupe.  she  was  released.  This  account  of  the 
transaction  was  at  the  time  fairly  represented  in 
the  American  Daily  Advertiser,  but,  from  some 
cause  or  other,  had  got  represented  to  his  disad- 
vantage in  other  papers.  He  apologised  to  the 
committee  for.  having  troubled  them  with  this 
fact;  but,  as  it  had  been  alluded  to  by  several 
gentlemen  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  he  thought 
it  necessary  in  his  justification  to  state  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  said  the  committee  had  long  been 
amused  with  matters  no  way  connected  with  the 
subject  under  discussion.  lie  should  confine  him- 
self to  it.  That  an  individual  had  a  right  to  arm 
his  vessel  for  self-defence,  was  very  clear.  It  was 
the  practice  not  only  of  this,  but  of  every  other 
nation.  The  next  consideration  was,  whether  it 
was  expedient  at  this  time  to  go  into  the  measure. 
Gentlemen  had  talked  about  what  had  been  dose 
on  a  former  occasion^  when  another  nation  cap- 
tured our  vessels,  which  he  thought  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  present  question.  Heretofore  oar 
merchant  vessels  had  been  captured  by  vessels 
of  considerable  force ;  but  of  late  the  principal 
depredations  committed  upon  our  commerce  were 
the  acts  of  small  vessels  without  authority.  He 
thought  it  was  therefore  a  question  with  the  com- 
mittee, whether  they  could  not  so  modify  the  re- 
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solution  as  to  lessen  the  evil,  without  any  danger 
of  offence  to  other  nations.  He  thought  they 
might.  Attempts  had  been  made  to  terrify  them 
with  the  cry  of  war ;  and  that  they  must  not  pur- 
sue that  or  the  other  plan,  for  fear  of  offending 
the  French  Republic  or  the  British  nation.  He 
thought,  when  they  were  considering  the  best 
mode  of  defending  our  merchants  against  pirates 
and  bucaniers,  no  nation  had  a  right  to  take 
offence  at  them ;  and,  if  masters  of  vessels  trans* 
gressed  their  orders,  they  must  be  accountable. 

Mr.  Giles  reprobated  the  idea  of  masters  of 
vessels  being  accountable, and  of  placing  the  peace 
of  the  United  States  at  risk  upon  a  merchant's 
bond.  The  gentleman  might  be  very  bold  about 
war;  he  could  not  help  saying  he  dreaded  it. 
Why,  he  asked,  did  they  all  at  once  feel  this  ebul- 
lition ?  They  had  all  the  information  last  session 
which  they  had  at  present,  except  as  to  the  insult 
offered  to  our  Minister ;  yet  he  believed;  if  any 
man  had  come  forward  with  a  proposition  like 
the  present  at  that  time,  he  would. have  been 
deemed  a  madman.  And  now  commissioners 
are  appointed  to  settle  our  differences,  and  they 
were  about  to  lay  the  foundation  for  a  thousand 
fresh  disputes.  He  found  himself  much  alarmed 
at  this,  because  he  knew  this  country  had  all  to 
lose,  and  nothing  to  gain,  by  war ;  and  nothing 
increased  his  apprehension  more  than  the  lan- 
guage of  gentlemen  on  that  floor.  The  proposed 
scheme,  he  said,  was  a  visionary  one,  and  preg- 
nant with  mischief.  They  all  knew  there  were 
complicated  difficulties  with  respect  to  the  law  of 
nations,  and  it  would  be  the  height  of  folly  to 
arm  our  vessels  to  contest  the  point  with  any 
foreign  Power. 

Nor  did  Mr.  G.  think  our  present  situation  so 
calamitous  as  some  gentlemen  had  affected  to 
state  it.  He  believed  it  was  as  good  as  it  ever 
would  be  in  any  time  of  peace.  The  best  criteri- 
on was  the  price  of  produce.  Much  mischief,  it 
was  true,  had  been  occasioned  by  spoliations  upon 
merchants'  property  at  sea ;  but  he  believed 
much  greater  had  been  occasioned  by  wild  specu- 
lations on  land.  And  it  was  no  wonder,  that 
when  individuals  were  out  of  humor  from  their 
losses,  that  extravagant  measures  should  be 
thought  of;  but  that  they  should  be  seriously 
urged  in  a  legislative  body,  was  surprising.  He 
trusted  there  never  would  be  a  House  of  Re- 
presentatives so  lost  to  the  interests  of  its  coun- 
try, as  to  agree  to  a  measure  like  the  present. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  that  the  question  having 
been  so  frequently  called  for,  he  would  not  again 
tave  troubled  the  committee,  had  he  not  consid- 
ered the  present  amendment  to  be  of  as  great  im- 
portance as  any  question  that  was  likely  to  come 
before  them  during  the  present  session.  It  was 
nothing  less  than  to  declare  that  our  merchant 
vessels,  armed  in  the  West  India  trade,  should  be 
under  certain 'restrictions.  It  had  no  relation  to 
whether  the  right  existed  or  not;  but  whether 
they  should  give  the  power,  if  it  did  not  exist,  or 
strain  it,  if  it  did. 

He  meant  to  contend,  that  if  the  measure  was 
adopted,  it  could  not  be  productive  of  one  single 


advantage,  but  that  it  would  produce  great  evils, 
modify  it  as  they  pleased. 

If  the  power  of  self-defence  was  employed 
against  search  or  capture,  it  would  transgress  the 
law  of  nations.  To  prove  that  resistance  to  a 
search  was  ground  of  capture,  he  read  passages 
from  Vattel  and  Marten.  If  resistance  could  be 
used  at  all,  then  it  must  be  to  resist  illegal  search. 
This  would  depend  upon  Treaties  of  Commerce 
which  might  be  in  existence.  By  our  treaties 
with  France,  Holland,  and,  he  believed,  Spain, 
the  modes  in  which  searches  shall  be  made  nave 
been  pointed  out.  No  vessel  of  war  was  allowed 
to  come  nearer  to  our  vessels  than  gun-shot,  and 
were  not  to  oblige  our  vessels  to  send  out  their 
boats,  but  were  themselves  to  send  their  boat,  with 
a  certain  number  of  men,  on  board. 

If  one  of  their  vessels  should  attempt  to  search 
an  American  vessel  contrary  to  these  stipulations, 
it  might  be  called  an  illegal  search,  and  the  pro- 
vision t>f  self-defence  might  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  in  this  case  alone.  And  he  wished  to  know 
whether  any  advantage  was  to  be  derived  from 
being  authorized  to  resist  in  such  case  ?  It  might 
produce  an  engagement,  but  could  never  prevent 
a  vessel  being  taken  ;  because  one  of  two  things 
would  happen — the  privateer  would  either  com- 
ply with  the  regulations,  or  go  on  to  fight  and 
take  the  vessel.  He  said  it  was  not  possible  to 
prevent  the  vessel  from  being  taken.  The  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  had  pointed  out  a 
number  of  restrictions  under  which  it  would  be 
proper  to  place  vessels  thus  armed ;  but  suppose 
the  vessel  to  be  in  none  of  these  situations,  what 
was  then  to  be  done?  *Our  vessels,  he  said,  might 
be  loaded  with  papers  and  regulations ;.  the  tact 
was,  that  we  had  no  right  to  judge  of  the  fact. 
We  say  no  privateer  has  a  right  to  take  this  ves- 
sel, because  engaged  in  a  legal  trade ;  but,  if  a  pri- 
vateer, on  inspecting  the  vessel's  papers,  suspects 
the  contrary,  he  may  take  the  vessel,  and  the 
cause  must  be  tried  in  the  admiralty  court  of  the 
captor.  To  prove  this,  he  referred  to  sundry  doc- 
uments. 

This  being  the  case,  he  did  not  see  a  single  ad- 
vantage to  be  derived  from  arming,  for  a  priva- 
teer might  not  only  deny  the  cargo  to  be  a  legal 
one,  but  that  the  vessel  was  American,  as  had 
been  the  case  of  a  capture  of  a  vessel  going  out 
from  this  port  last  year — [Mr.  G.  alluded  to 
the  ship  Mount  Vernon] — and  as  no  suit  had 
been  instituted,  he  supposed  the  ground  was  a 
good  one.  Indeed,  he  was  informed  that  the  ves- 
sel and  cargo  was  consigned  by  power  of  attorney 
to  the  consignee  in  England,  to  be  delivered  up  on 
her  arrival,  and  that  a  person  on  board  was  in  pos- 
session of  the  consignment.  If  there  were  any 
other  advantages  to  be  derived  from  arming,  he 
wished  to  hear  it.  , 

It  was  not,  Mr.  G.  said  from  a  fear  of  offending 
this  or  that  Power,  that  he  was  against  this  regu- 
lation, but  because  it  was  calculated  to  draw  us 
into  hostility;  because,  if  our  vessels  either  re- 
sisted search  or  capture,  it  would  certainly  lead 
to  war ;  it  would  not  only  lead  to  war,  but  it  was 
war! 
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In  addition  to  what  had  been  said,  it  might  be 
observed,  that  when  the  British  exclusively  com- 
mitted depredations  upon  our  commerce,  nothing 
was  said  about  arming  our  merchant  vessels ;  and 
if  tbey  had  done  it,  he  believed  it  would  have 
been  considered  as  an  infraction  of  the  law  of 
1794.  He,  therefore,  submitted  it  to  the  commit- 
tee, whether  a  provision  like  the  present  would 
not  be  considered  as  an  act  of  partiality.  From 
this  opinion,  and  that  the  measure  would  be  im- 
mediate hostility,  he  should  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Harper  charged  the  gentleman  last  up 
with  building  his  superstructure  upon  a  sandy 
foundation.  He  insisted  that  the  power  of  carry- 
ing vessels  into  port  on  suspicion,  was  done  away 
by  treaty,  and  that  if  a  vessel  had  a  regular  sea- 
letter  and  passports  on  board,  there  could  be  no 
plea  for  carrying  her  in.  Mr.  H.  complained  that 
many  American  vessels  were  taken  by  small  pri- 
vateers without  any  authority  whatever.  The 
Mount  Vernon,  he  said,  was  taken  by  one  of  these, 
and  there  could  be  no  ground  of  offence  to  any 
Government  to  resist  the  attacks  of  such  marau- 
ders. The  spoliations  of  1794,  and  the  present, 
were  wholly  different ;  and,  therefore,  there  could 
be  no  ground  for  a  charge  of  partiality.  At  that 
time  our  vessels  were  taken  by  large  authorized 
privateers;  now  they  were  principally  attacked 
and  taken  by  small  unauthorized  vessels. 

Mr.  Gallatin  maintained  his  ground,  and  de- 
nied that  a  show  of  regular  papers  was  sufficient 
to  secure  a  vessel. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  if  the  construction  given 
to  our  treaties  by  the  gentleman  last  up  was  a 
good  one,  it  would  go  to  nullify  several  articles 
in  our  treaties  whose  only  tendency  was  to  pre- 
vent vessels  being  carried  into  foreign  ports  as 
prizes,  and  therefore,  as  they  were  certainly  meant 
to  have  some  meaning,  his  construction  could  not 
be  a  good  one. 

The  question  was  not  whether  we  should  au- 
thorize our  vessels  to  arm  to  protect  themselves ; 
but  whether,  in  the  first  place,  our  citizens  have  a 
natural  right  to  arm  and  defend  themselves,  and 
if  they  have  the  right,  whether  the  Legislature 
ought  to  restrict  it,  and  in  what  cases.  Though 
some  gentlemen  had  denied  this  right  to  exist,  no 
proof  had  been  adduced  in  support  of  that  opin- 
ion. The  question  then  was,  whether  the  right 
should  be  restricted  in  voyages  to  the  West  In- 
dies as  well  as  to  the  East  Indies  and  Mediter- 
ranean. 

There  could  be  no  doubt,  Mr.  S.  said,  that  if  a 
search  was  attempted  in  any  way  contrary  to  the 
mode  directed  by  treaty,  such  search  was  illegal, 
and  warranted  resistance.  That  merchant  ves- 
sels had  a  right  to  arm  in  their  defence,  in  addi- 
tion to  their  authorities,  he  had  the  opinion  of  the 
#  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  which  he 
trusted  would  have  due  weight  with  the  commit- 
tee.   [He  read  it ;  it  was  dated  June  1.] 

It  was  said  this  power  was  not  exercised  in 
1794;  but  he  said  they  were  now  only  about  to 
restrict  a  right  which  was  then  unrestrained. 
Indeed,  the  privateers  which  then  took  our  ves- 
sels would  have  been  more  than  an  overmatch  for 


any  armed  merchant  vessel,  whilst  a  merchant 
vessel  would  be  equal  to  cope  with  any  vessel  I 
which  now  annoyed  our  trade  in  the  West  Indies.  | 

If  merchant  vessels  armed  at  all,  he  thought 
there  was  as  much  necessity  for  ij  to  the  West  in* 
dies  as  to  any  other  part.  He  contended  that  the 
construction  put  upon  Victor  Hugues's  proclama- 
tion was  a  good  one.  He  said  he  had  examined 
into  the  practice  of  the  neutral  nations,  and  he 
found  that  Sweden  was  in  the  habit  of  arming 
her  merchantmen.  I 

He  called  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  the; 
consequences  of  rejecting  the  present  amend* 
ment.  He  believed,  if  the  restrictions  were  con- 
fined to  the  East  Indies  and  Mediterranean,  that 
the  bill  would  not  pass  the  Senate,  if  it  passed  that 
House.  The  right  of  arming  would  then  be  sanc- 
tioned, and  they  would  have  determined  not  to 
restrain  it.  The  consequence  would  be,  that  mer- 
chants would  arm  their  vessels  incompetently,  go 
and  trade  with  what  were  called  rebel  ports,  which 
would  cause  bloodshed ;  their  vessels  would  be 
taken  and  they  would  be  hanged ;  whereas,  if  the 
restriction  pawed,  the  arming  might  be  confined 
to  large  vessels,  which  would  be  able  to  defend 
themselves.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  principle 
would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Macon  was  surprised  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  introduce  the  opinion 
of  the  Attorney  General  in  the  way  he  had  done. 
That  gentleman  was  to  give  his  opinion  when 
called  upon  by  the  House ;  but  it  was  extremely 
irregular  to  introduce  it  in  the  way  he  had  pro- 
duced it,  as  given  to  an  individual.  He  was  op- 
posed to  the  resolution,  and  said,  if  large  bonds 
were  to  be  taken,  none  but  men  of  property  could 
find  the  security,  and  it  would  of  course  destroy 
all  the  small  vessels  trading  to  the  West  Indies. 

The  call  for  the  question  was  loud,  and  also  for 
the  committee  to  rise.  The  question  for  the  com- 
mittee to  rise  was  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  Williams  said  he  was  as  desirous  of  tak- 
ing the  question  as  any  one,  but  he  wished  to  give 
his  reasons  for  voting  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
He  was  far  from  thinking  that  the  adoption  of 
this  resolution  would  amount  to  a  declaration  of 
war ;  if  so,  he  should  be  the  first  to  oppose  it. 
The  measure  was  recommended  to  them  in  the 
Speech  of  the  President,  and  he  wished  to  go 
into  a  consideration  of  it.  He  wished  the  princt* 
pie  to  be  agreed  to,  and  referred  to  a  special  com- 
mittee, that  they  might  have  a  plan  reported  be- 
fore them.  But,  in  doing  this,  he  should  not  con- 
sider himself  as  pledged  to  support  the  bill,  except 
he  approved  of  it.  * 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  inserting  the 
"West  Indies."  and  negatived,  there  being  35 
votes  in  favor  of  it,  and  against  it  46.  A  motion 
was  then  made  by  Mr.  Harper  for  the  committee 
to  rise,  which  was  negatived,  there  being  only  33 
votes  in  favor  of  it.  The  question  was  then  taken 
on  the  first  amendment,  to  insert  "  East  Indies 
and  the  Mediterranean,"  and  carried,  41  to  40. 

The  question  was  about  to  be  taken  on  the  re- 
solution as  amended,  when  Mr.  Dayton  said  he 
had  an  amendment  to  introduce,  bat  that  as  it 
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was  then  past  four  o'clock,  he  should  move  that 
the  committee  rise.  He  would  just  say  that  his 
intendment  was  intended  to  change  the  principle 
of  the  resolution  altogether ;  it  was  to  strike  oat 
*  restricting,"  and  insert  "  authorizing  under  cer- 
tain regulations.'9  He  could  by  no  means  agree 
to  give  bis  countenance  to  a  resolution  that  should 
convey  an  idea  that  the  merchants  had  a  right  to 
arm  their  Teasels  without  the  previous  consent  of 
the  Legislature. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and*  the  House  ad- 
journed. 


Friday,  June  9. 

Stephen  Bullock,  from  Massachusetts,  ap- 
peared, produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified, 
and  took  his  seat. 

The  bill  for  preventing  privateering  was  read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 

RETURN  OF  ARM8,  &c 

Mr.  Blouht  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : 

"Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  a  re- 
turn of  all  the  arms,  ammunition,  accoutrements,  and 
other  military  stores,  owned  by  the  United  States,  spe- 
drjing  their  condition,  and  the  place  or  places  of  their 
deposite." 

The  resolution  was  taken  up  the  next  day  and 

adopted. 

DEFENSIVE   MEASURES. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union ;  when, 
the  fifth  resolution  being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  rose  to  make  the 
motion  which  he  yesterday  proposed  to  make.  It 
was  to  strike  out  "  restricting."  and  to  insert 
**  authorizing  under  certain  regulations." 

Mr.  D.  asked  the  committee  if  they  bad  at- 
tended to  the  consequences  which  would  follow 
the  passing  of  a  resolution  like  this,  for  restricting 
armed  merchant  vessels  bound  to  the  East  Indies 
and  Mediterranean  ?  What  would  be  the  conse- 
quence, if  this  elementary  proposition  did  not 
fa»  into  a  law  ?  And  if  it  was  now  carried,  the 
bill  if  the  detail  was  not  approved,  might  die  in 
that  House  or  the  Senate.  In  that  case,  this  pro- 
position would  be  different  from  all  other  original 
abstract  propositions,  because  it  would  go  to  esta- 
blish the  principle  that  merchants  had  a  right  to 
arm  their  vessels,  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  if  not 
restricted.  And  it  even  had  been  hinted  by  the 
pntleman  from  South  G.irolina,  for  what  purpose 
be  could  not  tell,  that  in  the  entering  upon  this 
discussion,  the  right  to  arm  was  in  some  degree 
admitted.  This  had  excited  some  degree  of  alarm 
in  his  mind.  He  was  willing  that  a  committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  that  a  bill  should  be  re- 
ported on  the  subject  to  authorize  merchant  ves- 
sels to  arm  under  certain  regulations.  When  that 
bill  was  before  them,  such  restrictions  might  be 
introduced  as  should  render  it  agreeable  to  the 

House ;  but  he  never  could  agree  that  a  resolution 

should  pass  which  should  go  to  deny  the  right  of 


the  Executive  to  interfere  in  preventing  vessels 
to  arm  under  any  circumstances.  Members  who 
were  in  favor  of  arming  merchant  vessels  to  all 
parts  of  the  world,  could  not  be  against  this  pro- 
position, because  it  could  be  so  modified,  if  a  ma- 
jority should  think  it  desirable;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  safe  to  establish  the  principle,  that  mer- 
chant vessels  hare  a  right  to  arm,  without  an  act 
of  the  Legislature  to  sanction  the  practice.  If  this 
amendment  was  carried,  a  bill  might  be  brought 
in  accordingly  ;  if  not,  he  should  give  his  decided 
negative  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Dana  thought  this  measure  tended  to 
arraign  the  conduct  of  Government.  The  Presi- 
dent had  not  supposed  it  to  be  his  duty  to  prevent 
armed  merchant  vessels  from  sailing  to  the  Bast 
Indies  and  Mediterranean.  The  instructions 
given  to  the  custom-houses  seemed  to  "be  founded 
on  the  ground  of  a  right  to  arm ;  but,  if  they 
went  on  the  idea  that  the  merchants  had  no  right 
to  arm  without  permission;  it  seemed  as  if  they 
ought  to  have  been  prevented  from  arming.        * 

Mr.  Dayton  showed  the  reverse  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  to 
be  true.  He  thought  the  restriction  which  the 
President  had  lately  put  upon  arming  vessels,  was 
lawful  and  commendable. 

Mr.  Venable  supported  the  amendment. 

It  was  put  and  carried,  there  being  fifty-one 
votes  in  favor  of  it. 

An  amendment  to  add  the  words,  "and  for  re- 
stricting," was  moved  and  carried. 

Mr.  Potter  was  against  this  resolution,  be- 
cause he  thought  to  pass  a  resolution  allowing 
our  merchants  to  do  what  they  already  did.  that 
is,  to  go  armed  to  the  Bast  Indies  and  the  Medi- 
terranean, would  be  doing  nothing. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  ne  should  vote  for  the 
amendment,  because  it  would  not  take  away  the 
right  of  merchants  to  arm,  if  it  already  existed ; 
it  would,  on  the  contrary,  sanction  it,  in  the  same 
way  as  the  inserting  of  a  known  law  of  nations  in 
a  treaty,  sanctioned  that  law.  It  might  also  serve 
as  the  foundation  of  other  useful  regulations. 

Mr.  Oti8  believed  this  resolution  would  be  a 
narrowing  of  the  present  ground ;  because  he  did 
not  know  that  the  word  East  Indies  would  in* 
elude  Africa.  He  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  resolution  a  blank.  He  moved  to  strike 
out  the  words  which  defined  the  places  to  which 
the  regulations  should  extend. 

The  Chairman  declared  this  motion  not  to  be 

in  order. 

Mr.  Dayton  said,  a  division  of  the  question 
might  be  called  for  in  the  House. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  resolution 
as  amended,  and  negatived ;  there  being  37  for  it, 
and  45  against  it. 

REQUISITION  OP  MILITIA,  dec 

Mr.  Blount  proposed  the  following  resolutions 
to  the  committee: 

"  Resolved,  that  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law, 
for  putting  86,000  militia  of  the  United  States,  in  equal 
proportions  from  the  several  States,  in  a  state  of  requi- 
sition. 
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"  Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law 
for  procuring,  by  purchase  or  otherwise,  ■  thou* 

sand  stand  of  arms,  with  accoutrements  complete,  to 
be  deposited  in  the  several  States,  in  proportion  to  the 
whole  number  of  effective  men  in  each." 

DEFENSIVE  MEASURES. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  had  waived  a  considera- 
tion of  the  third  and  fourth  resolutions,  in  order 
to  pass  to  the  fifth,  because  he  thought  it  was  pro- 
bable the  committee  would  have  determined  upon 
arming  our  merchant  vessels;  and  if  so,  it  might 
have  influenced  the  votes  of  members  on  those ; 
but,  as  the  committee  had  just  decided  against 
arming  merchant  vessels,  he  should  propose  an- 
other resolution  to  the  committee.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  three  frigates  which  had  been 
agreed  to  be  manned,  would  not  be  ready  for  sea 
for  several  months;  in  the  mean  time  there  might 
be  occasion  for  some  armed  vessels ;  he  should, 
therefore,  submit  to  them  the  following  reso- 
lution : 

"  Reaohedy  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee, 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  ought  to  be 
authorised  by  law  to  provide  a  further  naval  force, 
whenever,  in  his  opinion,  the  circumstances  of  the 
country  shall  require  the  same ;  and  that  — —  dol- 
lars be  appropriated  for  that  purpose." 

The  Chairman  said  the  resolutions  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina  were  first  in  order. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro- 
lina, as  a  part  of  a  plan  of  defence,  but  he  thought 
it  also  necessary  to  attend  to  the  protection  of  our 
commerce. 

Mr.  Blount  said,  it  was  perfectly  indifferent  to 
him  whether  the  gentlemen  from  South  Carolina 
considered  his  plan  as  a  part  or  the  whole  of  a 
system.  That  gentleman  had  accused  those  who 
voted  against  his  proposition,  with  being  unwill- 
ing to  place  the  country  in  a  posture  of  defence. 
Now,  he  had  voted  against,  and  should  continue 
to  vote  against,  his  proposition — but  he  was  will- 
ing, notwithstanding  (as  he  believed  all  those  who 
voted  with  him  were)  to  put  the  country  in  a 
state  of  defence.  It  was  his  opinion  that  internal 
defence  only  was  necessary.  He  thought  the 
system  which  he  had  proposed  would  be  sufficient. 
When  they  had  adopted  this  resolution,  it  might 
be  considered  whether  any  thing  more  was  neces- 
sary. He  had  no  idea  of  creating  a  naval  force  for 
defence;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed  it  would  be 
the  means  of  plunging  us  into  fresh  difficulties. 
For  this  reason,  if  the  resolution  he  had  proposed 
were  passed  into  a  law,  he  should  go  home  satis- 
fied, with  a  belief  that  he  had  done  all  that  was  ne- 
cessary. And  he  was  convinced  that  his  con- 
stituents would  believe  that  he  never  wanted  a 
disposition  to  defend  his  country  when  in  danger. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  did  not  think  these  propositions 
could  be  of  any  use  at  present ;  they  would  be 
very  proper  in  case  an  invasion  was  apprehended. 
He  thoughfthe  principal  object,  at  this  time,  was 
to  defend  our  commerce,  and  thereby  secure  the 
revenue  arising  from  it,  either  by  an  effectual  na- 
val armament,  or  by  an  embargo ;  and  he  thought 


he  was  correct  in  saying,  in  reference  to  this  del 
fence,  that  gentlemen  opposed  every  thing,  ad 
proposed  nothing.  Gentlemen,  he  said,  were  verj 
ready  to  propose  things  which  would  cost  the  pub 
lie  nothing:  the  militia  measure  proposed  wouhi 
cost  no  more  than  the  passing  of  the  law ;  but,  ii 
ever  any  expense  was  to  be  incurred,  then  all  wii 
opposition. 

The  commerce  of  the  country  could  not  be  df 
fended,  without  calling  upon  the  people  for  re! 
nue;  and  he  thought  those  gentlemen  who  stepp 
forward  to  advocate  such  measures  as  involve 
expense,  and  which  were  consequently  in  somi 
degree  unpopular,  deserved  the  gratitude  of  theii 
constituents.  He  had  never  hesitated  to  do  this 
when  he  thought  it  necessary.  He  should  Dot 
however,  object  to  the  passing  of  this  proposition | 
he  only  rose  to  say,  he  did  not  think  it  immediately 
necessary. 

Mr.  Thatcher  objected  to  the  phrase  reqaisij 
tion.  However  fond  that  gentleman  might  be  oj 
the  French  phrases,  he  did  not  wish  to  imiuu 
them  in  their  expressions  in  our  legislative  acts 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  holding  such  a  numbei 
of  men  in  readiness.  He  hoped  the  sen ti men! 
would  be  expressed  in  American  language. 

Mr.  Blount  supposed  he  should  be  told,  be 
cause  he  used  the  word  requisition  in  his  reso 
lutiocs,  that  he  was  one  of  the  factious.  He  be- 
lieved if  the  gentleman  looked  over  the  old  Con- 
gressional proceedings,  he  would  find  that  the 
demands  made  upon  the  States  were  called  w 
quisitions.  *  He  had,  however,  no  objection  to  any 
other  word  which  had  the  same  meaning.  Ue 
thought  the  objection  a  trifling  one,  and  such  as 
the  gentleman  ought  to  be  ashamed  of  making. 

Mr.  Thatches  replied,  that  he  did  not  often 
say  any  thing  of  which  he  was  ashamed ;  that  he 
had  said  nothing  about  French  factions ;  but,  ii 
was  an  old  saying,  "That  a  guilty  conscience 
needs  no  accuser." 

Mr.  Blount  (with  a  good  deal  of  warmth)  said; 
he  should  take  from  no  man,  with  impunity,  such 
language  as  that.  [There  was  a  loud  call  to 
order.] 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  perhaps,  if  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  could  be  persuaded  that  requisition 
was  plain  English,  he  might  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  for  the  reading  of  a  simi- 
lar resolution  passed  in  1794 ;  which  being  read, 
and  a  wish  expressed  that  the  present  might  be 
made  conformable  to  it,  Mr.  Blount  gave  his 
consent;  and,  after  a  few  observations  from  Mr. 
Williams  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  though  he 
denied  that  it  could  be  carried  into  effect  without 
expense,  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  respecting  the  arms  was  passed 
over  for  the  present,  until  information  should  be 
received  as  to  what  quantity  of  arms  Government 
have.  Mr.  B.  wished  to  make  up  the  quaotitr 
eighty  thousand,  and  to  have  them  distributed  ia 
the  way  proposed ;  but  upon  several  gentlemen 
expressing,  opinions  that  there  would  not  be  a 
want  of  arms,  he  consented  to  postpone  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  the  attention  of  the  cod- 
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nittee  to  the  resolution  he  bad  proposed  respect- 
ing an  additional  naval  armament. 

Mr.  Varndm  could  hardly  suppose  the  gentle- 
man serious  in  proposing  this  resolution,  as  the 
power  of  judging  and  determining  of  whatever 
related  to  the  army  or  navy  was  assigned  by  the 
Constitution  to  the  Legislature,  and  this  being 
the  case,  they  alone  had  the  right  to  exercise  it, 
and  could  not  delegate  it  to  another.  If  a  further 
oaral  armament  were  to  be  provided,  he  trusted 
they  should  provide  it.  as  he  should  not  be  willing 
to  delegate  tne  power  (if  it  could  be  done)  to  any 
man,  however  great  and  good  he  might  be. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  if  the  gentleman  last  up 
had  not  appeared  very  serious,  he  should  not  have 
supposed  he  had  really  been  so.    What  was  his 
argument  ?     It   was.  that  because  Congress  was 
empowered  to  provide  a  navy,  yet  they  could  not 
authorize  the  Executive  to  do  it  during  the  recess 
of  Congress.    As  well  might  he  say,  that  because 
that  House  had  only  the  right  to  borrow  money, 
they  could  not  authorize  the  President  to  do  the 
business  for  them.    The  authority,  he  took  it, 
emanated  from  that  House^  but  they  could  em- 
power the  President  to  act  in  their  behalf.    For, 
if  the  gentleman's  construction  was  true,  in  what- 
erer  danger  this  country  might  be  involved,  the 
President  could  not  call  out  the  militia.    Mr.  S. 
mentioned  several  other  instances  in  which  this 
power  was  exercised  by  the  President,  and  par- 
ticularly the  power  of  laying  an  embargo  in  the 
year  1794,  during  the  recess  of  Congress;  and 
this  power,  he  said,  must  be  given  again,  except 
some  means  for  defending  our  commerce  was  de- 
termined upon  ;  for  he  believed;  when  it  should 
be  known  that  there  was  no  disposition  in  that 
House  to  defend  our  commerce,  the  picaroons 
would  swarm  upon   our  coasts.    He  wished  to 
leare  it  to  the  Executive  to  procure  a  small  num- 
ber of  merchant  vessels,  and  convert  them  into 
vessels  of  war,  to  be  placed  either  at  the  entrance 
of  our  rivers,  or  to  cruise  on  our  coast.    If  this 
were  not  done,  our  coasting  trade  would  be  cut 
op.    What  was  then  to  be  done,  provided  this 
should  be  the  case,  after  the  House  shall  have 
broken  up?    Was  the  President  again   to  call 
them  together  to  determine  what  was  to  be  done  ? 
He  trusted  thev  did  not  wish  this,  and  yet  gen- 
tlemen came  forward  and  desired  to  defeat  the 
business  at  the  threshold   by  a  Constitutional 
scruple.    Mr.  S.  concluded  with  reading  an  ex- 
tract from  a  newspaper,  giving  an  account  of  an 
armed  American  vessel  having  taught  the  pica- 
roons civility,  and  from  thence  enforcing  the 
necessity  of  arming. 

Mr.  Yarnum  defended  the  construction  he  had 
put  upon  the  resolution,  as  the  President  was  left 
to  determine  the  propriety  of  the  naval  force. 
Mr.  Nicholas  defended  the  construction  of  the 

f;entleman  from  Massachusetts,  though  he  acknow- 
edged.in  cases  of  necessity,  the  House  had  thought 
Jt  prudent  to  delegate  their  powers  to  the  Execu- 
tive for  special  purposes.  It  became  a  question 
whether  the  necessity  existed  at  present.  If  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  thought  there  was 
wager  to  be  apprehended  on  our  coast,  he  should 


have  no  objection,  provided  it  was  confined  to  that 
particular  object,  to  agree  to  the  proposition. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  declared  he  had  no  other  object 
in  view,  nor  did  the  Speech  of  the  President  allude 
to  anything  more. 

Mr.  Nicholas  then  moved  to  add  the  words, 
"  if  circumstances  hereafter  arise  which  shall  make 
it  necessary  for  the  defence  of  our  seacoast." 

Mr.  Williams  moved  to  add,  "  during  the  recess 
of  Congress." 

These  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McDowell  said  these  modifications  did  not 
make  the  thing  more  acceptable  to  him.  The  Pre* 
sident  had  told  them  this  armament  was  neces- 
sary ;  but  they  had  the  facts  before  them,  and  he 
wished  that  they  might  themselves  determine  the 

Propriety  of  the  measure.  The  gentleman  from 
outh  Carolina  talked  to  them  about  great  danger 
from  picaroons  j  but  he  knew  that  gentleman  had 
a  great  desire  to  increase  our  naval  force.  He 
doubted  not  the  Executive  had  the  same  desire, 
because  it  would  increase  his  power ;  but  he  did 
not  wish  that  House  to  give  the  power  out  of  its 
own  hands. 

Mr.  Williams  thought  this  resolution  was  cal- 
culated to  meet  the  ideas  of  the  gentleman,  as  its 
object  was  to  save  expense ;  for  the  power  was 
only  given  to  the  Executive  to  be  exercised  in 
case  of  necessity.  If  this  power  were  not  to  be 
thus  placed,  they  would  doubtless  think  it  neces- 
sary to  provide  some  additional  vessels  for  the  pro- 
tection of  our  trade.  In  June,  1794,  a  similar  mea- 
sure to  this  was  agreed  to.  If  they  could  do  the 
business  themselves,  he  should  wish  it,  because  it 
was  laying  an  unpleasant  business  upon  the  Exe- 
cutive. 

Mr.  Swanwick  thought  the  force  should  be  de- 
signated. The  Senate  had  proceeded  with  a  bill 
of  this  kind,  in  which  the  number  of  vessels  was 
stated.  He  thought  it  would  be  best  to  see  their 
bill  before  they  proceeded.  Mr.  S.  did  not  think 
the  provision  would  be  effectual,  and  he  thought 
there  was  some  weight  in  the  objections  to  the 
transferring  the  power  of  that  House  into  the  hands 
oi  the  Executive. 

Mr.  Harper  observed  it  was  not  said  that  the 
present  circumstances  of  the  country  required  this 
armament,  but  that  such  a  state  might  arise  dur- 
ing the  recess  of  Congress.  If  this  state  now 
existed,  doubtless  the  House  would  ffo  into  the 
measure  itself;  but  as  it  did  not,  (and  there  was 
at  least  a  possibility  it  might,)  he  thought  the 
measure  a  prudent  one. 

Mr.  McDowell  supported  his  opinion,  and 
declared  he  did  not  think  the  coasting  trade  of 
sufficient  importance  to  warrant  so  expensive  a 
measure  as  that  proposed. 

Mr.  Gallatin  allowed  that  the  modification  of 
the  resolution  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  had  rendered  the  proposition  much  less 
exceptionable  than  it  was  before;  but  he  was 
against  it  in  any  shape  in  which  it  could  be  brought 
before  them.  In  the  first  place,  the  Modification 
of  the  vessels  being  confined  to  the  seacoast,  was 
not  a  very  clear  idea.  If  it  only  meant  to  protect 
our  neutrality  within  gunshot,  or  within  nine  miles 
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of  the  coast,  he  did  not  think  the  object  would 
authorize  the  expense.  The  only  purpose  for 
which  he  could  conceive  these  vessels  were  wanted, 
was  to  protect  our  commerce  on  the  seacoast.  If 
this  were  the  case,  they  would  be  employed  in 
fact,  if  not  by  name,  as  a  convoy.  He  thought 
this  was  confirmed  by  the  Speech  of  the  Presi- 
dent ;  and  he  believed  the  object  was  to  protect 
our  vessels  from  the  attacks  of  other  Powers.  As 
to  the  protecting  our  commerce  in  this  way,  he 
would  remind  the  committee  of  the  point  at  issue. 
It  was  whether,  (according  to  the  opinion  of  many 
members  in  that  House,  supported  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  and  probably  of  the  Executive,)  if 
foreign  cruisers  attempted  to  carry  in  one  of  our 
vessels  with  a  regular  sea  letter  on  board,  it  was 
to  be  resisted.  And  it  became  a  question  whether 
that  House  meant  to  provide  a  naval  armament 
for  this  purpose.  He  hoped  not,  since  he  feared 
the  consequences. 

But  it  was  said,  they  were  not  about  to  provide 
the  means,  but  only  to  authorize  the  President  to 
carry  the  measure  into  effect,  if  necessity  required ; 
but.  he  said,  there  was  every  reason  to  fear,  that 
if  tney  agreed  to  this,  the  least  change  of  circum- 
stances would  carry  the  measure  into  effect. 

As  to  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  this 
armament,  he  differed  in  opinion  from  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina.  He  spoke  of  the  West 
India  picaroons  infesting  our  coast.  He  did  not 
believe  this  was  probable.  He  believed  they  would 
find  it  their  interest  to  remain  in  the  West  India 
seas.  Some  of  the  larger  vessels,  indeed,  might 
come  upon  our  coast ;  but  these,  it  might  be  sup- 
posed, would  not  make  captures,  except  there 
were  some  ground  for  it.  If  they  were  to  attempt 
any  other,  our  vessels  would  not  have  force  to 
resist  them.  But,  admitting  that  some  few  small 
vessels  were  to  come  upon  the  coast,  yet  the  mis- 
chief arising  from  these  would  not  be  equal  to  the 
expense  of  the  proposed  armament.  What  the 
blank  in  the  resolution  was  intended  to  be  filled 
with,  he  could  not  tell ;  but  it  was  well  known 
that  expenses  of  this  sort  always  greatly  exceeded 
the  calculation.  He  reminded  the  committee  of 
the  state  of  our  finances.  Our  revenue,  he  said, 
did  not  exceed  our  expenditure,  and  therefore  every 
additional  expense  will  be  an  additional  burden 
on  the  people ;  and  that  after  the  year  1601,  twelve 
hundred  thousand  dollars  a  year  would  have  to  be 
paid,  for  which  no  provision  was  yet  made.  He 
did  not  make  these  remarks  as  an  objection  to  any 
necessary  expense,  because  he  believed  the  re- 
sources of  the  country  were  equal  to  any  demand 
of  that  kind ;  but  he  thought  it  right  to  mention 
this,  that  such  expenses  as  are  not  absolutely 
necessary  may  be  avoided. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  it  was  his  intention,  in  sup- 
porting the  resolution,  to  go  no  further  than  to 
protect  our  vessels  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  W  Smith  was  not  surprised  that  the  gen- 
tlemen from*  Pennsylvania  and  North  Carolina 
did  not  feel  the  same  alarm  for  the  seacoast  that 
he  did.  He  felt  considerable  solicitude  for  his 
constituents,  and  he  doubted  not,  if  this  resolu- 


tion was  agreed  to,  but  the  Executive  would  take 
proper  means  for  defending  it ;  and  they  need  be 
under  no  apprehension  that  the  President  would 
go  into  the  measure,  except  it  were  found  abso- 
lutely necessary.  He  was  surprised  that,  when  the 
object  was  so  expressly  declared  to  be  the  protection 
of  our  coasts,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
should  have  supposed  it  intended  for  quite  a  differ- 
ent purpose.  The  expense  of  this  measure  was  ob- 
jected against  it,  as  was  usual,  when  no  better  argu- 
ment could  be  adduced.  There  could  be  no  doubt  the 
expense  would  be  considerable;  but  what  were  tber 
called  together  for,  but  to  take  measures  for  the 
defence  of  our  country  ;  and  these  must  incur  ex- 
pense; but  had  they  not,  he  asked,  better  expend 
a  sum  of  money  in  defence,  than  lose  millions  of 
revenue  ?  He  trusted  they  had,  since  it  would 
only  be  expending  a  small  sum,  to  receive  a  larger 
in  return. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had' 
heard  of  no  danger.  He  had  not  heard  of  pic- 
caroons  coming  within  sight  of  our  towns.  Mr. 
S.  mentioned  an  instance  or  two  which  had 
come  to  his  knowledge. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  his  observations  with  saying, 
that  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania to  this  measure  were  only  the  second 
edition  of  his  objections  to  the  building  and  equip- 
ping of  the  frigates ;  but,  he  believed,  the  sense  of 
the  country  was  against  him ;  he  believed  they 
„  wished  for  some  naval  protection. 

Mr.  Gileb  said,  the  President  had  recommend- 
ed particular  measures  for  the  consideration  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  they  were 
about  to  throw  them  back  upon  him. 

Mr.  G.  observed  that  it  was  acknowledged  no 
danger  existed  at  present,  but  he  went  on  what 
might  take  place  hereafter.  What,  he  asked,  was 
this  hereafter?  Ho w  long  does  it  exist ?  A  Fall 
Session  was  contemplated  in  four  months  from 
the  present  time.  What,  then,  could  be  the  alarm 
which  would  justify  the  giving  of  this  discretion, 
since,  if  the  necessity  should  appear  in  a  few  days 
from  this  time,  it  could  scarcely  be  supposed  tbat 
vessels  could  be  got  ready  armed  much  sooner 
than  the  frigates? 

It  was  usual,  when  anything  was  said  of  the 
expense  of  a  measure,  to  say  that  security  was 
beyond  expense ;  but  they  should  inquire  into 
this  matter.  It  had  been  supposed  that  one-sixth 
of  the  revenue  would  be  lost  by  these  pirates,  if 
no  protection  was  given.  Suppose  this  were  the 
case,  he  asked  whether  the  blank  could  be  filled 
up  with  a  less  sum?  So  that  we  were  submitting  to 
a  certain  loss  to  prevent  a  precarious  one.  Mr. 
G.  wished  to  wait  the  event  of  the  negotiations, 
and  let  these  dangerous  measures  alone. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  what  were  we  called  here 
for?  He  believed,  for  nothing.  He  had  reflected 
upon  the  matter  for  ten  days  past,  and  could  see 
no  reason  for  this  extraordinary  call. 

Mr.  Brooks  observed  that  the  gentleman  who 
bad  just  sat  down,  according  to  his  former  asser- 
tion, opposed  every  measure  brought  before  the 
committee.  He  thought  there  was  no  danger, 
though  a  majority  of  the  committee,  he  trusted, 
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was  of  a  different  opinion ;  if  not.  he  wished  it 
might  be  declared,  that  they  might  all  go  home. 
Bat,  as  he  believed  it  was  generally  supposed  that 
it  was  necessary  something  should  be  done,  he 
wished  they  might  be  permitted  to  proceed  with 
their  deliberations.  According  to  that  gentleman's 
account,  four  months  was  no  time  at  all,  yet  he 
considered  great  changes  as  likely  to  take  place  in 
that  time. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  supposed 
that  the  President  would  lay  hold  of  the  least 
change  of  circumstances  for  carrying  this  mea- 
sure into  effect;  but  if  the  necessity  should  appear, 
and  no  power  was  given,  he  would  ask  the  gen- 
tleman what  sort  of  a  situation  we  should  then 
be  in  ?  This  put  him  in  mind  of  a  dialogue  be- 
tween a  Hermit  and  Deist ;  the  latter  of  whom, 
said  to  the  former,  "  You  are  in  a  miserable  state 
if  there  be  no  future  world ;"  "  but,"  replied  the 
Hermit,  tt  what  will  be  yours,  if  there  is  V9 

Mr.  S.  Smith  felt  disposed  to  support  the  mo- 
tion, as  he  looked  upon  it  as  an  entering  wedge 
to  an  armed  force  for  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce, but  he  doubted  whether  vessels  could  be 
immediately  found  to  answer  this  purpose. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  this  measure  had  been  said 
to  be  upon  the  same  foundation  as  the  law  of  1794, 
but  he  found  the  bill  then  passed  was  for  provid- 
ing galleys. 

Mr.  8.  insisted  that  any  vessels  they  could  at 
present  provide  would  be  very  inadequate  to  the 
defence  of  our  coast,  which  was  more  infested  by 
British  than  French  vessels. 

Mr.  Craik  condemned  the  idea  of  dwelling  upon 
the  expense  of  a  measure  of  this  kind,  when  the 
great  object  of  defence  was  in  view.  He  noticed 
what  had  been  said  about  a  million  of  revenue 
being  lost  by  the  spoliations,  but,  he  remarked,  if 
one  million  of  revenue  was  lost,  there  was  at  least 
six  millions5  worth  of  property  lost  to  the  nation 
at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  C.  strenuously  urged  the  necessity  and  pro- 
priety of  entering  into  a  measure  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  Milledge  wished  the  word  "galleys"  to  be 
inserted  instead  of  "  naval  force,"  as  they  were 
particularly  calculated  for  the  protection  of  the 
coast 

Mr.  Parker  suggested  the  propriety  of  adding, 
"or  other  vessels,"  which  were  the  words  of  the 
law  of  1794. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  they  should  also  define 
the  situation  in  which  the  vessels  should  be  em- 
ployed, that  it  might  be  within  the  limits  where 
there  could  be  no  right  of  capture. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  this  was  matter  of  detail 
which  would  be  best  settled  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  an  amendment  to  confine 
the  employment  of  the  vessels  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  United  Slates,  which  he  did  not 
think  a  matter  of  detail,  but  of  principle.  He 
took  the  words  of  the  old  law,  viz :  "  to  be  sta- 
tioned within  the  United  States." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  this  amendment. 
He  thought  there  was  ambiguity  in  the  word  "  sta- 
tioned," besides  that,  the  detail,  as  he  before  stated, 
should  have  been  left  for  the  bill. 
5th  Con.— 10 


Mr.  Nicholas  believed  the  word  was  well  un- 
derstood ;  it  brought  the  subject  to  the  point  upon 
which  he  gave  it  his  support,  and  except  this 
amendment  was  agreed  to,  he  must  decline  voting 
for  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Parker  thought  the  motion  was  narrowed 
too  much,  because  vessels,  in  passing  from  one 
part  of  the  Union  to  another,  might  have  occa- 
sion to  go  further  from  the  coast  than  nine  miles. 
And  though  he  did  not  wish  the  vessels  to  be  em- 
ployed as  a  convoy,  yet  he  did  not  wish  them  to 
be  confined  within  quite  so  narrow  a  compass, 
but  they  should  give  some  countenance  to  our 
commerce. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  nothing  would  be  more  easy 
than  to  meet  the  object  of  the  gentleman  last  up, 
in  the  bill.  He  was  wholly  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment, as  if  it  were  carried,  a  pirate  might  block 
up  our  trade,  and  these  vessels  would  not  have  the 
liberty  to  drive  him  off.  He  condemned  the  great 
suspicion  entertained  of  the  conduct  of  the  Exe- 
cutive. 

Mr.  Gallatin  doubted  not  the  Executive  would 
do  his  duty,  and  he  wished  to  do  his.  They  had 
a  question  before  them  in  which  they  seemed  to 
be  agreed ;  but  he  suspected,  from  the  opposition 
shown  to  this  amendment,  (which  brought  the 
matter  to  a  point,)  they  were  not  really  agreed. 
The  restriction,  he  said,  would  not  prevent  vessels 
from  going  out  of  the  limits  from  one  part  of  the 
Union  to  another. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  again  spoke  against  this  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Otis  said  he  objected  to  the  amendment, 
because  it  appeared  repugnant  to  the  powers 
placed  in  the  President  by  tne  Constitution.  If  a 
naval  force  was  raised,  it  would  rest  with  the 
President  how  it  should  be  employed,  as  he  was 
commander-in-chief.  The  Legislature  could  say 
whether  the  vessels  should  be  employed  offensive* 
ly  or  defensively,  but  to  say  at  what  precise  place 
they  were  to  be  stationed,  was  interfering  with 
the  duty  of  the  commander-in-chief;  and  though 
he  would  have  no  right  to  send  these  vessels  to  the 
West  Indies,  or  as  convoys,  yet  he  might  defend 
the  seacoast  as  he  pleased.  The  word  "stationed" 
was  indefinite.  He  thought  it  might  be  neces- 
sary to  pursue  the  picaroons  beyond  the  limits  of 
the  United  States — if  necessary  to  fight,  it  might 
be  necessary  to  follow. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  committee's 
rising,  which  was  not  carried,  there  being  42  for 
it  and  42  against  it,  and  the  Chairman  voted  in 
the  negative.  The  question  was  then  taken  on 
Mr.  Gallatin's  amendment,  and  negatived,  49  to 
38.  The  resolution  was  then  put  and  carried, 
there  being  51  votes  fox  it. 


Saturday,  June  10. 
DEPREDATIONS  ON  COMMERCE. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  offered  a  resolution  to  the  House 
to  the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the'  United  State* 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  a  re- 
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port  respecting  depredations  committed  on  the  com- 
merce of  the  United  States  since  the  1st  of  October, 
1796,  specifying  the  names  of  the  vessels  taken,  from 
whence  and  where  hound,  and,  where  it  can  be  ascer- 
tained, the  species  of  lading,  and  the  value  of  the  ves- 
sels and  cargo,  and  by  what  Power  taken,  particular- 
izing those  which  have  been  condemned,  together  with 
documents  relative  thereto." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr.  Blount  said,  as  they  were  to  be  called  upon 
to  take  the  subject  of  fortifications  under  consid- 
eration, he  wished  to  have  some  information  on 
the  subject,  and  proposed  to  the  House,  therefore, 
a  resolution  to  the  following  effect: 

M  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  required 
to  lay  before  this  House  a  list  of  the  fortifications  of  the 
United  States,  together  with  the  number  of  troops  in 
each ;  an  account  of  the  expense  which  attended  the 
erecting  of  them,  and  what  is  yet  necessary  to  their 
completion,  and  of  the  unexpended  money  appropriated 
for  that  purpose." 

Mr.  Livingston  suggested  the  propriety  of  suf- 
fering this  resolution  to  lie  until  the  committee 
appointed  on  this  subject  made  their  report,  as  he 
believed  some  of  the  inquiries  would  be  tnere  an- 
swered, and  that  report  would  be  made  to-day. 

Mr.  Blount  consented. 

AGENT  FOR  BRITISH  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  Livingston  then  called  up  the  resolution 
which  he  had  laid  upon  the  table  for  appointing 
an  agent  to  defend,  before  the  Commissioners  now 
sitting,  the  citizens' of  the  United  States  against 
the  claims  made  upon  them  by  Great  Britain,  in 
pursuance  of  the  late  treaty. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  submitted  to  the  consideration  of 
the  mover  and  the  House,  whether  it  would  not 
be  best  to  place  this  subject  under  the  Attorney 
General.  It  might,  in  that  case,  be  proper  to  at 
ford  him  a  sum  of  money  to  enable  him  to  em- 
ploy additional  clerks  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  Livingston  had  no  objection  to  modify 
the  resolution  in  this  way :  "  to  appoint  an  agent 
to  assist  the  Attorney  General  in  the  defence  of," 
&c. 

Mr.  Macon  sai<J  this  might  be  a  good  proposi- 
tion, but  it  did  not  strike  him  as  necessary.  He 
thought  the  Commissioners  would  be  competent 
to  do  the  business. 

Mr.  Goodrich  thought  the  matter  would  be 
best  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  Livingston  saw  no  use  in  referring  the 
subject  to  a  select  committee,  except  it  were  to 
report  a  bill.  When  gentlemen  reflected  upon 
the  nature  of  these  debts,  and  the  time  at  which 
they  were  contracted,  ttiey  would  see  the  op- 
portunity afforded  for  collusion.  He  did  not 
mean  that  an  agent  should  be  appoiuted  to  reside 
in  Philadelphia,  but  a  person  who  might  be  em- 
ployed to  investigate,  in  the  best  manner,  the  jus- 
tice of  the  claims.  The  President  might,  perhaps, 
think  it  necessary  to  appoint  a  person  near  the 
place  where  the  debts  were  contracted. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  this  a  more  serious  mat- 


ter than  was  generally  supposed,  and  that  it  woold 
be  found  so,  when  the  money  came  to  be  p%id. 
He  knew  not  whether  two  or  three  agents  would 
not  be  necessary. 

The  resolution  was  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee, to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject  of  fortifications,  reported  sundry 
documents ;  together  with  a  bill  to  provide  for  the 
fortifications  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States,  in  which  it  is  provided  that  the  money  ne- 
cessary for  carrying  it  into  effect  shall  be  borrowed 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  or  in  s>uch  other 
way  as  shall  be  found  best.  The  bill  was  twice 
read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  Monday. 

REQUISITION  FOR  MILITIA 

The  House  took  up  the  resolution  agreed  to  in 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  yesterday,  author- 
izing the  President  to  call  upon  the  Executives  of 
the  several  States,  to  hold  80,000  militia  in  readi- 
ness, apportioned  according  to  the  number  of  white 
inhabitants  in  each  State. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished  one  part  of  the  resolution 
to  be  modified  or  omitted.  He  meant  that  part 
which  directed  the  men  to  be  apportioned  accord- 
ing to  the  number  of  white  inhabitants  in  each 
State.  This,  he  said,  might  have  an  injurious 
effect ;  for,  in  case  an  invasion  were  to  take  place 
in  a  State  where  the  white  population  was  the 
weakest,  the  proportion  of  men  detached  would  be 
so  small  as  to  be,  in  a  great  degree,  useless ;  and 
in  other  States  the  number  would  be  greater  than 
there  was  any  necessity  for.  For  instance,  if 
Georgia  were  to  be  the  place  of  attack,  (and  if  an 
invasion  did  take  place,  that  was  the  most  likely 
quarter  for  it,)  where  the.  white  population  is 
small,  there  would  not  be  a  sufficient  number  of 
men  to  afford  any  protection  on  the  plan  proposed. 
He  thought  if  they  fixed  upon  the  proportion,  the 
Constitutional  estimation  would  be  best,  viz :  to 
add  to  the  white  population  three-fifths  of  the 
number  of  negroes.  He  moved  to  strike  out  the 
apportionment,  in  order  to  have  the  regulation  to 
be  inserted  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  Macon  did  not  think  there  was  any  weight 
in  the  objection  of  the  gentleman  last  up ;  as,  in 
case  of  invasion,  the  Executive  of  the  State  might 
call  out  more  than  the  number  here  contemplated, 
or  even  the  whole  of  the  militia,  until  assistance 
could  be  got  from  the  neighboring  States.  The 
resolution,  bein£  in  the  form  of  that  agreed  to  on 
a  former  occasion,  could  not  reasonably  be  ob- 
jected to. 

Mr.  Thatcher  inquired  whether  it  had  been 
customary  to  train  blacks  to  arms  ? 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  he  was  not  understood.  He 
meant,  that  the  number  of  whites  to  be  detached 
should  be  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  whites, 
with  three-fifths  of  the  blacks  added  to  the  number. 

Mr.  Venable  did  not  think  there  would  be  jus- 
tice in  such  a  regulation,  as  the  duty  would  lie 
heavier  upon  States  thinly  inhabited,  than  upon 
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others.    In  case  of  invasion,  he  said,  the  neighbor- 
ing States  would  be  called  upon. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  that  should  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina's  proposition  be  agreed  to, 
the  duty  would  fall  heavier  upon  any  other  part 
of  the  Union ;  besides,  when  so  many  whites  were 
taken  from  home  on  this  business,  the  rest  would 
be  exposed  to  the  blacks.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
he  would  not  press  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished  only  for  the  subject  to 
be  left  open,  that  the  apportionment  might  have 
been  left  to  the  President. 

[He  here  read  the  form  of  an  amendment  which 
he  would  have  proposed.] 

He  did  not  at  present  contemplate  an  invasion, 
though  it  might  be  necessary  to  adopt  this  cau- 
tionary measure.    He  withdrew  his  amendment. 

The  question  was  about  to  be  put  on  the  reso- 
lution, when 

Mr.  Varnum  said  he  did  not  see  any  occasion 
for  this  resolution.  He  did  not  think  they  had 
any  reason  to  suppose  an  invasion  probable ;  but, 
if  it  should  take  place,  there  was  sufficient  power 
in  the  Executive  of  the  different  Governments  to 
call  out  the  militia.  He  did  not  know  how  the 
militia  was  regulated  in  other  States ;  but,  in  the 
Eastern  States,  he  knew  they  were  always  in 
readiness,  and  mat  twenty  thousand  men  could  be 
landed  in  a  few  days  at  any  point,  from  Ports- 
mouth to  Rhode  Island.  This  being  the  case,  he 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  make  any  detach- 
ment from  them.  It  was  true,  an  invasion  might 
take  place  from  France ;  but  he  thought  it  was  as 
probable  it  might  come  from  England — though  he 
believed  it  was  equally  probable  it  might  be  from 
Nootka  Sound. 

It  was  said  that  this  regulation  would  be  no  ex- 
pense to  the  United  States.  It  might  be  no  ex- 
pense to  the  Government,  but  it  would  be  a  serious 
expense  to  the  people.  He  thought  the  situation 
of  the  United  States  very  different  now  from  what 
it  was  in  1794.  The  British  were  at  that  time 
not  only  taking  our  property  at  sea.  but  they  had 
large  provinces  adjoining  upon  the  United  States, 
ttd  could  have  Drought  large  bodies  of  troops 
against  us.  It  also  appeared  that  they  had  hostile 
intentions  against  us.  It  appeared,  from  the  pro- 
clamation of  the  Governor  of  Canada,  that  Great 
Britain  meant  to  declare  war ;  that  the  Indians 
were  prepared  to  make  attacks  on  our  frontiers ; 
and  fortifications  were  erecting  within  our  terri- 
tory. In  that  casej  it  became  prudent  to  have  a 
detachment  of  militia  in  perfect  readiness.  But, 
aid  Mr.  Y.{  the  situation  of  the  United  States  is 
now  very  different.  The  nation  with  whom  we 
hare  now  a  misunderstanding  had  no  possessions 
adjoining  upon  us,  and  there  was  not  much  proba- 
Wity  of  troops  being  sent  against  us  from  France. 
He  did  not  wish,  therefore,  to  go  into  the  present 
measure.  It  might  be  well  to  call  upon  the  Sec- 
retary' at  War  to  know  the  condition  in  which  the 
militia  was  in,  in  the  different  parts  of  the  Union; 
wit  he  did  not  think  more  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Blouht  agreed  with  gentlemen  in  opinion, 
mat  they  had  no  reason  to  expect  any  invasion. 
«"  it  was  well  known  that  the  President  of  the 


United  States,  in  his  Speech,  had  spoken  of  rais- 
ing a  provisional  army ;  but,  if  he  had  not  done 
this,  he  thought  the  measure  now  before  them  was 
at  all  times  proper.  The  expense  would  depend 
upon  the  time  at  which  the  regulation  was  carried 
into  effect.  If  the  States  did  not  call  extraordina- 
ry sessions,  no  expense  would  be  incurred.  He 
believed  we  ought  at  all  times  to  have  a  military 
force  standing  in  readiness,  which  would  at  any 
time  convince  the  world  that  we  were  not  a  divi- 
ded people.  The  best  defence,  he  saicL  was  to  be 
always  prepared  to  meet  the  attacks  of  an  enemy. 
When  the  measure  was  formerly  gone  into,  he 
had  as  little  apprehension  of  an  invasion  as  at  pre- 
sent; and  if  we  had  no  misunderstanding  with 
any  nation,  he  should  be  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Thatcher  believed  it  was  true  (as  his  col- 
league had  stated)  that  the  Massachusetts  mili- 
tia could  at  any  time  be  called  out,  at  a  moment's 
warning ;  but  if  the  militia  in  the  Southern  States 
were  not  in  this  readiness,  he  thought  that  it 
would  be  well  that  they  should  be  put  into  such  a 
state. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  thought  it  would  be  proper  to 
have  a  select  corps  of  militia  in  readiness ;  but  he 
denied  that  this  could  be  done  without  expense. 
The  expense  of  the  corps  which  he  commanded, 
when  called  out  in  1794,  was  very  considerable. 
If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  thought  there 
was  no  immediate  necessity  for  the  measure,  he 
might  move  to  have  the  power  of  making  the  call 
whenever  the  President  should  see  it  necessary. 

The  question  was  put  on  the  resolution,  and 
carried. 

DEFEN8IVE  MEA8URE8. 

The  resolution  reported  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  proposing  to  authorize  the  President  to 
provide  galleys,  or  other  vessels,  for  the  defence  of 
our  coast,  was  next  taken  up. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  to  have  it  clearly  ascertained 
what  was  to  be  the  employment  of  these  vessels. 
"Seacoast "  he  said,  was  an  indefinite  phrase,  and 
liable  to  be  misunderstood.  He  was  decidedly 
against  their  being  employed  as  a  convoy.  In  or- 
der to  make  the  meaning  clear,  he  shoula  move  to 
strike  out  the  words  "for  defending  our  seacoast," 
and  insert  "  to  be  employed  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States/' 

Mr.  Rutledge  supposed,  if  the  resolution  stood 
as  it  was  reported,,  the  vessels  would  be  employed 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States ;  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  absurd  to  say  these  vessels 
should  on  no  account  pass  the  limits  of  the  juris- 
diction. The  pirates  would  know  this,  and  our 
cruisers  would  have  the  mortification  of  seeing  our 
vessels  taken  or  plundered,  without  having  the 
power  of  affording  them  relief.  Or,  if  one  of  these 
pirates  were  to  come  within  the  line,  and  be  pur- 
sued by  one  of  our  vessels,  though  she  might  be 
on  the  point  of  taking  her,  yet  she  must  not  ven- 
ture across  the  line.  He  did  not  wish  these  ves- 
sels to  be  employed  as  convoys,  but  he  thought 
their  destination  might  be  safely  left  to  the  Exec- 
utive, and  had  no  notion  of  doing  business  by 
halves. 
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Mr.  Brooks  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  this 
principle  had  been  decided  yesterday,  and  did  not 
require  further  decision. 

Mr.  Nicholas  supposed  it  was  not  from  an  ap- 

Srehension  that  the  Executive  would  not  do  his 
uty^  that  it  was  wished  this  business  should  be 
put  into  a  definite  form.  No  one,  he  believed, 
would  put  the  same  construction  upon  the  amend- 
ment that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
done.  It  would  not  !>e  supposed  to  be  the  inten- 
tion of  the  supporters  of  this  amendment,  that  these 
vessels  should  be  prevented  from  crossing  the 
line  in  pursuit  of  a  picaroon  which  had  come 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States.  In- 
deed the  gentleman  himself  had  concluded  that 
such  an  idea  would  be  absurd.  To  do  away  all 
objection,  he  proposed  to  insert  the  words,  u  for  the 
defence  of  the  seacoast  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States,"  instead  of  Mr.  Giles's  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  the  phrase  "  seacoast,"  in- 
definite. It  might  be  supposed,  perhaps,  to  extend 
to  Bermuda. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
supposed  the  coast  might  be  supposed  to  extend  to 
Bermuda,  yet  our  vessels  were  not  to  go  beyond 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  coast.  This,  he  said,  involved  a  con- 
tradiction. He  wished  the  {gentleman  to  define 
what  he  meant  by  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States ;  he  believed  it  was  not  decided  whether  it 
extended  three  or  nine  miles.  If  it  were  even  nine 
miles,  he  said,  these  vessels  might  sometimes  be 
obliged  to  go  beyond  the  line  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  avoiding  shoals.  Why,  then,  confine  them 
so  very  tightly  7  When  the  purpose  was  expressly 
for  the  defence  of  the  coast,  it  could  not  be  ex- 
pected they  would  be  employed  in  any  other  way. 
To  employ  them  as  convoys  would  be  unlawful. 

After  several  proposals  for  amending  the  resolu- 
tion had  been  made,  withdrawn,  and  succeeded  by 
others,  and  a  few  observations  from  Mr.  Galla- 
tin, who  said  there  were  three  objects  for  which 
the  vessels  might  be  used,  viz :  to  defend  our  ter- 
ritory and  sovereignty,  (which  he  wished;)  to 
convoy  our  trade  to  foreign  ports ;  or  to  repel  the 
attacks  of  privateers  out  of  our  jurisdiction :  the 
two  last  objects  he  declared  it  as  his  opinion 
would  lead  to  war,  and,  therefore,  he  wished  to 
avoid  them — 

Mr.  Sewall  proposed  the  following:  "to  de- 
fend the  seacoast  of  the  United  States,  and  to  re- 
pel any  hostility  -to  their  vessels  and  commerce 
within  their  jurisdiction." 

Mr.  R.  Williams  thought  this  amendment  more 
objectionable  than  any  other  which  had  been  pro- 
posed. The  jurisdiction  not  being  ascertained, 
disputes  would  of  course  be  the  consequence.  He 
thought  the  resolution  better  without  any  of  its 
amendments.  He  was  disposed  to  defend  our 
commerce  wherever  attacked  but;  if  we  had  not 
the  means  to  do  this,  he  would  not  do  anything 
which  should  seem  to  infer  that  we  had  not  the 
wish  to  do  it,  by  confining  our  defence  of  it  within 
our  own  territory . 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 


Mr.  Allen  thought  the  whole  of  the  business 
trifling,  and  wished  to  postpone  the  subject  until 
the  bfil  came  down  from  tne  Senate ;  or,  if  they 
did  pass  the  resolution,  they  ought  not  to  confine 
it  within  such  narrow  bounds.  After  alluding  to 
the  various  amendments  which  had  been  proposed 
and  opposed,  which  he  called  "  catches  at  phrase- 
ology, he  moved  to  postpone  the  subject  until 
Monday. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  that  the  present  was  a  trifling  busi- 
ness, and  he  would  agree  to*  extend  his  motion  till 
next  session.  It  was  a  lilliputian  concern.  It  was 
the  British  navy,  he  said,  which  kept  possession  of  our 
coast,  and  what  effect,  ne  asked,  would  these  small 
vessels  have  upon  them  ?  Some  of  our  deserters 
had  lately  gone  on  board  one  of  the  British  ships 
of  war  at  Norfolk,  and  when  they  were  demanded 
back,  they  were  refused.  And  suppose,  said  he, 
one  of  these  vessels  had  been  there  to  have  en* 
forced  the  demand,  could  any  one  suppose  it  would 
have  produced  anything  more  than  insult  upon 
insult?  They  could  not.  He  wished  to  leave 
these  trifling  subjects  for  the  Senate,  and  to  go  on 
to  substantial  business ;  he  meant  the  finances  of 
the  country. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  in  favor  of  coming  to  a  deci- 
sion at  present,  since  the  business  had  been  fully 
discussed. 

Mr.  Allen  wished  it  postponed  till  Monday; 
by  that  time  he  thought  the  House  would  have 
come  to  its  senses. 

Mr.  Giles  also  thought  the  business  trifling,  and 

Sroposed  to  postpone  it  till  the  first  Monday  in 
lovember  next. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  he  was  of  opinion  with  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  that  the  House  would 
have  more  understanding  on  Monday  than  at  pre- 
sent, he  would  agree  to  postpone  the  question  io 
that  time ;  but,  he  believed  gentlemen  must  receive 
some  lessons  of  experience  before  they  could  be 
convinced  of  their  error.  The  arguments  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  went  to  this :  if  we  can- 
not resist  a  British  74,  we  will  not  resist  a  French 
pirate.  But  Mr.  H.  trusted  they  should  not  be  di- 
verted by  a  jest  from  doing  what  he  believed  good 
sense  and  good  policy  required  them  to  do. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  he  did  not  mean  to  make  a 
jest  of  the  business,  but  merely  to  express  his  de- 
sire to  go  on  to  more  important  business. 

Mr.  Thatcher  asked,  if  this  business  was  post- 
poned, whether,  when  the  bill  came  from  the  Sen- 
ate, they  could  not  proceed  with  it  ? 

The  speaker  answering  in  the  affirmative,  Mr. 
Giles  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Sewall  said  the  bill  in  the  Senate  had  not 
the  same  object  in  view  with  this  measure.  It 
was,  therefore,  the  intention  to  provide  vessels  as 
a  convoy. 

Mr.  Giles  believed  it  was  not  very  orderly  to 
refer  to  business  doing  in  the  Senate.  He  believed 
that  bill  was  recommitted. 

The  question  for  postponing  the  business  till 
Monday,  was  put  and  negatived.  Mr.  Se wall's 
amendment  was  then  put  and  carried  without  a 
division. 
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The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  resolution 
as  amended,    and  stood — yeas  68,  nays  21,  as 

follows :  i 

Yeas — John  Alien,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, James  A.  Bayard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  David 
Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  8amuel  J.  Cabell,  Christo- 
pher 6.  Champlin,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana, 
Junes  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  George 
Eg*,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  William 
Findley,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fowler, 
Jonathan  Freeman,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie, 
Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B. 
Harrison,  William  Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah 
L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Edward  Livingston,  Sam- 
uel Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mathews,  Blair 
McClenachan,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  John 
Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed, 
John  Rutledge,  jr.,  8amuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard, 
Tompson  J.  8kumer,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Jeremiah 
Sauth,  Nathaniel  8mith,  8amuel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  Dis- 
trict, Richard  Stanford,  John  Swanwick,  George 
Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E. 
Van  Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Peleg  Wadsworth, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan 
Bryan,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Joshua 
Coil,  John  Dawson,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  William 
B.  Giles,  Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  Jonathan 
N.  Havens,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew 
Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Joseph  McDowell,  Anthony 
New,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and 
Abraham  Venable. 

Committees  were  appointed  to  report  bills  in 
pursuance  of  two  resolutions  which  had  been 
agreed  to. 

REVISION  OF  MILITIA  LAWS. 

Mr.  Varnum  said  there  was  a  subject  of  impor- 
tance referred  to  in  the  President's  Speech,  which 
had  not  vet  been  touched  upon — he  meant  the  re- 
vision oi  the  militia  laws.  In  order  to  bring  the 
business  before  the  House,  he  moved  a  resolution 
for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  report  whe- 
ther any  and  what  alterations  in  them  were  neces- 
sary.   Agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed. 

DEFENCE  OF  PORTS  AND  HARBORS. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  that  purpose,  reported  a  bill  to  provide  for  the 
further  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the 
United  States ;  which  was  twice  read,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  Monday 
neit. 

CORPS  OF  ART1LLERI8T8,  dec. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  for  the  order  of  the  day, 
on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  for  raising  an  addi- 
tional corps  of  artillerists  and  engineers. 

Mr.  Blount  asked  whether  it  was  not  necessary, 
when  they  were  going  into  these  expenses,  to  go 
into  an  inquiry  on  the  subject  of  ways  and  means. 
He  moved  that  a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
be  appointed. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  it  better  to  proceed  with 
the  business  in  the  way  he  proposed.    Before  they 


went  into  the  subject  of  ways  and  means,  he 
thought  it  was  necessary  they  should  know  what 
money  would  be  wanted,  that  they  might  provide 
accordingly ;  and  they  could  not  know  this,  until 
they  had  gone  through  the  several  measures  which 
lay  before  them. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  it  was  necessary  to  have 
additional  revenue,  it  would  be  well  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  be  casting  about  as  to  the  proper 
way  of  raising  it.  If  the  xqoney  were  to  be  bor- 
rowed, they  might  be  inquiring  upon  what  terms 
it  could  be  got.  If  they  did  not  do  this,  when  all 
the  other  business  was  done,  they  would  have  to 
wait  until  these  inquiries  were  made. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  the  bill  for  raising  additional 
troops  might  be  very  well  put  off  till  next  session. 
He  did  not  believe  there  was  any  necessity  at  pre- 
sent for  an  increase  of  the  military  establishment. 
He  thought  this  was  the  proper  time  for  taking  up 
the  subject  of  the  revenue,  since  they  must  either 
borrow  or  raise  money  by  taxes,  and  he  trusted  a 
committee  would  now  be  appointed. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  withdrew  his  motion,  to  give 
way  to  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  of  Ways 
ana  Means. 

Mr.  Blount  said  money  would  certainly  be 
wanted.  It  was  presumed  it  might  be  borrowed, 
but  no  inquiry  had  been  made  on  the  subject.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  difficulties  which  would 
present  themselves  on  this  subject,  would  throw 
out  of  view  a  number  of  measures  which  he 
thought  miffht  very  well  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr/  J.  Williams  thought,  if  they  appointed  a 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  were  to  go 
into  the  militia  laws,  they  might  sit  all  Summer. 
He  hoped  they  should  have  gone  on  with  the  bill 
for  raising  men.  and  if  they  had  rejected  that,  and 
declined  furnishing  convoys,  and  the  measure  of 
purchasing  vessels  for  the  defence  of  the  coast  was 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  President,  that  a  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  would  not  have  been 
necessary. 

A  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  consisting 
of  seven  members,  (after  fifteen  and  thirteen  had 
been  proposed,)  was  appointed. 


Monday,  June  12. 

Demsey  Buroes,  from  North  Carolina,  at- 
tended, produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and 
took  his  seat. 

DEFENCE  OF  PORTS  AND  HARBORS. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  for  raising  an  ad- 
ditional corps  of  artillerists  and  engineers  having 
been  called  for, 

Mr.  Giles  hoped,  before  that  subject  was  taken 
up,  they  should  go  into  that  of  revenue.  He  pro- 
posed taking  up  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
the  fortification  of  our  ports  and  harbors. 

This  was  objected  to  by  Mr.  Rutlbdge,  and 
others,  on  the  ground  that  two  of  the  select  com- 
mittee (Messrs.  Livingston  and  Otis)  appointed 
on  that  business  were  absent;  but 

The  Speaker  said  that  it  did  not  appear  from 
the  Journals  that  any  member  was  absent,  except 
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Mr.*  Hartley,  (and  no  member  has  a  right  to  ab- 
sent himself  without  leave ;)  so  the  House  resolv- 
ed itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  that 
subject;  but  after  the  bill  and  report  had  been 
read, 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  on  the  ground  of  the  absence  of 
the  two  members  before  alluded  to,  moved  that 
the  committee  rise,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived,  41  to  38. 

Mr.  Blount  said  it  bad  been  usual  to  limit  the 
interest  to  be  paid  for  money ;  he  therefore  moved 
that  the  words,  after  the  sum  proposed  to  be  bor- 
rowed, be  inserted,  "  at  an  interest  not  exceeding 
six  per  cent,  per  annum."    Carried. 

Mr.  B.  then  moved  the  following  further  amend- 
ment :  "  Provided,  that  no  part  of  the  principal  of 
any  sum  so  borrowed  shall  be  demandable,  until 

the day  of ,  17 — ;  although  it  shall  be 

lawful  to  pay  the  same  before  that  day,  if  the  Uni- 
ted States  shall  find  it  convenient  to  do  so."  It 
would  be  recollected,  Mr.  B.  said,  that  they  were 
called  upon  on  a  former  occasion  for  the  payment 
of  money,  when  it  was  not  convenient,  and  to  do 
which  they  had  been  obliged  to  make  considerable 
sacrifices.  He  thought,  therefore,  when  they  bor- 
rowed money  in  future,  it  would  be  proper  to  pro- 
pose a  given  time  for  payment,  so  as  to  prevent 
their  being  called  upon  for  payment  before  that 
time. 

Mr.  Williams  did  not  think  it  necessary  to 
*  clog  the  bill  with  so  many  provisions.  He  was 
of  opinion  it  would  be  better  to  omit  the  stipula- 
tion allowing  the  money  to  be  paid  before  a  cer- 
tain time,  as  he  supposed  the  money  would  be  got 
upon  better  terms,  if  the  period  was  made  certain. 

Mr.  Blount  said  he  meant  to  fill  the  blank  with 
a  period  at  which  he  supposed  it  would  be  conve- 
nient to  pay  the  money,  which  would  be  ascertain- 
ed when  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  made 
a  report.  He  wished  any  money  which  was  bor- 
rowed, to  be  repaid  as  soon  as  possible ;  but  he 
wished  to  prevent  that  inconvenience  from  any 
unexpected  call  for  payment  which  had  heretofore 
been  experienced. 

The  question  was  put  and  carried,  there  being 
46  for  it. 

The  Chairman  having  read  the  clause  which 
contained  the  blank  of  the  sum  to  be  appropriated, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished,  as  the  House  was  very 
thin,  and  the  report  had  only  been  laid  upon  the 
table  this  morning,  that  the  question  might  not  be 
taken  on  filling  up  the  blank.  He  would  rather 
the  committee  rise ;  but  if  it  were  otherwise  deter- 
mined, he  should  move  to  fill  the  blank  with  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  the  sum  reported  to  be 
necessary. 

Mr.  Williams  thought,  that  when  the  situation 
of  the  forts  and  harbors  of  the  United  States  was 
considered,  this  sum  would  not  be  thought  too 
much. 

Mr.  Varnum  said,  before  they  made  a  grant  of 
this  kind,  they  should  know  where  the  money  was 
to  come  from.  He  believed  there  was  no  surplus 
of  revenue.  He  therefore  supposed  that  they 
should  be  called  upon  at  the  next  session  to  lay  a 
land  tax,  in  order  to  pay  the  money.    As  he  did 


not  think  there  was  much  occasion  for  the  ex- 
pense, he  should,  therefore,  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  tjiink  the  ground  upon 
which  the  gentleman  last  up  had  put  the  business. 
was  the  just  one.  He  thought  the  true  point  of 
placing  the  matter  was,  to  inquire  if  the  thing  was 
necessary  ?  The  expense  was  a  secondary  con- 
sideration. If  it  were  necessary,  he  looked  upon 
it  as  their  duty  to  provide  the  expense.  Unless 
gentlemen  could  show,  therefore,  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  attending  to  our  fortifications,  he  be- 
lieved the  expense  would  not  be  considered  as  an 
obstacle ;  for,  if  a  community  were  unable  to  fur- 
nish the  means  for  its  own  protection,  it  would  be 
time  to  give  up  its  sovereignty. 

Mr.  Macon  did  not  think  it  necessary  the  bill 
should  pass.  At  any  rate  he  did  not  think  it  right 
to  provide  more  money  than  would  be  wanted  be- 
fore the  next  session  of  Congress ;  and  as  there 
were  yet  $20,000  unexpended,  ne  saw  no  occasion 
for  filling  up  the  blank  with  $200,000,  as  it  would 
be  embarrassing  themselves  to  find  money  which 
would  not  be  wanted. 

Mr.  Potter  hoped  the  sum  mentioned  would 
not  be  agreed  to.  He  was  against  the  bill  altoge- 
ther ;  but,  if  it  did  pass,  he  wished  that  a  much 
smaller  sum  might  be  appropriated.  Mr.  P.  rela- 
ted the  state  of  the  harbor  of  Rhode  Island,  since 
they  ceded  the  territory  to  the  United  States,  (in 
nearly  the  same  words  as  last  session.)  which  was, 
that  before  the  cession,  they  had  some  small  works, 
but  they  had  been  taken  down,  and  now  they  had 


none. 


Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  wished  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  would  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion, to  give  way  to  an  amendment  which  he 
wished  to  introduce.  He  mentioned  that  it  was 
to  insert,  "Provided,  that  no  part  of  the  money 
herein  appropriated,  be  expended  upon  fortifica- 
tions, except  in  cases  where  the  jurisdiction  shall 
have  been  previously  ceded  to  the  United  States." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  had  no  objection  to  the  sense  of 
the  House  being  taken  upon  this  proposition.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  it  was  now  a  question 
before  the  committee  whether  they  would  appro- 
priate a  sum  of  money  for  this  purpose.  This  W 
been  decided  on  the  abstract  proposition.  The 
only  question  now  was,  what  sum  should  be  fixed 
upon ;  nor  were  former  miscarriages  now  under 
consideration.  If  the  public  money  had  been  mis- 
applied in  this  respect,  that  was  no  reason  why  the 
fortifications  should  not  now  be  attended  to ;  no 
more  than,  because  a  man,  in  building  a  house,  had 
committed  some  mistakes,  he  should  in  future  be 
without  shelter.  Mr.  S.  said,  when  the  arming 
of  vessels  was  under  consideration,  gentlemen 
were  all  for  internal  regulation  ;  and  he  trusted, 
since  the  repairing  our  torts  and  harbors  was  cer- 
tainly of  this  description  of  defence,  they  would 
now  support  this  measure.  He  supposed  the  sum 
he  had  now  mentioned  would  be  necessary ;  if 
gentlemen  thought  otherwise,  thev  could  produce 
their  counter  information.  Mr.  S.  withdrew  his 
motion  for  the  present. 

Mr.  Dayton's  motion  having  been  read, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  if  there  had  been  any  ne- 
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rject  of  the  Legislatures  of  any  of  the  States  to 
Bake  cessions  of  the  territory  of  their  forti- 
icauons,  he  did  not  think,  on  that  account,  the 
people  should  be  left  exposed.  That  would  be  to 
Hinish  the  innocent  for  the  guilty ;  and  the  result 
rould  be,  that  many  of  the  seaports  which  have 
lot  sufficient  influence  in  their  Legislatures  to 
procure  the  passing  of  an  act  of  cession,  would  be 
iable  to  the  insults  of  privateers,  merely  because 
Jie  Legislature  had  not  done  what  the  citizens 
bought  necessary.  If  all  the  Legislatures  were 
it  present  in  session,  it  might  not  be  so  pernicious, 
because  they  might  make  the  cessions  required ; 
bat  it  was  known  that  the  Legislatures  were  not 
qow  in  session,  and  the  danger  was  most  to  be 
tpprehended  in  the  course  of  the  Summer. 

Mr.  Williams  supposed  this  amendment  as  par- 
ticularly pointed  against  the  State  of  New  York, 
because  the  Legislature  of  that  State  had  not  ceded 
[be  jurisidiction  of  their  fortifications  to  the  Uni- 
ted States.  It  had  been  matter  of  considerable 
iltercation  in  that  State,  and  he  believed  its  vici- 
nity to  the  city  of  New  York  was  the  reason  its 
territory  had  not  been  given  up.  The  Legislature 
)f  New  York,  he  said,  did  not  meet  till  January, 
therefore,  except  something  was  now  done,  it 
would  not  be  in  time  to  have  any  effect.  If  the 
?am  appropriated  was  in  any  respect  adequate, 
Mr.  W.  said,  a  work  would  be  commenced  at  the 
Narrows,  which  was  certainly  the  only  place  upon 
which  a  fortification  could  be  erected  for  the  com- 
plete defence  of  that  harbor.  A  good  fortification 
there,  he  said,  would  be  a  general  benefit  to  the 
United  States,  as  four-fifteenths  of  the  whole  reve- 
nue of  the  Union  was  collected  at  that  port.  He 
thought  it  proper,  therefore,  in  order  to  quiet  the 
minds  of  so  large  a  body  of  the  community,  that 
some  attention  should  be  paid  to  the  fortifying  of 
this  port.  Even  if  no  interruption  of  the  peace  of 
the  country  was  expected,  it  would  be  right  to  at- 
tend to  this  business.  The  sooner  a  fortification 
was  begun  at  the  Narrows,  the  better,  and  he 
trusted  a  handsome  sum  would  be  appropriated  for 
the  purpose.  The  benefits  which  must  result  from 
a  well-constructed  fortification  at  the  Narrows, 
both  to  the  Union  and  the  State  of  New  York, 
were  obvious  to  all  who  were  acquainted  with  its 
situation.  He  therefore  hoped  the  amendment 
would  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Brooks  said;  his  colleague  had  anticipated 
P&rt  of  the  observations  which  ne  intended  to  nave 
made.  He  thought  this  was  not  a  proper  time  to 
determine  upon  the  amendment,  as  the  money  now 
proposed  to  be  granted  would  only  afford  a  small 
sun  to  each.  If  they  were  about  to  raise  adequate 
fortifications  in  all  parts  of  the  United  States,  the 
propriety  of  having  the  jurisdictions  ceded,  might 
very  properly  come  under  consideration.  Though 
the  State  of  New  York  had  not  ceded  the  territory 
of  the  present  fortification,  he  believed  there  would 
w  no  objection  to  ceding  the  Narrows,  if  a  work 
should  be  erected  there.  But  if  they  refused  to 
cede  the  territory  of  the  present  fortifications,  was 
ft  proper,  he  asked,  to  refuse  to  do  anything  until 
it  was  ceded?  Because  the  Legislature  would 
not  consent  to  do  this,  would  it  be  proper  to 


expose  the  country  to  danger  on  that  account  ? 
Surely  not ;  for,  if  the  left  hand  was  cut  off,  the 
right  would  suffer  also.  The  present  fortification 
had  been  chiefly  done  by  the  State  itself.  More 
than  $200,000  had  been  expended  by  them,  and 
yet  because  the  State  had  declined  to  surrender  its 
jurisdiction  over  its  territory,  no  further  assistance 
was  to  be  given.  He  asked,  if  there  was  any 
doubt  that  the  State  would  refuse  to  admit  the 
troops  of  the  United  States,  in  case  of  danger  % 
Certainly  not.;  though  it  was  most  likely  the  gar- 
risons would  be  manned  by  their  own  citizens  for 
the  protection  of  their  harbor  and  independence. 
He  hoped  the  amendment  would  be  negatived. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  wished  the  amendment  had  not 
been  moved,  until  it  had  been  determined  what 
sum  should  have  been  expended  upon  the  whole 
of  the  fortifications.  He  did  not  know  that  he 
should  vote  for  filling  the  blank  with  $200,000. 
He  should  not  have  objected  to  have  voted  for 
$100,000.  In  the  report  which  had  been  made 
upon  the  subject,  he  had  found  some  places  very 
well  taken  care  of,  and  others  neglected.  [Mr. 
Rutledge  interrupted  Mr.  S.  to  say  that  the  esti- 
mate was  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  not 
from  the  committee.]  Mr.  S.  thought  it  an  ex- 
traordinary statement  to  come  from  the  Secretary 
of  War.  Mr.  S.  spoke  of  the  unfinished  situa- 
tion of  the  works  at  Baltimore.  He  thought  the 
gentleman  last  up  had  used  an  extraordinary  ar- 
gument for  preserving  the  fortifications  in  their 
own  hands,  viz :  that  it  was  necessary  to  preserve 
their  independence.  He  hoped  they  had  no  in- 
tention of  making  it  independent  of  other  States. 
If  any  State  wished  for  protection  from  the  Uni- 
ted States,  they  ought  certainly  to  cede  their  for- 
tifications.  to  the  General  Government.  Massa- 
chusetts had  refused  to  cede  one  of  their  works,  but 
they  had  also  declined  receiving  public  support  to 
it.  Indeed,  the  refusal  on  the  part  of  New 
York  brought  something  to  his  mind  which  he 
could  not  understand.  We  are  one  people,  said 
he,  and  our  protection  should  be  one,  and  not  such 
as  to  prove  us  a  divided  people.  There  seemed  to 
be  something  in  this  which  bespoke  no  good  to 
the  Union.  This  being  his  opinion,  if  the  motion 
was  not  withdrawn,  he  should  be  obliged  to  vote 
for  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  explained. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  it  seemed  as  if  there  never 
would  be  a  proper  time  for  determining  the  pre- 
sent question.  This  subject  had  frequently  been 
before  the  House ;  and  the  apology  for  not  com- 
ing to  the  decision  was,  that  tne  Legislature  was 
not  in  cession.  He  was  always  against  giving, 
any  money  until  cession  was  made.  He  recollect- 
ed when  this  subject  was  before  under  discussion, 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  had  always  said 
that  the  money  would  be  thrown  away  which  was 
laid  out  on  tne  fortifications  at  New  York,  and 
that  to  be  of  any  service  works  must  be'erected  at 
the  Narrows.  It  was  then  said  it  was  impossible 
he  should  know  better  than  the  engineer ;  but  it 
now  came  out  that  he  was  right.  If  New  York, 
as  gentlemen  said,  was  the  most  important  place 
of  tne  Union,  it  was  right  the  United  States  should 
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hare  the  protection  of  it.  He  considered  it  to  be 
the  duty  of  the  United  States  to  protect  all  the 
States  equally,  and  it  was  their  duty  to  cede  the 
jurisdiction  of  their  fortifications  to  the  General 
Government. 

Mr.  Allen  said  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  Dayton  believed  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  when  he  said  that  State  had  no  intention  of 
separating  from  the  Union ;  if  they  had  he  sup- 
posed they  would  not  be  permitted,,  at  least  not 
before  they  had  paid  their  debt.  But  gentlemen 
say,  will  you  coerce  the  Legislature  to  give  you 
the  jurisdiction  of  their  fortifications  ?  He  said 
no.  As  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  had 
stated,  three  years  ago  he  had  declared  it  as  his 
opinion  that  all  the  money  expended  on  those 
works  would  be  thrown  away,  so  far  as  they  were 
intended  as  a  defence  against  armed  ships.  They 
might,  indeed,  be  of  use  to  the  city  in  preserving 
its  peace  and  aiding  its  municipal  regulations ;  but 
an  armed  vessel  would  always  pass  them  with  a 
fair  wind  and  tide. 

Mr.  D.  owned  his  amendment  was  intended  to 
operate  in  part  against  New  York ;  but  if  gentle- 
men would  bring  forward  a  plan  for  erecting  a 
fortification  at  the  Narrows,  with  a  proposition  to 
appropriate  to  that  purpose  the  debt  due  from 
them  to  the  United  States,  they  should  have  his 
vote ;  but  if  they  would  do  this  for  the  works 
erected  on  the  three  islands,  he  would  not  rive  them 
his  vote,  because  he  believed  it  would  be  money 
thrown  away. 

What  was  the  State  of  New  York  more  than 
others  ?  New  Jersey  had  ceded  the  territory  of  a 
light-house,  and  Pennsylvania  had  ceded  Mud  Is- 
land. And  except  they  would  consent  to  do  what 
others  did,  they  could  not  expect  the  same  advan- 
tages. 

Air.  Brooks  complained  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  with  re- 
spect to  the  debt  of  New  York ;  he  spoke  of  the 
territory  of  the  light-house  ceded  by  New  Jer- 
sey as  ten  or  fifteen  miles  of  sand,  which  would 
not  raise  watermelons ;  and  of  this  amendment  as 
intended  to  sink  the  bill. 

Mr.  Havens  said  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
seemed  to  think  there  was  something  mysterious 
in  the  State  of  New  York  not  having  made  the 
cession  of  their  three  islands.  He  did  not  think 
it  so  very  difficult  to  be  accounted  for.  They 
were  warned  from  doing  it,  he  said,  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  other  States  had  been  used  which 
had  given  up  their  jurisdictions  to  the  United 
States.  The  cession  not  being  made  was  made  a 
pretence  for  not  expending  money,  and  when  it 
was  made,  nothing  was  done.  He  thought  the 
proposed  sum  might  be  granted,  and  the  expend- 
ing of  it  left  with  the  President. 

Mr.  Thatcher  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment ; 
and  wished  to  know  what  other  places  besides 
New  York  there  were  which  had  not  ceded  the 
land  upon  which  fortifications  had  been  erected  ? 

Mr.  ».  Smith  believed  there  was  no  other  place 
in  the  situation  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Potter  thought  this  a  proper  time  for  pass- 


ing the  amendment,  and  supposed  the  reason  why 
some  fortifications  nad  not  been  ceded  was.  that 
more  had  been  done  for  those  that  were  not  ceded 
than  for  those  which  were. 

Mr.  Williams  said  the  works  upon  the  three 
islands  had  cost  from  three  to  four  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  twenty-three  thousand  only  of  which 
were  furnished  by  the  United  States ;  the  rest  had 
been  done  by  the  State  and  citizens  of  New  York; 
and,  he  believed,  rather  than  cede  the  territory  to 
the  United  States,  they  would  payback  the  money. 
And  he  doubted  not,  if  a  work  was  begun  at  the 
Narrows,  that  the  State  would  join  in  the  expense 
with  the  United  States  to  erect  it. 

Mr.  Giles  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
When  the  State  refused  to  give  the  right  of 
jurisdiction  to  the  United  States,  the  protection 
which  the  United  States  would  have  owed  it,  re- 
verted back  to  the  State.  It  appeared  by  the  re- 
port, he  said,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  thought 
^90,000  more  should  be  expended  on  the  present 
works  at  New  York. 

Mr.  Havbn8  said  the  fortification  at  the.  Nar- 
rows could  not  be  completed  for  less  than  two  or 
three  millions  of  dollars. 

Mr.  Bayard  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Elmendorph  went  at  considerable  length 
into  a  defence  of  the  conduct  of  New  York,  and 
said  the  United  States  lay  under  the  greatest  obli- 
gations to  provide  her  with  suitable  protection. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  this  question  nad  very  im- 
properly been  made  a  State  question ;  he  com- 
plained also  that  Charleston  had  been  placed  upon 
the  same  ground  with  New  York,  though  she  was 
willing  to  cede  the  jurisdiction  of  her  fortifications, 
and  it  was  owing  to  a  mistake  in  the  Legislature 
that  it  had  not  already  been  done.  He  also  ex- 
cused  the  State  of  New  York  from  delinquency, 
as  he  did  not  know  that  any  offer  had  been  made  to 

Purchase  the  land  upon  which  the  fortifications  are 
uilt,  which  he  said  the  Constitution  pointed  out 
as  necessary. 

Mr.  Dayton  took  notice  of  what  had  falko 
from  the  different  members  in  opposition  to  hu 
amendment ;  and  said  the  light-house  which  had 
been  ceded  by  New  Jersey  to  the  United  States 
was  of  greater  importance  to  the  State  of  NeK 
York  than  the  fortifications  on  the  -three  island) 
ever  would  be. 

Mr.  Gordon  supported  the  opinion  of  Mr 
Smith,  in  excusing  New  York  from  delinquency 
and,  after  some  observations  against  the  amend 
ment  by  Mr.  Harper, 

The  question  was  put  and  carried,  there  beini 
63  for  it. 

The  committee  rose,  and  upon  leave  being  askei 
to  sit  again, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  leave  would  not  begiv^ 
for  since  they  had  agreed  to  an  amendment  whicl 
would  exclude  Charleston  and  New  York  fron 
any  attention,  he  thought,  as  no  other  ports  want 
ed  it  so  much,  there  was  no  occasion  to  ffo  into  J 
Committee  of  the  Whole  again  on  the  subject 

Mr.  Williams  was  of  the  same  opinion. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  because  the  States  of  N?* 
York  and  South  Carolina  had  not  done  what  thej 
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ought  to  do,  though  the  country  was  in  danger, 
yet  no  other  port  must  be  attended  to.  This  looked 
as  if  those  gentlemen  thought  the  defence  of  the 
Union  depended  wholly  upon  them. 

Mr.  W1LMAM8  replied,  that  if  the  country  were 
in  danger,  the  whole  should  be  fortified ;  but  if  not, 
fas  seemed  to  be  the  opinions  of  gentlemen  in  re- 
fusing to  do  any  thing  towards  securing  two  of  as 
important  harbors  as  any  in  the  Union,)  then 
there  was  no  occasion  for  any. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Blount  and  Mr. 
Potter,  the  question  for  leave  to  sit  again  was 
pat  and  carried,  there  being  64  votes  for  it. 

FLORIDA  BOUNDARY  LINE. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gtntkmen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  : 

I  have  received  information  from  the  Commissioner, 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  pursuant 
to  the  third  article  of  our  treaty  with  8pain,  that  the 
running  and  marking  of  the  boundary  line,  between 
the  colonies  of  East  and  West  Florida,  and  the  terri- 
tory of  the  United  8tates,  have  been  delayed  by  the 
officers  of  His  Catholic  Majesty ;  and  that  they  have 
declared  their  intention  to  maintain  his  jurisdiction, 
tod  to  suspend  the  withdrawing  his  troops  from  the 
nilit&ry  posts  they  occupy  within  the  territory  of  the 
United  States,  until  the  two  Governments  shall,  by  ne- 
gotiation, have  settled  the  meaning  of  the  second  arti- 
cle, respecting  the  withdrawing  of  the  troops,  garrisons, 
or  tettJcmenta,  of  either  party,  in  the  territory  of  the 
other;  that  is,  whether,  when  the  Spanish  garrisons 
withdraw,  they  are  to  leave  the  works  standing,  or  to 
demolish  them ;  and,  until,  by  an  additional  article  to 
the  treaty,  the  real  property  of  the  inhabitants  shall  be 
secured ;  and,  likewise,  until  the  Spanish  officers  are 
sure  the  Indians  will  be  pacific  The  two  first  ques- 
tions, if  to  be  determined  by  negotiation,  might  be  made 
nbjecU  of  discussion  for  years,  and  as  no  limitation  of 
time  can  be  prescribed  to  the  other,  a  certainty  in  the 
opinion  of  the  8panish  officers  that  the  Indians  will  be 
pacific,  it  will  be  impossible  to  suffer  it  to  remain  an 
obstacle  to  the  fulfilment  of  the  treaty  on  the  part  of 
8ptin. 

To  remove  the  first  difficulty,  I  have  determined  to 
leave  it  to'  the  discretion  of  the  officers  of  His  Catholic 
Majesty,  when  they  withdraw  his  troops  from  the  forts 
within  the  territory  of  the  United  States,  either  to  leave 
the  works  standing,. or  to  demolish  them  ;  and  to  re- 
more  the  second,  I  shall  cause  an  assurance  to  be  pub- 
jubed,  and  to  be  particularly  communicated  to  the  Min- 
ister of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  and  to  the  Governor  of 
Louisiana,  that  the  settlers  or  occupants  of  the  lands  in 
question,  shall  not  be  disturbed  in  their  possessions  by 
the  troops  of  the  United  States ;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
that  they  shall  be  protected  in  all  their  lawful  claims ; 
tnd  to  prevent  or  remove  every  doubt  on  this  point,  it 
merits  the  consideration  of  Congress,  whether  it  will 
not  be  expedient,  immediately,  to  pass  a  law,  giving 
positive  assurances  to  those  inhabitants,  who,  by  fair 
and  regular  grants,  or  by  occupancy,  have  obtained 
kgal  titles  or  equitable  claims  to  lands  in  that  country, 
prior  to  the  final  ratification  of  the  treaty  between  the 
United  States  and  Spain,  on  the  twenty-fifth  of  April, 
If  96* 

This  country  is  rendered  peculiarly  valuable  by  its 


inhabitants,  who  are  represented  to  amount  to  nearly 
four  thousand,  generally  well  affected,  and  much  at* 
tached  to  the  United  States,  and  zealous  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  government  under  their  authority. 

I,  therefore,  recommend  to  your  consideration  the 
expediency  of  erecting  a  government  in  the  district  of 
the  Natchez,  similar  to  that  established  for  the  territory 
northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  but  with  certain  modifica- 
tions, relative  to  titles  or  claims  of  land,  whether  of  in- 
dividuals or  companies,  or  to  claims  of  jurisdiction  of 
any  individual  State. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

United  8tatxs,  June  IS,  1797. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  referred  to  Mr. 
Baldwin,  Mr.  Sewall,  Mr. Findlay,  Mr.  Schdre- 
man,  and  Mr.  Carper,  to  report  by  bill,  or  other- 
wise. 


Tuesday,  June  13. 
SUSPENSION  OF  DUTIES. 

Mr.  Otis,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  memorial  of  certain  merchants  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  reported  a  bill  to  suspend 
in  part  the  operation  of  the  act  passed  last  session 
to  raise  certain  sums  of  money  t>y  means  of  addi- 
tional duties ;  which  was  twice  read,  and  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to-morrow. 

DEFENCE  OF  PORTS  AND  HARBORS. 

The  House  having  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  report  of  a  select 
committee  on  the  subject  of  fortifications,  and  that 
part  of  the  bill  being  under  consideration  which 
required  the  blank  filling  up. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  nil  up  with  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars,  as  he  did  not  believe  a  larger  sum 
would  be  wanted  before  the  next  session,  as  they 
had  concluded  by  the  resolution  of  yesterday  that  no 
money  should  be  expended  upon  places  which  had 
not  previously  made  a  cession  of  their  territory  to 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  proposed  to  fill  the  blank  with  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars ;  for  though  the  vote  of 
yesterday  had  outlawed  the  States  of  New  York 
and  South  Carolina,  yet  some  provision  might  be 
made,  before  Congress  rose,  for  allowing  the  Pre- 
sident to  make  such  repairs  in  the  fortifications  of 
the  United  States  as  the  appearance  of  things 
should  seem  to  require,  (without .  reference  to  ces- 
sion of  territory,)  and  therefore  he  wished  to  have 
the  blank  filled  with  the  sum  he  had  mentioned. 

This  sum  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Brooks 
and  Hartley. 

Mr.  Allen  wished  the  present  motion  suspend- 
ed, to  admit  of  one  whicn  he  had  to  make.  It 
was  to  re-consider  the  vote  of  yesterday  on  Mr. 
Dayton's  amendment  and,  in  case  it  were  reject- 
ed, to  introduce  two  additional  clauses  to  the  Dill: 
one  to  request  the  President  to  make  application 
to  the  States  which  had  not  ceded  the  territory  of 
their  fortifications  for  a  cession  of  it ;  (he  other  en- 
acting that,  in  case  such  cession  should  be  refused, 
all  farther  assistance  in  fortification  should  cease. 

Mr.  Allen  having  himself  voted  for  the  amend- 
ment which  he  wished  to  reconsider,  oeing  sec- 
onded by  a  member  in  the  same  situation,  and  Mr. 
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Gallatin  having  withdrawn  his  motion,  the  pro- 
position came  under  discussion,  and  a  considera- 
ble debate  (but  very  uninteresting,  as  it  was  mere- 
ly a  repetition  of  the  arguments  used  yesterday) 
took  place.  The  motion  for  reconsideration  was 
supported  by  Messrs.  W.  Smith,  Williams. 
Brook,  Shepard,  Goodrich,  Sitgreaves,  and 
Sewall.  It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  S.  Smith, 
Giles,  Skinner,  Potter,  Swan  wick,  and  Day- 
ton. 

In  supporting  this  motion,  Mr.  Sitgreaves 
said,  the  extraordinary  exigency  of  the  occasion, 
called  upon  them  to  dispense  with  the  amendment, 
though  he  allowed  it  to  be  just  on  general  princi- 

Eles,  this  exigency  was  evinced,  he  said,  by  their 
eing  called  together  in  an  extraordinary  manner ; 
nor  was  there  anything  in  the  late  accounts  from 
Europe,  which  lessened  the  alarm.  Indeed,  in  the 
course  of  a  recent  debate,  it  was  asserted,  that  if 
France  should  make  a  separate  peace  with  the 
Emperor,  the  situation  of  this  country  would  be- 
come peculiarly  critical,  if  the  peace  were  not 
afterwards  extended  to  Great  Britain ;  and  he  be- 
lieved this  assertion  was  well  founded. 

In  opposing  it,  Mr.  S.  Smith  took  notice  of  the 
expression  which  fell  from  Mr.  W.  Smith,  of 
the  States  of  New  York  and  South  Carolina  be- 
ing put  into  a  state  of  outlawry  by  the  amend- 
ment, which,  he  said,  was  a  very  extraordinary 
reflection  upon  that  House,  especially  to  come 
from  one  who  was  known  to  be  so  great  a  lover  of 
order.  The  Speaker,  in  alluding  to  this  circum- 
stance, said  he  did  not  hear  the  expression,  and 
that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  must  be  mis- 
taken, as  such  an  expression  could  not  have  esca- 
ped from  a  gentleman  of  such  candor  and  urban- 
ity of  manners.  If  he  had  heard  him  make 
use  of  such  an  expression,  he  should  have  call- 
ed upon  him,  both  in  that  House  and  out  of  it. 
If  he  had  made  the  declaration,  he  trusted  he 
would  be  honest,  candid,  and  just  enough,  to  re- 
voke it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  took  no  notice  of  this  remark, 
but  the  question  for  reconsidering  the  amendment 
was  taken  and  lost,  there  being  43  votes  for  it,  and 
52  against  it. 

The  question  was  then  put  upon  filling  the 
blank  with  200,000  dollars,  and  negatived  without 
a  division. 

The  sense  of  the  committee  was  next  taken 
upon  the  sums  of  $100,000  and  $80,000,  both  of 
which  were  negatived,  there  being  only  38  votes 
in  favor  of  each.  It  was  then  moved  to  fill  the 
blank  with  $50,000. 

Mr.  Rutledoe  suggested  it  to  the  gentleman 
whether  60,000  dollars  would  not  even  be  neces- 
sary, when  he  excluded  from  any  provision  the 
States  of  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Massachusetts, 
and  New  York. 

Mr.  Skinner  observed,  that  only  $4,000  had 
been  estimated  for -the  Eastern  States. 

Mr.  Rutledoe  said,  the  reasons  for  this  were, 
because  the  fortifications  in  those  States  were  in 
much  better  repair  than  those  in  the  Southern,  and 
were  less  liable  to  attack. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  in  moving  50,000  dollars  he 


did  not  mean  to  be  niggardly ;  he  thought  that 
sum,  with  the  20,000  dollars  in  hand,  would  be 
full  as  much  as  the  Executive  would  want  in 
■  three  months,  since  they  had  only  expended  3,000 
dollars  in  the  last  three  months. 

Mr.  Milledge  spoke  of  the  situation  of  Geor- 
gia. A  cession  had  not  been  made,  he  said,  of  the 
territory  on  which  their  fort  stood.  It  was  the 
property  of  an  individual,  therefore,  as  they  had 
not  refused  to  make  cession,  they  were  entitled  to 
protection. 

Mr.  Varndm  hoped  the  blank  would  not  be  fill- 
ed at  all.  as  he  did  not  believe  we  had  any  reason 
to  apprehend  an  invasion;  and  if  we  had.  the  lar- 
gest sum  proposed  to  be  appropriated  would  be  as 
nothing  when  applied  to  make  a  complete  fortifi- 
cation for  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Otib  confessed  that  he  was  not  of  opinion 
with  gentlemen  who  thought,  if  there  was  not  im- 
mediate danger,  they  might  as  well  return  home 
without  doing  any  thing.  He  thought  that  we 
should  show  to  the  world  that  we  were  ready  to 
place  ourselves  in  a  posture  of  defence ;  but  if  they 
were  to  vote  only  50,000  dollars  for  the  purpose  of 
fortifying  our  harbors,' it  would  be  burlesquing  the 
business,  and  we  should  become  an  object  of  ridi- 
cule to  foreign  nations. 

It  was  generally  brought  as  an  argument 
against  appropriating  money,  that  it  was  lavished 
away ;  but  it  was  now  said,  because  the  Execu- 
tive had  been  economical  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  money  which  had  last  session  been  appropri- 
ated, they  would  confine  him  to  a  small  sum  at 
present ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  ought  to 
oe  evidence  to  them  that  whatever  sum  was  now 
appropriated,  would  be  taken  care  of  in  the  same 
manner. 

If  this  country,  Mr.  O.  said,  were  in  so  low  a 
situation,  as  not  to  be  able  to  provide  money  for 
its  defence,  we  had  better  call  in  France  or  some 
other  Power,  to  take  care  of  us ;  but  he  trusted 
they  should  show  a  very  different  spirit  He  sin- 
cerely hoped  peace  would  take  place  in  Europe 
before  they  came  together  again,  and  that  this 
country  would  no  longer  have  cause  of  alarm ; 
but  this,  he  said,  we  were  not  sure  of,  and  we 
ought  not  to  stand  with  our  arms  a-kimbo,  because 
a  tew  dollars  might  be  saved.  He  knew  no  part 
of  this  money  was  to  be  expended  on  Massachu- 
setts, but  when  the  interests  of  the  whole  were  the 
object,  he  forgot  local  interest.  Gentlemen  who 
had  all  along  said  they  would  do  nothing,  would 
artfully  fain  their  point,  by  the  division  of  those 
who  wished  to  put  the  nation  into  a  state  of  de- 
fence, but  who  were  divided  on  this  occasion.  The 
responsibility  of  such  a  conduct,  however,  should 
not  be  upon  him. 

Mr.  Giles  charged  the  gentleman  last  up  with 
wandering  from  the  subject.  He  thought,  as  well 
as  others,  200,000  dollars  a  petty  sum  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  Union  by  means  ot  fortifications;  and 
if  there  were  real  danger,  he  would  vote  for  much 
more.  But  he  did  not  think  this  a  proper  kind  of 
defence  for  the  country  ;  he  was  for  defending  it 
by  means  of  the  militia.  The  gentleman  had  ad- 
vanced a  most  extraordinary  reason  for  appropn- 
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ating  a  larger  sum  of  money  than  contemplated ; 
it  was  because  the  President  had  taken  care  of  the 
last  sum  appropriated.  It  was  the  business  of  that 
House,  he  said,  to  take  care  of  the  money,  and  not 
to  appropriate  it  in  order  that  it  might  lie  safely  in 
the  bands  of  the  Executive.  From  the  present 
situation  of  Europe,  he  believed  the  least  done 
would  be  the  best.  If  the  gentleman  thought  the 
adoption  of  nominal  means,  which  could  possibly 
produce  no  good,  would  do  the  nation  any  credit, 
he  differed  from  him  in  opinion. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said  he  had  voted 
for  filling  the  blank  with  100,000  dollars,  and  af- 
terwards with  80,000  dollars,  because  he  believed 
either  of  these  sums  might  have  been  applied  with 
advantage.  If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
had  been  in  the  House  yesterday,  he  would  have 
spared  some  of  his  observations  of  to-day,  which 
were  more  remarkable  for  warmth  than  for  candor. 
Mr.  D.  defended  his  amendment,  and  said  it  had 
been  a  subject  he  had  never  lost  sight  of.  And 
hare  I  (exclaimed  Mr.  D.)  declared  I  would  do 
nothing  7  Have  not  I  voted  for  every  measure, 
calculated  to  put  the  country  in  a  state  of  defence, 
acept  for  arming  the  merchants'  vessels?  Every 
thing  that  was  proper,  he  said,  he  was  ready  to 
do ;  but  not  to  throw  away  (100,000  upon  works 
which  every  one  now  acknowledged  could  never 
be  of  service  to  the  United  States.  Was  there  any 
reason,  he  asked,  for  throwing  away  this  money, 
because  the  country  was  in  danger  ?  He  thought 
not,  but  the  contrary  ;  for,  if  that  were  the  case,  it 
behooved  them  to  be  careful  to  spend  their  money 
to  the  best  advantage. 

Mr.  Otis  explained,  and  declared  he  did  not 
mean  to  allude  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  he  had  all  along  contended 
for  the  propriety  of  attending  to  the  fortifying  of 
New  York,  as  well  as  Charleston,  but  as  he  nad 
been  unsuccessful  in  his  endeavors  with  respect  to 
New  York,  he  should  follow  the  example  of  the 
Emperor,  and  make  a  separate  peace,  by  taking 
care  of  his  own  State.  He  therefore  moved  an 
additional  section  providing  that  an  additional 
sum  should  be  provided  for  fortifying  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  South  Carolina  and  Georgia. 

A  New  York  member  proposed  to  add,  "  the 
Narrows  in  the  port  of  New  York."  * 

After  some  lew  observations,  in  which  Mr. 
Brooks  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  South  Car- 
olina followed  the  example  of  the  Emperor,  they 
must,  like  Great  Britain,  make  the  best  of  their 
situation,  the  question  was  put  on  this  amend- 
ment, and  negatived  without  a  division. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  then  went  into  a  defence  of  his 
proposition,  assuring  the  committee  no  objection 
would  be  made  to  granting  a  cession  of  the  terri- 
tory. He  spoke  of  a  considerable  armament  which 
was  going  on  at  St.  Augustine,  for  what  purpose 
was  not  known,  though  said  to  be  from  a  strong 
expectation  of  an  invasion  from  England ;  but 
that,  whatever  was  the  intention,  all  the  arms  and 
ammunition  which  could  be  purchased  at  Charles- 
ton, had  been  sent  there,  which  had  caused  very 
considerable  alarm  in  that  city. 


Mr.  Brooks  and  Mr.  Milledge  spoke  in  favor 
of  this  measure,  and  Mr.  Varndm  against  it ;  and 
after  a  pretty  long  speech  from  Mr,  Kutledge,  in 
which  he  advocated  with  great  zeal  the  propriety 
of  attending  to  the  Southern  States,  as  most  ex- 
posed to  danger,  and  also  mentioned  several  in- 
stances in  wnich  the  commerce  of  Charleston  had 
been  annoyed  by  means  of  French  pirates,  the 
question  was  put  upon  this  new  section,  and  car- 
ried, there  being  54  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with* 
$40,000,  which  was  carried,  there  being  fifty  votes 
in  favor  of  it. 

It  was  then  moved  that  the  committee  rise  and 
report  the  bill  with  the  amendments ;  but  on  Mr. 
Dayton's  saying  he  had  another  amendment  to 
propose,  the  committee  rose,  had  leave  to  sit  again, 

And  the  House  adjourned. 


Wednesday,  June  14. 

Mr.  N.  Smith,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  to  prevent  vessels 
taken  by  foreign  Powers  from  ever  after  receiving 
new  registers,  except  by  the  original  owners,  but, 
though  possessed  by  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
be  considered  as  vessels  of  a  foreign  Power. 

Mr.  Potter  also  reported  a  bill  for  authorizing 
the  President,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  to 
provide  galleys  or  other  vessels,  for  purposes  therein 
mentioned. 

Both  these  bills  were  twice  read  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

FORTIFICATIONS. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject  of  Fortifica- 
tions, when 

Mr.  Allen  moved  a  clause  to  the  bill  to  the 
following  effect,  viz :  "  to  empower  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  authorize  the  Governor  of 
the  State  of  New  York  to  expend  a  sum  not  ex- 
ceeding   ,  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the 

forts  and  harbors  of  the  State  of  New  York,  pro- 
vided the  sum  so  expended  be  placed  to  the  credit 
of  the  said  State  on  account  ot  the  balance  found 
due  from  that  State  to  the  United  States,  and  pro- 
vided that  the  State  cede  the  right  of  jurisdiction 
of  the  places  upon  which  such  fortifications  shall 
be  erected  to  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Brooks  opposed  the  motion,  as  being  par- 
ticularly pointed  at  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Havens  proposed  an  amendment  to  it, 
which  was  to  make  it  apply  generally  to  all  the 
debtor  States,  instead  of  confining  it  to  the  State 
of  New  York  alone. 

Mr.  Harper  seconded  the  motion,  and  Mr.  Al- 
len consented  to  have  it  incorporated  in  his  pro- 
position. 

Mr.  Skinner  advocated  the  motion,  and  denied 
that  it  operated  in  a  partial  manner  upon  the 
State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  in  favor  of  the  motion.  He 
wished  the  business  of  fortification  to  be  gone  into 
effectually,  by  securing  every  principal  port  in  the 
Union,  and  not  that  small  sums  should  be  spent 


311 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


312 


H.ofR.] 


Fortifications. 


[June,  1797. 


here  and  there,  which  could  produce  no  good  ef- 
fect. If  he  were  Secretary  of  War,  therefore,  he 
should  think  it  .best  to  expend  the  whole  $75,000 
now  .proposed  to  be  appropriated  on  the  fortifica- 
tions on  Mud  Island,  as  he  did  not  think  any  par- 
ticular exigency  at  present  called  for  partial 
measures. 

Mr.  Williams  agreed  with  the  gentleman  last 
up  that  attention  ought  to  be  paid  to  all  the  impor- 
tant ports  of  the  United  States,  and  of  course  he 
should  be  in  favor  of  the  amendment.  He  did 
not  doubt  but,  rather  than  be  continually  stigma- 
tized with  being  debtors,  the  State  of  New  York 
would  consent  to  lay  out  the  assumed  debt  at  the 
Narrows,  though  he  believed  they  would  not  like 
the  way  in  which  the  business  had  been  done. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  opposed  to  the  motion,  as  the 
debtor  States  would  be  deprived  of  all  advantage 
from  the  (75,000  appropriated.  He  also  insisted 
that  the  debt  said  to  be  due  from  the  State  of 
New  York  to  the  United  States  ought  not  to  be 
drawn  into  the  present  discussion ;  but,  if  it  were 
to  be  considered,  it  would  be  proper  to  let  the  sub- 
ject stand  alone.  To  do  otherwise  was  making 
an  odious  distinction,  to  the  disadvantage  of  New 
York. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  denied  that  the  debt- 
or States  were  deprived  of  any  assistance  from  the 
sum  already  agreed  to  be  appropriated  generally. 
If  the  gentleman  had  read  the  first  clause  of  the 
bill  he  had  suffered  his  warmth  to  overcome  his 
memory,  as  he  must  there  see  this  was  not  the 
case.  With  respect  to  obtaining  a  cession  of  the 
three  islands  upon  which  the  fortifications  at  New 
York  were  erected,  he  would  not  agree  to  appro- 
priate twenty  cents  for  that  purpose ;  nor  did  he 
Delieve  the  State  of  New  York  would  ever  cede 
them. 

Mr.  D.  said,  it  was  yesterday  observed  that 
odious  distinction  was  made  with  respect  to  New 
York,  because  she  was  not  provided  for ;  and  now 
provision  was  made  for  her,  gentlemen  still  talked 
of  odious  distinction.  He  did  not  know  what 
gentlemen  would  be  satisfied  with. 

Mr.  D.  said,  living  near  New  York  as  he  did, 
he  had  had  frequent  opportunities  of  conversing 
with  the  people  of  that  city  on  this  subject,  and 
so  far  from  a  proposition  or  this  kind  being  con- 
sidered as  an  insult  to  that  State,  he  believed  it 
would  be  highly  gratifying  to  them.  Nay,  the 
Representatives  of  that  State  had  assured  him 
last  session,  in  conversation,  that  if  an  offer  like 
the  present  came  from  Congress,  it  would  be  well 
received.  Every  one  of  them  said  this,  but  they 
did  not  wish  themselves  to  propose  it,  because  it 
might  be  supposed  they  pledged  the  State  to  ac- 
cept the  offer,  when  they  had  no  authority  to  do 
so.  He  had  not  heard  an  individual  say  it  would 
not  be  well  received,  and  he  could  see  no  ground 
for  the  present  opposition. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  thought  the  amendment  a  good 
one.  He  believed  the  State  of  Pennsylvania 
would  be  glad  to  discharge  their  debt  to  tne  Uni- 
ted States  in  this  way. 

Mr.  Williams  doubted  not  that  the  assertions 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  might  be  just 


as  to  the  citizens  of  New  York  city,  but  they  were  \ 
not  so  with  respect  to  other  parts  of  that  State, 
and  the  representatives  in  the  Legislature  came 
chiefly  from  the  west  and  north  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  think  it  material  to  inquire 
into  the  dispositions  of  the  people  of  the  city  or 
country  of  New  York,  on  this  occasion.  The 
question  was  whether  it  was  expedient  to  make 
the  present  proposition.  He  thought  it  was;  fori 
if  it  were  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  New  York 
great  good  would  be  done ;  if  not,  no  harm  could! 
be  the  consequence. 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  he  knew  the  minds  of! 
his  constituents  better  than  the  gentleman  from  I 
New  Jersey.  He  had  been  in  the  Legislature  of! 
New  York  for  three  years  past,  which  he  believed  1 
was  the  best  possible  situation  for  learning  the 
political  opinions  of  the  State.  He  believed  a 
proposition  of  this  kind  would  not  be  well  re- 
ceived;  he  called  it  an  invidious  distinction  from! 
their  sister  States ;  it  was  to  say  to  them.  *  If  you 
do  not  pay  your  debt  (which  we  say  js  just,  but 
which  you  dispute)  you  shall  not  be  protected."    i 

Mr.  Dayton  again  charged  the  memory  of  the 

? gentleman  from  New  York  with  not  being  faith- 
ul,  and  justified  his  former  assertion.    When  the l 
blank  came  to  be  filled  up  he  said  he  meant  to  pro-! 

Sose  it  to  be  filled  with  tne  sum  of  $1,200,000,  the 
ebt  assumed  for  the  State  of  New  York ;  but.  if! 
he  believed  a  proposition  of  this  kind  would  be 
considered  as  an  insult  to  that  State  or  people,  he! 
would  be  the  last  to  support  it.  1 

Mr.  Havens  believed  with  the  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey,  that  the  proposition  would  not  be 
considered  as  an  insult,  out  he  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther it  would  be  accepted,  because  there  -was  a  1 
prevailing  opinion  in  that  State  that  the  settle- 
ment between  the  States  and  the  United  States 
had  not  been  fair,  as  it  related  to  them,  and  that 
the  western  representation  would  oppose  such  an 
appropriation. 

Mr.  Elmendorph  was  against  the  amendment 
The  principle  upon  which  the  House  had  proceed- 
ed was  general  protection  arising  from  a  sense  of 
danger,  and  Jhat  therefore  those  places  which  were 
weakest  and  most  exposed  had  a  primary  claim 
upon  their  notice,  without  respect  to  cession  or 
any  other  secondary  object;  but  instead  of  this. 
the  question  seemed  to  be  a  contest  between  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  Union  and  the  State  of  New 
York.  He  did  not  himself  think  there  was  any 
occasion  for  extraordinary  measures;  but,  as  it 
had  been  otherwise  concluded,  he  thought  New 
York  was  entitled  to  equal  attention  with  others. 
and  ought  not  to  be  pointed  at  in  the  way  propos- 
ed ;  for,  said  he,  if  the  resolution  passes,  it  will 
not  insure  the  business  being  done,  because  the 
Legislature  of  New  York  might  not  agree  to  it 
He  therefore  thought  that  the  measure  was  an  ex- 
communication of  that  State  from  the  general 
protection  proposed. 

Mr.  Sitorbaves  wished  to  offer  a  substitute  to 
the  section  under  consideration,  which  he  had 
reason  to  believe  would  prove  generally  accepta- 
ble.   It  was  to  the  following  effect : 

"And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  President  of 
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the  United  States  be  authorixed  to  cause  to  be  erected 
at  the  Narrows,  inch  fortifications  as  he  may  deem  ne- 
cessary for  the  protection  of  the  port  and  harbor  of  New 
York :  Provided,  That  the  expense  thereof  do  not  ex- 
ceed   dollars. 

''And  be  it  fisher  enacted,  That  the  sum  of 
$200,000,  expendedin  erecting  the  present  fortifications 
in  that  port,  be  passed  to4he  credit  of  the  balance  found 
due  from  the  8tate  of  New  York  to  the  United  8tates ; 
and  that  so. much  as  shall  remain  of  the  said  balance, 
shall  be  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  fortifying  the 
Narrows  as  aforesaid." 

Mr.  Havens  did  not  approve  of  this  amend- 
ment. The  assumed  debt  of  the  State  of  New 
York  would  by  no  means  fortify  the  Narrows. 
After  taking  off  $200,000  for  the  present  fortifica- 
tions* there  would  only  remain  one  million,  and 
he  believed  it  would  require  three  millions. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  this  proposition  much 
more  hostile  to  the  State  of  New  York  than  the 
one  it  superseded,  as  the  principle  of  the  other  was 
general  and  this  particular.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  Narrows  would  be  fortified  either  by  the 
State  of  New  York  or  the  United  States,  at  pres- 
ent. He  thought  a  million  of  dollars  might  be  laid 
out  to  much  better  purpose  in  the  purchase  of  ships 
of  war ;  for,  if  they  were  to  go  into  a  system  of 

Ceral  fortification  of  the  coast,  one  hundred  mil- 
ls of  dollars  would  at  least  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Allen  supported  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Bayabd  was  opposed  to  the  amendment, 
because  in  favor  of  the  bill,  for  he  believed  if  the 
amendment  was  adopted,  the  bill  would  be  lost. 
The  amendment  was  pretended  to  be  directed  to 
one  point,  but  was  insidiously  pointed  to  another. 
He  thought  it  improper,  when  one  subject  was  un- 
der debate,  to  introduce  another  totally  different. 
He  did  noi  come  prepared  to-day  to  decide  on  the 
subject  of  the  debtor  States.  A  question  of  this 
importance  ought  not  to  be  interwoven  with  any 
other.  He  adverted  to  what  had  taken  place  last 
session  on  the  subject  of  these  debts,  and  said,  if 
the  Senate  had  declined  an  agreement  to  a  propo- 
sition so  mild  as  that  was.  it  could  not  be  expected 
to  concur  in  this,  and,  of  course,  the  bill  would  be  • 
lost 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  this  amendment  passed. 
the  President  would  be  authorized  immediately 
to  commence  fortifications  at  the  Narrows.  He 
hoped,  if  they  gave  this  authority,  they  should  do 
it  understanding!  y.  If  the  proposition  said  anything, 
it  said. "  Go  on  and  make  your  fortifications,  and 
the  sum  expended  shall  be  put  to  your  credit" 
But,  he  said,  whatever  more  was  spent  than  the 
amount  of  the  debt,  the  United  States  would  have 
to  pay.  He  should  have  voted  for  the  former  pro- 
position, because  he  thought  it  would  have  served 
the  State  of  New  York,  but  he  could  not  vote  for 
this. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  acknowledged  that  if  the  con- 
struction put  upon  his  proposition  was  a  just  one, 
he  should  himself  abandon  it ;  but  he  did  not  think 
the  proposition  was  obligatory  upon  the  President, 
provided  the  funds  should  fail.  If  he  should  deem 
jt  necessary  to  erect  the  fortifications  in  question, 
he  was  authorized,  not  required,  to  do  so.    He  be- 


lieved there  was  always  such  a  connexion  between 
the  authorization  and  expense,  as  that  when  the 
fund  failed  the  expense  ceased.  He  supposed, 
therefore,  that  the  President  would  first  inquire 
whether  the  State  of  New  York  was  willing  thus 
to  pay  their  balance,  if  not,  he  would  not  proceed 
with  the  works. 

The  gentleman  from  Delaware  had  said,  it  was 
his  (Mr.  Qh.)  intention  to  defeat  the  bill.  He  had 
voted  in  favor  of  fortifications ;  he  had  voted  in 
favor  of  the  highest  sum  proposed  to  be  appropri- 
ated for  that  purpose. 

[Mr.  Bayard  said  he  had  only  stated  that  the 
amendment  would  produce  that  effect.] 

Mr.  S.  replied,  he  had  not  only  said  it  was  his 
design,  but  that  it  was  an  insidious  design.  He  wish- 
ed the  coast  to  be  effectually  fortified ;  he  did  not 
know  that  our  funds  would  not  at  present  admit 
of  it.  The  proposition  had  two  objects  in  view, 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  desirable  thing  to  ac- 
complish them.  Indeedj  be  did  not  before  to-day 
hear  any  objection  to  this  measure. 

Mr.  S.  referred  to  what  Colonel  Stevens  had  said 
in  favor  of  this  measure  in  the  course  of  last  ses- 
sionj  and  concluded  with  observing  he  had  no 
particular  fondness  for  the  proposition,  but  had  in- 
troduced it  for  the  purpose  of  accommodation. 

Mr.  Van  Alen  opposed  the  amendment  at  con- 
siderable length.  He  said  it  was  either  necessary 
to  put  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States 
in  a  state  of  defence,  or  it  was  not ;  if  it  was  not, 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  done ;  but  if  it  was,  he  in- 
sisted upon  its  being  the  duty  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment to  protect  New  York  as  well  as  other 
ports.  But,  to  pursue  the  conduct  proposed,  was 
to  say,  "  We  have  fortified  other  ports,  you  may 
fortify  yourselves;  you  owe  us  money,  do  the 
business,  and  put  it  to  account."  If  this  were  done, 
he  believed  they  would  have  no  more  fortifications 
than  they  had  at  present ;  tor  it  seemed  to  be  de- 
termined New  York  must  pay  the  debt  said  to  be 
due,  and  he  did  not  think  they  would  be  inclined 
to  do  it  and  have  no  security. 

Mr.  Havens  again  spoke  against  the  amendment. 

The  question  on  the  first  part  of  Mr.  Sit- 
greave8's  proposition  was  taken,  and  negatived, 
there  being  only  ten  votes  for  it ;  the  last  fell,  ot 
course. 

Mr.  Harper  then  moved  again  the  proposition 
of  Mr.  Allen,  as  amended  by  Mr.  Havens  ;  and 
the  sense  of  the  committee  was  taken  upon  the 
first  part  of  it,  which  was  carried,  there  being  56 
votes  in  favor  of  it.  The  question  was  then  taken 
on  the  latter  part,  and  it  was  carried,  there  being 
63  votes  for  it. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  were  about 
to  take  up  the  amendments,  when 

Mr.  Parker  wished  to  report  a  bill  for  comple- 
ting the  frigates  United  States,  Constitution,  and 
Constellation.  f 

.  Mr.  Nicholas  also  reported  a  bill  directing  the 
appointment  of  agents  in  relation  to  the  6th  article 
of  the  British  Treaty. 

Both  these  bills  were  twice  read  and  committed 
to  Committees  of  the  Whole;  the  former  for  Mon- 
day, and  the  latter  for  to-morrow. 
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SUSPENSION  OF  DUTIE8. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Otis,  the  House  went  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  sus- 
pending in  part  the  operation  of  an  act,  passed  last 
session,  for  raising  a  certain  sum  of  money  by  ad- 
ditional duties.  The  committee  rose  without 
making  any  other  than  a  verbal  amendment  j  but 
a  short  debate  took  place  in  the  House,  and,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Harper,  the.  bill  was  rejected — 48  to  42. 

The  propriety  of  passing  this  Dill,  intended  to 
operate  in  favor  of  certain  Massachusetts  mer- 
chants, was  supported  by  Messrs.  Otis,  Brooks, 
Champlin,  and  S.  Smith,  on  the  ground  of  its 
unequal  operation,  as  it  appeared  that  the  cargoes 
of  their  vessels  at  this  season,  from  being  several 
months  longer  on  their  voyage,  will  be  charged 
with  the  new  duty,  whilst  those  of  all  the  other 
ports,  from  making  shorter  voyages,  would  not  be 
charged  with  it.  It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Har- 
per, Parker,  and  Coit,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  wrong  to  set  a  law  aside  from  a  com- 
plaint of  this  kind,  as  it  would  open  the  door  to 
petitions  without  end,  whenever  in  future  the  least 
inequality  of  a  tax  was  experienced. 


Thursday,  June  15. 
FORTIFICATIONS 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments agreed  to  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
to  the  bill  respecting  fortifications. 

The  first  amendment,  which  was  to  fill  the 
blank,  to  be  applied  to  fortifications  generally,  with 
$75,000,  was  agreed  to— 48  to  38. 

The  next  amendment  was  the  one  introduced  by 
Mr.  Dayton,  to  prevent  any  money  being  applied 
to  fortifications,  the  jurisdiction  of  which  had  not 
been  ceded  to  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Brooks  recapitulated  his  objection  to  this 
proposition. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  had  voted  for  this  amend- 
ment, because  he  conceived  it  to  be  founded  on 
just  principles ;  and,  as  he  should  now  vote  against 
it,  it  was  necessary  to  give  his  reasons  for  doing 
so.  He  believed  tne  principle  just  and  proper  to 
be  used,  whenever  the  United  States  should  go  into 
a  general  plan  of  fortifications.  But,  as  this  was 
only  meant  for  a  temporary  provision  against  dan- 
ger, he  believed  it  would  not  be  abided  by,  because  the 
danger  might  be  greatest,  and  the  assistance  wanted 
most,  at  a  place  which  was  not  ceded.  Besides, 
he  believed  there  was  not  a  single  port  in  the  Uni- 
ted States  which  had  ceded  exclusive  jurisdiction 
of  their  territory  according  to  the  Constitution ; 
and,  therefore,  this  provision  would  go  to  preclude 
the  whole  from  relief,  as  every  cession  which  had 
been  made  provided  for  a  concurrent  jurisdiction 
of  the  State,  So  far  as  it  related  to  Pennsylvania, 
she  would  not  be  entitled  to  any  support,  because 
she  not  only  reserved  a  concurrent  jurisdiction,  but 
provided  that,  if  the  cession  was  not  accepted 
within  one  year,  it  would  be  void ;  and  more  than 
one  year  had  now  elapsed,  and  the  cession  was  not 
accepted. 


The  question  was  put,  and  the  amendment  nega- 
tived, there  being  only  30  for  it. 

The  next  amendment  was  that  limiting  the  in- 
terest of  the  money  to  be  borrowed  at  six  per  cent. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  noped  they  should  not  agree  to 
this,  but  that  they  should  agree  to  expunge  what 
related  to  a  loan.  Other  expenses  would  be  incur- 
red, and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  include 
the  whole  in  one  bill. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed  there  would  be  no  occa- 
sion for  a  specific  bill  for  a  loan,  as  he  believed 
the  President  had  already  sufficient  power  to  bor- 
row money,  if  it  could  be  got,  (alluding  to  the  fire 
millions  oi  six  per  cent,  stock  agreed  to  last  sess- 
ion.) He  thought  the  present  revenue  would  be 
sufficient,  and  that  it  was  only  necessary  to  give  a 
power  of  borrowing  on  anticipation. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  was  in  favor  of  continuing  the 
amendment,  because  the  striking  of  it  out  would 
appear  as  if  they  meant  not  to  limit  the  interest 
to  six  per  cent.  He  condemned  the  practice  of 
borrowing  money  upon  all  occasions.  Whilst 
they  were  meditating  schemes  of  defence,  he 
thought  they  ought  also  to  fix  upon  some  mode 
of  raising  additional  funds.  He  apprehended  no 
good  to  the  United  States  from  this  system  of 
borrowing. 

Mr.  Harper  denied  that  the  present  revenue 
could  be  relied  on  to  meet  the  expenses  contem- 
plated by  this  bill,  especially  if  they  took  into  con- 
sideration an  authonzed  expense  of  $100,000,  re- 
specting the  trade  with  the  Indians.  He  there- 
fore thought  it  necessary  to  provide  for  them  by  a 
loan ;  for  taxes  could  not  be  laid  and  collected  in 
time  to  answer  the  exigency.  In  order  to  reim- 
burse the  loan,  it  would  be  necessary,  of  course,  to 
provide  taxes. 

Mr.  Swanwick  was  sorry  to  hear  the  gentleman 
last  up  advocating  permanent  loans. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  he  did  not  mean  permanent 
loans,  but  such  as  might  be  redeemable  in  a  few 
years. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  this  would  nevertheless  bean 
increase  of  stock,  and,  of  course,  of  debt.  An  irre- 
deemable debt  would,  indeed,  be  a  very  extraordi- 
nary thing  for  this  country.  He  understood  his 
colleague  to  mean  that,  whatever  sum  was  bor- 
rowed, should  be  in  anticipation  of  the  revenue  to 
be  raised,  which  would  answer  the  idea  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  himself.  By  the 
method  proposed  of  selling  stock  to  pay  borrowed 
money,  whilst  it  appeared  we  were  only  paying 
six  per  cent.,  we  were  in  fact  paying  nine  or  ten. 
because  the  stock  was  sold  greatly  below  par.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  they  should  provide,  by  taxes,  for 
all  the  money  they  expended. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  accused  the  gentleman  last  up 
with  wandering  from  the  subject.  The  question 
was,  whether  it  was  necessary  to  say  anything 
about  a  loan  in  this  bill.  There  were  two  kinds 
of  loan,  one  an  anticipation  of  existing  revenue, 
another  where  there  was  no  revenue  to  meet  the 
expense.  The  present  bill  contemplated  the  form- 
er. It  was  necessary  to  give  the  President  power 
to  borrow,  because,  if  there  was  no  surplus  of  rev- 
enue, the  expense  could  not  be  met.    He  did  not 
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object  to  the  amendment  because  it  limited  the 
interest  of  money,  but  because,  if  the  interest  was 
agreed  to,  the  appropriation  clause  could  not  after- 
wards be  struck  out.  Before  they  rose,  he  trusted 
provision  would  be  made  for  the  payment  of  what- 
ever might  be  borrowed,  in  four  or  five  years.  He 
had  no  expectation  of  money  being  borrowed  in 
any  other  way  than  in  anticipation  of  the  rev- 
enue. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  objected  to  the'  interest  of  the 
money  to  be  borrowed  being  limited  to  six  per 
cent.,  as  he  believed  it  could  not  be  borrowed  at 
that  rate,  and  it  would  be  a  mere  farce  to  limit  the 
interest  at  a  price  below  that  at  which  it  could  be 
got.  If  money  was  absolutely  necessary,  it  must 
be  got  upon  the  best  terms  upon  which  it  could  be 
had.-  The  President  might  certainly  be  trusted 
in  a  business  of  this  sort,  since  no  one  could  believe 
he  would  pay  more  interest  than  there  was  a  ne- 
cessity for  paying. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  not  for  confiding  wholly 
to  the  President  as  to  the  interest  to  be  paid  for 
money.  It  was  usual,  he  said,  to  limit  the  interest 
of  all  money  to  be  borrowed. 

Mr.  Gallatin  reminded  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  of  a  savins  in  the  last  military 
appropriation  of  $150,000  less  than  the  sum  esti- 
mated, and  contrary  to  that  gentleman's  wishes, 
which  would  considerably  increase  the  surplus  of 
revenue. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  mentioned  a  loan  of  a  million  of 
dollars  for  the  Algerine  business,  which  was  au- 
thorized to  be  borrowed  without  limitation  of  in- 
terest. 

Mr.  Coit  was  in  favor  of  dispensing  with  the 
borrowing  clause. 

Mr.  Hartley  spoke  in  favor  of  the  limitation. 
He  believed  money  might  be  got  at  six  per  cent. 
He  should  be  unwilling  to  pay  more,  as  it  would 
increase  the  interest  of  money  generally. 

Mr.  Brooks  said  the  question  was,  not  whether 
more  than  si*  per  cent,  should  be  paid  for  the  in- 
terest of  money,  but  whether  the  borrowing  clause 
should  be  inserted  at  all. 

Mr.  Oris  was  of  the  same  opinion.  He  thought 
it  would  be  best  to  have  a  distinct  bill  for  all  the 
money  wanted. 

The  question  upon  agreeing  to  the  amendment, 
limiting  the  interest  of  the  money,  was  negatived, 
there  being  44  for  it,  and  50  against  it. 

The  next  amendment  was  the  clause  appropri- 
ating forty  thousand  dollars  for  the  fortifications 
of  South  Carolina  and  Georgia. 

Mr.  Gallatin  hoped  this  would  be  disagreed 
to.  since  the  amendment  limiting  the  general  ex- 
penditure to  such  places  as  had  ceded  their  juris- 
diction, had  been  negatived. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in  order  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  committee  upon  striking  out 
the  seventy- five  thousand  dollars,  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  this  sum  of  forty  thousand  dollars  to  it, 
since  he  supposed  this  clause  would  be  negatived, 
because  South  Carolina  and  Georgia  would  now 
he  included  in  the  general  appropriation. 

Several  members  having  expressed  a  wish  that 


this  motion  might  be  withdrawn  until  the  other 
amendments  were  gone  through,  Mr.  S.  with- 
drew it. 

The  provision  was  then  negatived. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Allen  and 
amended  by  Mr.  Havens,  empowering  the  Presi- 
dent to  authorize  the  State  of  New  York  to  expend 
a  certain  sum  upon  their  fortifications,  which 
should  be  put  to  the  credit  of  the  balance  due  from 
that  State  to  the  United  States,  being  under  con- 
sideration, 

Mr.  Cochran  proposed  to  add  the  following 
words,  in  order  to  cover  the  expense  already  incur- 
red* in  the  fortifications  at  New  York,  viz:  "or 
which  may  have  been  expended  by  any  State  for 
the  ptfrpose  aforesaid." 

Mr.  Gallatin  had  no  objection  to  the  two  mil- 
lions which  New  York  owed  the  United  States 
being  expended  upon  their  fortifications ;  but  this 
amendment  went  to  discharge  the  State  of  New 
York  from  the  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  al- 
ready expended,  whether  any  more  was  expended 
or  not. 

This  amendment  was  negatived  without  a  divi- 


sion. 


Mr.  Harper  proposed  to  add,  after  the  State  of 
New  York,  "under  the  direction  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,"  as  a  security  for  the  money 
being  properly  employed. 

Alter  a  little  conversation,  this  motion  was  car- 
ried without  a  division. 

The  question  was  then  on  the  amendment  as 
amended. 

Mr.  Macon  was  for  rejecting  the  amendment. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  of  the  same  opinion.  He 
objected  to  the  amendment  on  two  grounds:  he 
thought  it  wrong  to  call  upon  the  debtor  States  in 
this  indecent  way  for  the  payment  of  their  bal- 
ances; and  he  tnought  it  also  wrong  to  throw 
away  so  much  money  on  fortifications,  which,  he 
said,  could  be  of  no  use;  for,  though  they  might 
prevent  an  enemy  from  landing  at  the  particular 
point  where  they  were  fixed,  they  could  not 
prevent  them  from  landing  at  some  neighboring 
spot,  and  being  landed,  they  would  take  possession 
of  the  fort,  and  turn  the  euns  against  ourselves. 

Mr.  Brooks  opposed  the  passing  of  the  amend- 
ment, and  thought  the  only  way  of  settling  the 
business  of  the  debts,  would  be  oy  a  conference 
with  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Findlet  insisted  upon  it  that  the  balances 
were  settled,  and  could  not  now  be  questioned. 

Mr.  Baldwin  gave  his  vote,  in  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  in  favor  of  this,  because  he  had 
been  informed  it  would  be  acceptable  to  the  State 
of  New  York.  If  he  had  thought  such  a  proposi- 
tion would  be  disgreeable  to  them,  he  would  not 
have  supported  it.  He  believed,  when  passion 
subsided,  this  settlement  between  the  States  and 
the  United  States  would  be  acknowledged  to  be  a 
perfectly  fair  transaction.  With  respect  to  the 
latter  part  of  the  amendment,  requiring  the  juris- 
diction to  be  ceded,  he  should  be  opposed  to  it. 
He  did  not  wish  to  insist  upon  an  exclusive  right. 
He  was  willing  that  States  should  go  on  with 
their  Governments  in  their  own  way,  without  in- 
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terference,  any  farther  than  was  necessary  to  keep 
peace  amongst  them  and  foreign  nations. 

Mr.  Varnum  said,  it  would  take  upwards  of 
twenty  millions  of  dollars  to  extend  this  plan  of 
fortification  throughout  the  United  States;  and 
there  is  no  doubt,  when  it  was  done  in  one  place, 
others  would  apply  for  the  like  attention.  He  was 
therefore  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Bayard  did  not  see  why  they  should  dis- 
criminate between  one  place  and  another;  they 
struck  out  the  clause  respecting  South  Carolina 
and  Georgia  on  this  ground,  and  he  trusted  they 
should  disagree  to  this.  He  objected  to  it,  also, 
because  it  seemed  to  admit  the  State  balance)  as 
justly  due. 

Mr.  B.  then  went  at  considerable  length  Into  the 
manner  o£  the  settlement  of  the  commissioners, 
denied  that  the  debts  were  justly  due,  and  hoped 
there  would  be  a  re-settlement.  Gentlemen  said 
they  voted  for  this  to  oblige  the  debtor  States.  It 
was  an  odd  way  of  obliging  them,  by  voting  for  a 
measure  which  would  destroy  the  existence  of 
some  of  the  States. 

Mr.  Habpbr  observed  that  the  gentleman's  ar- 
guments would  have  been  exactly  in  point,  had 
the  subject  of  the  balances  been  under  conside- 
ration. 

Mr.  Otis  said  he  yesterday  voted  for  the  amend- 
ment. He  was  led  to  do  so  from  the  idea  that  he 
was  conferring  a  favor  upon  the  State  of  New 
York ;  but  having  since  conversed  with  the  Rep- 
resentatives from  that  State,  he  had  been  astonish- 
ed to  find  they  were  generally  against  it.  He 
should  therefore  decline  doing  them  a  favor  in 
spite  of  themselves. 

Mr.  O.  was  about  to  follow  Mr.  Bay  Ann  in  his 
observations;  when 

The  Speaker  said  he  had  improperly  suffered 
that  gentleman  to  proceed,  and  could  not  admit  a 
further  deviation  from  order. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment, 
and  hoped  the  gentleman  last  up  would  not  throw 
away  his  vote ;  for  though  some  States  might  not 
choose  to  accept  of  the  offer,  others  would. 

Mr.  McDowell  again  spoke  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  Elmendobph  wished  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  not  to  take  the  ground  of  opposition 
he  had  taken.  Since  the  amendment  respecting 
jurisdiction  had  been  negatived,  he  was  in  favor 
of  this  clause.  He  did  not  think  an  agreement  to 
this  proposition  was  a  recognition  of  the  debt,  nor 
did  he  think  any  State's  agreeing  to  it  would  com- 
mit others.  He  wished  those  States  who  thought 
themselves  unjustly  charged  with  these  balances 
might  have  this  opportunity  of  getting  clear  of 
them. 

Mr.  Van  Alen  opposed  this  amendment  and 
concluded  with  saying  it  was  justice  in  the  United 
States  to  fortify  the  port  of  New  York,  and  it  was 
equally  justice  in  that  State  to  pay  the  debt.  He 
wished  ner  to  be  called  upon,  but  not  in  this  way ; 
it  was  treating  her  in  a  manner  which  she  did  not 
deserve. 

The  sense  of  the  House  was  then  taken  upon 
the  first  part  of  the  proposition,  and  determined  in 
the  affirmative— yeas  51,  nays  44,  as  follows: 


Ybas — John  Allen,  Abraham  Baldwin,  Dttid 
Bard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  Richard  Brent,  SudecI 
J.  Cabell,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  John  Cbpton,  its. 
Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Dt> 
venport,  George  Ege,  Lucas  Elmendorph,Thos.  Ewni, 
William  Findley,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  Roger  Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe 
Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  Jou* 
than  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmcr, 
Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kitten,  8amuel  Lymin, 
John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John 
Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Heed, 
James  8chureman,  William  8hepard,  Thomas  Sinniek* 
son,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  8mith,  Samuel  Smith, 
Richard  8prigg,  jr.,  John  Swanwick,  Mark  Thomson, 
Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  CortUndt, 
Abraham  Venable,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

Nats — George  Baer,  jun.,  James  A.  Bayard;  Tho- 
mas Blount,  David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  Stephen 
Bullock,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  William 
Craik,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  John  Dennis, 
George  Dent,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Poster,  John  Fow- 
ler, Jonathan  Freeman,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Junes 
Gillespie,  Henry  Glen,  William  Gordon,  Andrew  Gregf, 
William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  William  Hind- 
man,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Mtehir, 
Nathaniel  Macon,  William  Matthews,  Blair  McClen* 
chan,  Jos.  McDowell,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  John  Rutledgt, 
jun.,  Samuel  Sewall,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  Willua 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  Dis- 
trict, Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  8umter,  Richard  Tho- 
mas, John  E.  Van  Alen,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and  Ro- 
bert Williams. 

The  question  was  now  taken  upon  the  latter 
part  of  the  amendment,  providing  that  exclusive 
jurisdiction  should  be  placed  in  the  United  States. 

Several  propositions  were  offered  for  the  amend- 
ment of  this  clause.  It  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Hit- 
ter a  that,  where  land  was  ceded  by  a  State  to  the 
United  States,  or  purchased  by  the  United  States 
of  an  individual,  by  the  consent  of  the  State,  a 
concurrent  jurisdiction  should  be  had. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  43  to  .40. 

Mr.  Elmendorph  then  proposed  an  amendment 
omitting  the  words  "by  consent  of  the  State,1' 
which  was  carried,  there  being  48  for  it. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  put  and  car- 
ried, there  being  58  for  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  then  proposed  to  strike  out  the 
second  section  of  the  bill,  in  order  to  leave  the  loan 
to  a  future  law. 

Mr.  Gallatin  wished  the  gentleman  to  confine 
himself  to  the  loan,  and  not  to  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  Smith  consented,  and  the  motion  wa< 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  S.  then  moved  that  the  House  again  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in 
order  to  add  the  forty  thousand  dollars,  proposed 
to  be  appropriated  for  South  Carolina  and  Geor- 
gia, to  the  seventy-five  thousand  dollars  for  the 
general  appropriation.  He  showed  at  length  the 
justice  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  Rut  ledge  seconded  the  motidn,  and  said 
he  trusted  the  vote  of  the  House  would  be  consist- 
ent with  that  of  the  committee.  The  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gallatin)  had  moved 
in  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House  for  a  reduc- 
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tion  of  the  sum  recommended  by  the  seleet  com- 
mittee, because  Carolina  and  Georgia  were  to  be 
excluded  from  a  participation  of  the  general  ap- 
propriation, they  not  having  ceded  to  the  United 
states  the  jurisdiction  of  the  territory  where  for- 
tifications had  been  and  were  to  be  erected,  and 
because  special  provision  was  to  be  made  for  for- 
tifying those  States.  But  the  House  having  de- 
termined not  to  discriminate  between  the  States 
which  had  ceded  the  jurisdiction  of  their  territory 
and  those  which  had  not,  and  the  clause  in  the 
bill  which  appropriated  forty  thousand  dollars  for 
fortifying  Carolina  and  Georgia  being  expunged, 
he  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  would 
Dot  be  so  uncandid  as  to  oppose  the  introduction 
of  the  sum  which  had  been  recommended  by  the 
committee.  The  reason  he  had  assigned  for  re- 
ducing it  bein£  that  a  special  provision  would  be 
made  for  fortifying  the  .Southern  States,  and  the 
clause  which  provided  for  their  defence  being  de- 
stroyed. Mr.  R.  hoped  the  gentleman  would  not  be 
so  inconsistent  as  to  limit  the  appropriation  to 
se?enty-five  thousand  dollars,  but  would  now  vote 
for  one  hundred  and  fifteen  thousand ;  and  thus,  by 
adding  the  sum  voted  in  the  committee  for  fortify- 
ing the  Southern  States  to  the  general  appropria- 
tion, accord  with  the  vote  of  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House, 

Mr.  R.  expressed  his  surprise  that,  after  the 
lengthy  debate  which  took  place  in  the  committee, 
in  which  he  had  detailed  the  defenceless  state  of 
Carolina  and  Georgia,  that  gentleman  should  now 
a*k  if  $75,000  would  not  be  a  sufficient  sum  for 
all  the  purposes  of  defence  and  fortifications.  He 
requested  they  would  call  to  memory  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  yesterday  by  a  gentle- 
man from  Maryland,  (Mr.  Smith,)  whose  military 
talents  were  well  known  by  every  member  in  the 
House,  and  to  whose  military  services  this  country 
was  greatly  indebted.  He  had  stated  that  $75,000 
would  not  go  far  in  fortifying  our  harbors.  What 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  had  observed 
respecting  fortifications  was  true,  as  it  related  to 
internal  defence ;  but  for  the  defence  of  the  coast, 
he  knows  they  were  of  infinite  service.  He  (Mr. 
McDowell)  nad  been  too  actively  engaged  in  our 
Revolutionary  war  not  to  know  tnat  fortifications 
had  answered  many  valuable  purposes.  He  knows 
that  the  Southern  States  were  preserved,  for  sev- 
eral years,  by  a  fortress  in  Carolina;  he  knows 
that  Sir  Peter  Parker,  with  a  large  fleet,  and  Sir 
H.  Clinton,  with  a  formidable  army,  were,  in  1796, 
baffled  at  Fort  Moultrie,  in  their  attempt  to  pass  it, 
and  compelled,  after  having  attacked  it  most  vigor- 
ously for  twelve  hours,  to  abandon  their  project  of 
conquering  the  Southern  States.  True  it  is,  that 
Fort  Moultrie  was  afterwards  taken,  and  the  whole 
State  overrun  by  the  enemy ;  but  the  conquest  was 
made  by  an  irresistible  force,  after  a  very  long  and 
gallant  defence. 

Mr.  R.  thought  30,000  or  40.000  dollars,  expended 
judiciously,  would  put  Charleston  in  a  complete 
state  of  defence.  He  admitted  that  vessels  might 
pass  a  fort  without  receiving  much  injury,  but 
contended,  that  whenever  it  was  possible  to  nave  a 
cross-fire  on  them,  few  commanders  would  be  so 
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adventurous  as  to  carry  ships  into  such  a  perilous 
situation.  He  described  the  harbor  of  Charleston 
as  being  very  capable  of  complete  defence  by  forti- 
fications. He  said  the  Secretary  of  War  contem- 
plated fortifying  an  island  opposite  to  Fort  John- 
son, and  when  that  shall  be  done,  vessels  attempting 
to  pass  it  will  encounter  a  cross  fire. 

Mr.  R,  dwelt  much  on  the  necessity  of  fortify- 
ing the  coast  of  the  Southern  States — described  it 
as  being  very  extensive,  and  having  near  it  much 
wealth,  and  that  of  a  very  perishable  nature.  In 
all  events,  he  said — even  in,  that  of  our  being  certain 
a  general  peace  will  immediately  take  place — for- 
tifications would  be  necessary  in  the  South.  Let 
whatever  order  of  things  obtain  in  Europe,  the 
revolution  had  been  so  complete  in  the  West  In- 
dies, everything  which  was  venerable  and  respect- 
able had  been  so  entirely  subverted,  anarchy  and 
disorder  were  so  prevalent  and  extensive  there, 
that  for  years  to  come  we  must  expect  to  see  our 
trade  with  those  islands  cut  off  by  picaroons,  and 
our  coast  infested  by  pirates. 

He  concluded  with  thanking  the  House  for  the 
attention  with  which  it  had  honored  his  observa- 
tions. He  deemed  it  quite  unnecessary  to  add  to 
them,  as  it  would  be  doing  great  injustice  to  the 
consistency  and  candor  which  distinguished  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  to  suppose  it  would  on 
this- day  give  a  vote  in  direct  contradiction  to  that 
of  yesterday.  He  was  persuaded  they  would  not 
and  that  a  large  majority  would  rise  in  favor  ot 
appropriating  $1 15,000. 

Mr.  Giles  had  no  doubt  of  the  situation  of 
Charleston  being  as  represented,  but  thought  the 
$75,000,  and  the  $20,000  in  hand,  would  be  equal 
to  all  that  would  be  wanted  before  Congress  met 
again. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  of  the  same  opinion.  He 
did  not  think  that  one-half  of  the  $100,000  would 
be  spent,  as  only  $140,000  had  been  expended  from 
1794  to  1797.  He  thought  no  more  should  be  ap- 
propriated than  was  absolutely  necessary ;  for,  if 
they  took  into  consideration  the  situation  of  Eu- 
rope at  present,  there  was  every  reason  to  expect  a 
general  peace  would  soon  take  place.  He  thought 
this  probability  so  great  as  almost  to  do  away  all 
apprehension  of  danger  to  this  country.  But,  be- 
cause they  were  met  together,  gentlemen  seemed 
disposed  to  do  something.  He  was  willing  that 
that  something  should  be  done.  He  was  therefore 
in  favor  of  those  measures  which  could  do  the  least 
harm.  He  should  vote  for  the  bill  in  its  present 
shape ;  but  he  should  be  against  raising  the  addi- 
tional troops  proposed,  as  they  would  cost  $400,000 
a  year — which  would  be  guarding  against  an  ima- 
ginary danger  by  introducing  a  real  evil.  He 
should  be  against  recommitting  this  bill,  because, 
if  they  went  further,  they  should  enter  upon  that 
plan  which  had  been  produced  by  a  sense  of  dan- 
ger, which  he  did  not  think  now  existed.  That 
danger  had  lessened  betwixt  the  time  of  calling 
Congress  and  their  meeting,  and  had  greatly  les- 
sened since. 

Mr.  Allen  thought  it  was  insanity  to  assert 
there  was  no  danger  to  be  apprehended  from  our 
present  situation  as  to  foreign  nations.    The  dis- 
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satisfaction  expressed  by  the  Spanish  Government, 
he  called  a  scandalous,  miserable  pretext.  He  con- 
sidered this  nation  as  on  the  eve  of  war — spoke  of 
the  French  surrounding  us  on  all  sides — nay,  he 
said  something  about  declaring  war  if  the  posts 
which  they  held  were  not  given  up.  He  hoped 
they  should  take  vigorous  measures  of  defence,  and 
not  separate  until  they  laid  a  direct  tax.  What- 
ever tne  benevolent  mind  of  the  gentleman  last 
up  might  think  of  the  French  nation,  he  could 
look  upon  them  as  nothing  less  than  foes,  f  The 
Speaker  reminded  the  gentleman  of  the  question.] 
He  concluded,  in  great  warmth,  with  charges  of 
ambition  against  the  French  nation. 

Mr.  Milledoe  and  Mr.  Shepard  each  spoke  in 
favor  of  going  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  question  for  recommitting  was  carried— 46 
to  53.  The  House  accordingly  went  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  and  agreed  to  make  the  sum 
•115,000  instead  of  $75,000— there  being  46  votes 
for  it  and  42  against  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  passage  of 
the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  48, 
nays  41,  as  follows : 

Yi as— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, James  A.  Bayard,  Theophiltis  Bradbury,  David 
Brooks,  Demsey  Burges,  Christopher  6.  Champlin, 
James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana, 
James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  George 
Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William 
Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James 
H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James 
Machir,  William  Matthews,  John  Milledge,  Daniel 
Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  John  Rut- 
ledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William 
8hepard,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Samuel 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  Smith, 
of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Thomas,  John  E.  Van 
Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nits — David  Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent, 
Nathan  Bryan,  Stephen  Bullock,  Samuel  J.  Cabell, 
Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas 
Elmendorph,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr., 
Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  An- 
drew Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jon- 
athan N.  Havens,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew  Lyon,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell, 
Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John 
Reed,  lompson  J. 8kinner, Richard Sprigg, jr.,  Richard 
Stanford,  Thomas  Sumpter,  John  8wanwick,  Abram 
Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B. 
Varnum,  and  Robert  Williams. 


Friday,  Jane  16. 

DEFENCE  OF  PORTS  AND  HARBORS. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  safety  of  the  ports 
and  harbors  of  the  United  States,  was  read  the 
third  time,  and  about  to  be  passed,  when 

Mr.  Williams  observed,  that  he  should  vote 
against  the  bill  for  the  following  reasons,  viz :  be- 
cause it  contained  a  clause  adopting  a  principle 
which  he  conceived  to  be  both  unnecessary  and 
unjust,  which  respects  the  State  debts ;  because  he 


did  not  believe  the  State  of  New  York  to  be  a 
debtor  State;  and  because  the  adjustment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  war  had  been  made  upon  the  mott 
erroneous  principles.  Eacji  State,  he  said,  ought 
to  have  been  charged  with  the  requisitions  of  Con- 
gress made  during  the  war,  and  the  interest  on 
any  defalcation  of  payment  in  each  requisition. 
and  credited  with  the  sums  paid,  and  with  such 
other  supplies  and  payments  as  were  purchased  or 
paid,  in  conformity  to  acts  of  Congress ;  but  every 
claim,  such  as  expense  of  the  expedition  to  Penob- 
scot, the  frigate  South  Carolina,  and  such  as  were 
admitted,  ought  to  stand  as  a  charge  against  the 
United  States,  and  to  be  paid  out  of  the  com- 
mon stock.  [The  Spcaksb  reminded  Mr.  W. 
of  the  question.]  Mr.  W.  said,  if  this  objec- 
tionable clause  could  be  modified  so  as  to  call  on 
the  debtor  States  for  the  sums  assumed,  and  ac- 
credit States  who  had  expended  money  on  fortifi- 
cations, he  then  should  have  hope  of  an  accommo- 
dation, especially  with  the  State  of  New  York; 
he,  therefore,  moved  for  recommitting  the  bill  so 
as  to  have  these  objects  embraced. 

Mr.  Brooks  objected  to  the  passing  of  the  bill 
on  the  same  ground,  and  supported  the  motion  of 
his  colleague. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  taken  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  and  resulted — yeas  54,  nays  35.  as 
follows : 

Tkas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, James  A.  Bayard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  Demwj 
Burges,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  William  Crai, 
James  Davenport,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dens*, 
George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Williaa 
Findley,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fowler, 
Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie,  Chauncey  Goodrich, 
William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hmot 
Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hind- 
man,  David  Holmes,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Juno, 
John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir. 
William  Mathews,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  John 
Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  John  Reed,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewafl, 
William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sit- 
greaves, Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  'Smith,  8anrael 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatch- 
er, Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  and  Peleg  Wadi- 
worth. 

Nats— David  Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  David  Brooka, 
Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claibon* 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  James  Cochran,  Joahna 
Coit,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendoph,  Jonathai 
Freeman,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Henry  Glen,  An- 
drew Gregg,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Matthew  Locke, 
Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  Anthony  New,  Tompson  J.  Skin- 
ner, William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard 
Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumpter,  Abram 
Trigg,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Jo* 
seph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  John  William*. 
and  Robert  Williams. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 
A  bill  from  the  Senate,  for  the  protection  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  States,  was  twice  read. 
and  ordered  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Monday.  This  bill  goes  into 
the  detail  as  to  the  manning  of  the  frigates,  n> 
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ing  the  pay,  rations,  dec.,  and  also  empowers  the 
President  to  equip  nine  additional  vessels,  if  he 
shall  see  necessary,  not  to  carry  more  than  twenty 
guns  each,  to  be  employed  in  tne  protection  of  our 
trade. 

Mr.  Varnom  moved  to  have  the  consideration 
of  this  bill  postponed  till  the  first  Monday  in  No- 
vember, but  was  informed  that  his  motion  was  not 
in  order. 

C0RP8  OF  ARTILLERY,  Ac. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  force  of  artillery. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  be  discharged  from  a  further  consider- 
ation of  this  bill.  He  made  this  motion,  he  said, 
for  the  purpose  of  shortening  the  discussion  ;  be- 
cause, if  it  should  be  the  opinion  of  a  majority 
that  it  was  not  proper  to  go  into  into  the  consider- 
ation of  this  subject  at  present,  there  would  be  no 
use  in  going  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  He 
did  not  think  it  connected  with  the  business  upon 
which  they  were  specially  called.  To  carry  it 
into  effect  would  at  least  cost  $300,000,  and  no  ad- 
equate benefit  would  be  derived  from  it. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  before  he  voted  on  this 
question,  he  should  be  glad  to  hear  from  the  Sec- 
retary or  War  what  was  the  present  number  of 
oar  troops,  and  where  they  were  stationed.  At 
present,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  men  we  had 
were  sufficient,  though  he  allowed  it  was  necessa- 

2r  that  time  should  be  given  for  artillerists  to  learn 
leir  duty.    He  should  vote  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee ot  the  Whole. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  objected  to  the  motion,  as,  if 
carried,  it  would  amount  to  a  rejection  o£.ihe  bill. 
He  was  against  it,  because  he  conceived  the  bill 
to  he  necessary  ;  and  he  thought  it  would  appear 
to  be  so,  from  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  him- 
self, who  brought  forward  this  motion,  as  he  had 
told  them,  when  the  subject  of  fortification  was 
under  consideration,  that  if  $115,000  were  appro- 
priated, it  would  be  necessary  to  have  additional 
triillery  to  take  care  of  the  new  forts ;  he  should, 
therefore,  to  be  consistent,  withdraw  his  motion. 
The  same  gentleman  had  yesterday  said,  this  corps 
would  cost  $400,000  a  year ;  to-day  he  had  said, 
three;  but,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  had  a  calculation,  by 
which  it  appeared  it  would  only  cost  $200,000. 

The  gentleman  last  up  had  wished  for  informa- 
tion as  to  the  stationing  of  the  present  corps.  He 
tad  in  his  hand  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
War  to  the  chairman  of  the  select  committee  of 
the  Senate,  who  reported  this  bill.  [He  read  it  j 
rom  which  it  appeared  that  there  were  350  privates 
it  different  forts  on  the  Atlantic,  and  the  remainder 
>n  the  Western  frontier.]  These  350  men  were 
aid  to  be  necessary  to  keep  the  garrisons  in  repair, 
tnd  that  no  part  of  the  men  on  the  Western  iron- 
ier  could  be  detached  from  thence,  as  it  was  prob- 
|Wy  their  presence  which  prevented  a  war  on  the 
rentier  from  Tennessee  to  Georgia.  To  show 
he  necessity  of  force  on  the  frontier,  Mr.  S.  read 
i  letter  and  affidavits  from  Louisville,  giving  an 
fccount  of  a  murder  and  other  disorders  commit- 
*d  by  the  Indians. 


Before  the  late  reduction,  Mr.  S.  said,  the  num- 
ber of  the  privates  in  our  establishment  was  4,980, 
and  when  the  832  additional  men  proposed  to  be 
raised,  were  added  to  the  present  establishment,  it 
would  be  less  by  1,132  men  than  it  then  was.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  they  would  go  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  and  finally  agree  to  the  bill,  as  he 
wished  not  only  to  have  men  now  to  keep  the 
works  in  repair,  but  to  use  the  guns  if  there  should 
be  occasion. 

Mr.  Nicholas  observed,  that  two  reasons  were 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  War  for  this  additional 
corps ;  one  was.  that  there  were  not  men  enough 
to  keep  the  works  in  repair ;  the  other  was,  that  it 
was  necessary  to  have  men  to  use  the  guns,  if  ne- 
cessary. With  respect  to  the  money  voted  yes- 
terday for  fortifications,  he  understood  it  was  in- 
tended to  be  expended  on  the  forts  already  built, 
and  not  that  new  ones  should  be  built.  When 
these  forts  were  first  erected,  nothing  more  was 
contemplated  than  putting  so  many  men  into 
them  as  would  be  able  to  keep  them  in  repair. 
They  were  built  in  populous  parts  of  the  country, 
and  if  they  were  attacked,  the  inhabitants  would 
be  ready  to  protect  them.  The  militia  of  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore,  he  doubted 
not,  in  case  of  danger,  would  flock  to  defend  their 
fortifications. 

Mr.  N.  read  a  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  in 
January  last,  in  which  he  mentioned  that  the  for- 
tifications were  generally  in  a  good  state,  except  a 
few  on  which  the  ravages  of  time  had  made  some 
inroads,  and  which  would  require  $4,000  to  re- 
pair.   He  thought  this  account  and  the  present 
were  at  variance.    He  wished  the  Secretary  of 
War  had  said  (and  if  he  meant  to  give  informa- 
tion to  the  House,  he  ought  to  have  said  it)  how 
many  men  were  in  this  regiment ;  because,  if  it 
were  full,  550  artillerists  would  be  on  the  West- 
ern frontiers,  which  he  could  not  believe  were  ne- 
cessary.   He  believed  the  truth  was,  the  regiment 
was  not  more  than  two-thirds  full.    Mr.  N.  de- 
nied that  our  establishment  would  be  less  by  1,132 
men,  if  this  corps  was  added ;  for  though  the  es- 
tablishment had  appeared  larger  on  paper,  it  had 
never,  in  fact,  exceeded  3,000  or  3,500  men.    He 
believed  there  had  not  been  any  actual  reduction 
of  men.    Nor  did  he  believe  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  was  far  wrong  when  he  estimated 
the   proposed   new  regiment  at  an  expense  of 
$400,000  per  year,  as  the  constant  annual  expense 
of  the  establishment  was  from  twelve  to  fifteen 
hundred  thousand  dollars.     When  measures  of 
this  kind  were  proposed,  they  were  persuaded  they 
would  cost  nothing ;  but  when  they  were  gone, 
into,  the  expense  was  found  constantly  to  increase.* 
He  hoped  they  should  not  go  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  it  was  first  necessary  to 
inquire  whether  these  additional  men  were  neces- 
sary. He  thought  the  vote  of  yesterday  conveyed 
some  idea  of  danger,  and  if  defence  was  necessa- 
ry, it  must  be  allowed  that  forts  without  artille- 
rists would  do  no  good ;  but  gentlemen  seemed  to 
go  upon  an  idea  that  there  was  no  danger.  He 
thought  differently,  and  he  believed  a  majority  of 
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the  House  thought  so.  He  denied  that  militia- 
men would  be  proper  to  be  placed  in  these  fortifi- 
cations, and  asked  gentlemen  how  they  could  an- 
swer to  their  constituents,  if  they  went  away  with- 
out doing  anything,  and  an  attack  should  be  made 
upon  our  coast  ?  He  thought  nothing  had  taken 
place  in  Europe  which  placed  us  in  a  better  situ- 
ation j  but  that  we,  on  the  contrary,  should  be 
doubly  vigilant.  He  trusted  they  snould  not  be 
lulled  to  sleep  by  fair  representations.  He  was  for 
going  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  Varnom  supposed  the  gentleman  last  up 
had  received  some  new  information,  since  he  put 
his  negative  to  the  bill  providing  for  the  fortify- 
ing of  our  ports.  What  that  information  might 
be  he  could  not  tell.  He  had  received  none.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had,  indeed,  read 
some  papers  giving  an  account  of  a  murder  on  the 
frontier  by  the  Indians,  and  of  a  woman  firing  at 
them.  But  was  this  a  sufficient  reason  for  raising 
a  fresh  regiment  of  artillerists  ?  He  believed  not. 
They  sometimes  heard  of  murders  amongst  civil- 
ized people,  and  there  were  modes  of  punishment 
without  the  aid  of  military  force.  He  believed 
when  the  present  regiment  of  artillerists  was  full, 
there  would  be  men  sufficient  for  every  purpose. 
The  measures  of  gentlemen,  Mr.  V.  said,  went  to 
a  destruction  of  national  credit,  by  pushing  every 
expensive  object  they  could  lay  hold  of.  The 
United  States  had  pledged  themselves  to  make 

§ood  engagements  at  certain  periods ;  he  thought 
lose  should  be  first  satisfied,  and  then,  if  there 
were  any  surplus,  gentlemen  might,  perhaps,  be 
indulged  in  a  favorite  measure.  If,  indeed,  there 
was  any  foundation  for  what  had  fallen  from  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut,  that  we  were  on  the 
eve  of  a  war,  then,  instead  of  900,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  raise  150,000  men ;  or  if  we  were  to 
declare  war  upon  France,  in  case  she  did  certain 
things.  He  did  not,  however,  believe  that  gentle- 
man's doctrine. 

It  was  time,  Mr.  V.  said,  that  the  sense  of  the 
people  should  be  expressed  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  favor  of  peace,  that  no  irritable 
measures  might  be  taken.  He  did  not  believe 
there  was  any  danger  of  war,  except  from  provo- 
cative measures  on  our  part.  Mr.  V.  concluded 
by  saying,  he  hoped  the  Dill  would  not  be  com- 
mitted. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  against  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  because  additional  men  were 
unnecessary  for  the  peace  establishment ;  and  if 
war  was  contemplated,  they  would  be  wholly  in- 
adequate. Militia,  he  said,  were  the  proper  de- 
fence of  this  country — he  deprecated  the  idea  of  a 
standing  army,  which  was  the  constant  attendant 
upon  despotic  Government*. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  the  bill  were  to  be  rejected, 
he  thought  it  ought  first  to  undergo  a  discussion  in 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Did  tne  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  shrink  from  all  examination 
of  the  principles  of  this  bill  ?  Or  was  it  because 
he  was  unwilling  his  negative  should  stand  against 
it  ?  If  he  were  not,  he  thought  he  ought  not  to 
endeavor,  by  a  side-wind,  to  throw  it  out.  Why, 
said  Mr.  H.,  was  the  bill  passed  for  fortifying  the 


ports  of  the  United  States,  if  men  were  not  to  be 
put  in  them  ?  They  would  be  useless,  and  their 
conduct  would  appear  ludicrous  and  absurd.  He 
could  account  for  this  mode  of  acting  in  gentle- 
men who  had  determined  to  do  nothing  lor  the 
defence  of  the  country,  but  for  gentlemen  who 
voted  for  fortifying,  he  could  not  discover  their 
consistency  in  being  opposed  to  this  measure. 

Gentlemen  could  not  be  serious  in  supposing 
that  the  liberty  of  this  country  would  be  endan- 
gered by  900  additional  men.  In  expressing  an 
opinion  of  this  kind,  they  showed  a  low  opinion 
of  their  constituents.  Gentlemen  had  frequently : 
argued  as  if  we  were  to  hold  our  liberties  at  the: 
will  of  the  French  nation,  but  he  could  not  ha?e 
supposed  they  would  have  expressed  a  fear  of  this! 
kind. 

But  if  there  were  danger,  gentlemen  said,  the 
measure  would  not  be  effected.    It  could  not  be 
supposed  that  these  men  were  to  protect  the  coun- 
try against  invasion ;  no,  they  were  to  protect  our 
seaports  against  the  attacks  of  privateers  and  pi- 
rates.    Some  gentlemen  say  appearances  are  flat- 
tering, and  that  there  is  no  apprehension  of  dan- 
ger.   The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  said  we 
were  threatened  with  war,  and  submission  could 
only  secure  us  in  peace ;  so  that  we  were  to  lay 
ourselves  at  the  mercy  of  an  offended  foreigner. 
and  say,  "We  have  been  very  wrong,  and  beg 
that  you  will  spare  us."    He  attributeuall  this  to j 
a  wish  to  prevent  measures  of  defence  from  being  j 
taken ;  for,  in  one  way  or  other,  every  defensive  j 
operation  was  opposed.   On  the  contrary,  he  wish- 
ed to  show  a  spirit  to  repel  the  injuries  we  hare 
received,  by  putting  arms  into  our  hands,  and  say-  j 
ing,  "  We  mean  to  do  justice,  but  to  repel  attack;" ; 
nor  could  he  see  any  cause  of  offence  in  a  conduct  j 
of  this  kind.  i 

Mr.  Shbpard  said,  if  these  men  were  not  raised. \ 
many  of  the  fortifications  would  be  useless,  and 
denied  that  putting  our  ports  and  harbors  in  a  state 
of  defence  could  give  just  cause  of  offence  to  the 
French.  He  said  the  plan  of  fortifications  was 
originally  laid  out  upon  too  large  a  scale,  and 
would  not  allow  that  militia  could  be  used  to  ad- 
vantage in  fortifications.  j 

Mr.  Giles  did  not  believe  that  these  men  were 
raised  with  a  view  to  any  present  danger,  but  that 
advantage  had  been  taken  of  this  season  of  alarm  { 
to  increase  our  Military  Establishment;  he  was. 
therefore,  against  it,  because  he  believed  the  pre- 
sent establishment  too  large  by  one-half.  Gentle- 
men, he  said,  had  been  charged  with  taking  hu- 
miliating measures ;  but  he  thought  it  was  more 
humiliating  to  take  a  measure  of  this  kind,  on  the 
ground  of  danger,  than  td  oppose  it,  from  a  con- 
viction that  it  was  meant  to  increase  the  peace 
establishment.  The  gentleman  last  up  spoke  like 
a  hero ;  he  trusted  they  should  all  act  like  heroes 
when  danger  was  at  hand ;  but  at  the  distance  he 
now  thought  it,  he  saw  no  use  in  the  gentleman's 
vaunting. 

If  this  bill  passed,  he  said,  there  would  be  a  ne- 
cessity for  going  into  a  system  of  taxation.  Toe 
$115,000  voted  yesterday,  he  believed,  might  be 
got  out  of  the  present  revenue ;  but  if  they  went 
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any  further,  taxes  must  be  laid  to  meet  the  ex- 
pense. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  the  question  was,  whether  any 
part  of  the  bill  before  them  was  proper  to  be  adopt- 
ed. He  thought,  as  it  was  a  bill  of  an  important 
nature,  and  being  sent  to  them  from  the  Senate, 
they  should  at  least  go  into  a  discussion  of  it.  It 
bad  been  said,  this  measure  was  intended  for  a 
peace  establishment ;  if  it  were  proper  for  a  peace 
establishment,  it  could  not  be  less  proper  for  us 
in  our  present  situation.  But  it  was  said  to  be  in* 
adequate  to  resist  the  attacks  of  a  foreign  nation ; 
so  that  gentlemen  would  have  no  force,  except  an 
efficient  one.  He  believed  we  had  not  more  ar- 
tillery in  our  Revolutionary  war  than  we  should 
have  if  this  regiment  was  raised ;  and  as  the  gen- 
tleman had  given  no  reason  why  he  thought  half 
our  present  establishment  would  be  sufficient,  he 
would  excuse  him  if  he  thought  differently. 

Mr.  D.  did  not  think  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania was  warranted  in  nis  expectations,  from 
tie  present  situation  of  Europe.  He  thought 
the  refusal  to  honor  American  passports  was 
alarming. 

Mr.  Rittbra  said,  when  they  first  met,  it  was 
pretty  generally  believed  that  it  was  necessary  to 
put  the  country  in  a  state  of  defence.  This  bill 
went  to  that  end.  He  had  two  reason  for  wishing 
the  measure  to  be  discussed ;  one  was  because  the 
Senate  had  thought  the  business  sufficiently  im- 
portant to  pass  a  bill  upon  it. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  had  not  determined  how  he 
should  vote  upon  this  question.  The  present 
corps  of  artillery,  he  said,  was  raised  when  the 
country  was  threatened  by  Great  Britain,  when 
the  Indians  were  at  war  with  us,  and  when  the 
Governor  of  Canada  had  given  us  reason  to  ex- 
pect a  war.  It  was  then  thought  necessary  to 
erect  fortifications,  and  an  additional  regiment  of 
artillery  was  raised,  to  what  was  already  in  being, 
which  made  a  corps  of  nine  hundred  and  ninety 
men.  These  were  thought  sufficient.  Since  that 
time,  peace  had  been  made  with  the  Indians,  and 
we  have  got  possession  of  the  posts  from  the 
British.  These  required  a  few  artillerists.  He 
wished  the  Secretary  of  War  to  show  how  many 
men  were  stationed  at  each  of  these  posts.  He 
believed  the  number  which  was  said  to  be  on  the 
Atlantic  frontier  was  sufficient  to  guard  the  forts, 
tod  artillery  were  always  excused  from  labor.  It 
bad  been  said  that  militia  could  not  be  employed, 
because  unskilled  in  the  business,  but  he  said  the 
laborious  part  of  artillery  could  be  taught  m  a  few 
days.  For  want  of  the  information  he  had  al- 
luded to.  he  was  a  little  at  a  loss  in  the  business ; 
but  when  the  late  President,  (a  military  man,)  had 
thought  the  present  artillery  sufficient  for  that 
«eason.  he  could  not  help  believing  they  were  for 
the  present  time. 

With  respect  to  American  passports  being  an- 
nulled by  France:  there  were  vessels  passing 
from  different  parts  with  counterfeit  passports, 
which,  by  mistake,  some  of  our  Consuls  might 
hare  countersigned.  It  did  not  relate  to  sea  letters 
from  this  country. 

An  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  South 


Carolina,  (Mr.  Harper,)  was  conclusive  with  him 
for  not  wishing  to  go  into  this  subject.  He  stated 
there  was  only  a  surplus  of  thirty  or  forty  thou- 
sand dollars  of  revenue,  (though  he  wa%  of  a  dif- 
ferent opinion,)  and  this  object  would  require  at 
least  three  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Granting,  however,  the  danger  to  be  possible, 
which  he  did,  he  would  ask  whether  the  present 
measure  was  calculated  to  repel  the  danger  ?  He 
believed  not ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  cal- 
culated to  weaken  the  Union.  The  danger  appre- 
hended was  war ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  those 
who  feared  war,  expected  an  invasion ;  and  if  not, 
the  present  measure  was  not  calculated  to  meet  the 
danger.  To  defend  the  seacoast,  the  inhabitants 
must  man  their  forts,  and  upon  their  own  exer- 
tions their  safety  must  depend.  He  supposed,  if 
war  was  made  upon  us,  it  would  be  in  that  part  in 
which  we  were  vulnerable.  The  attacks  of  any 
foreign  Powers  would  be  upon  our  trade.  The 
United  States  were  impregnable  to  the  attack  of 
any  foreign  nation ;  they  had,  ten  or  fifteen  years 
ago,  resisted  those  of  a  more  powerful  nation,  with 
respect  to  naval  force,  than  the  one  about  which 
we  were  now  alarmed ;  when  the  population  was 
much  less,  and  much  less  compact,  and  when  the 
Government  was  very  imperfect.  He  therefore 
looked  upon  any  fear  of  an  invasion  as  groundless; 
and  if  it  were  attacks  upon  our  commerce  which 
were  apprehended  a  new  regiment  of  artillery 
could  have  no  effect.  The  operation  of  such  at- 
tacks would  fall  upon  our  merchants  and  upon  our 
revenue.  Every  additional  expense,  therefore,  not 
calculated  to  repel  the  danger,  diminishes  our 
means  for  repelling  it  in  the  proper  way,  which 
would  be  by  means  of  frigates,  galleys,  and  ves- 
sels of  every  description. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  he  brought  this  mo- 
tion before  the  House,  it  was  not,  as  had  been 
stated,  to  get  rid  of  the  subject  by  a  side-wind. 
They  had  been  three  days  upon  a  bill  of  small 
importance  when  compared  with  this,  in  proposing 
and  rejecting  amendments,,  and  he  thought  it 
would  save  time  to  determine  at  once  upon  the 
principle  of  the  bill.  He  justified  the  measure  as 
parliamentary.  If  he  .could  have  conceived  it 
would  have  occasioned  so  long  a  debate,  he  be- 
lieved he  should  not  have  made  it ;  and  if  there 
was  any  one  man  in  the  House  who  would  say  he 
had  nQt  made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject,  he  would 
withdraw  his  motion. 

In  relation  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  it  had 
been  observed  that  he  said  yesterday,  that  if  the 
$115,000  were  agreed  to,  this  bill  must  also  be 
agreed  to.  It  was  true  he  had  read  the  letter  of 
the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  subject,  and  predicted 
that  if  the  sum  was  agreed  to,  it  would  be  brought 
for  an  argument  for  agreeing  to  additional  artil- 
lery;  and  the  event  showed  that  he  was  right. 

With  respect  to  our  present  situation  from  the 
late  transactions  in  Europe,  he  should  say  nothing. 
It  was  mere  matter  of  opinion,  which  operated 
differently  on  different  minds,  according  to  their 
habits  or  thinking,  or  perhaps  their  prejudices. 
Nothing  could  astonish  him  in  this  respect  after 
what  he  had  heard  in  this  House. 
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He  believed,  with  the  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, that  this  was  not  a  war  measure,  but  merely 
an  attempt  to  increase  the  army  establishment, 
which  had  always  been  a  favorite  object  with 
those  gentlemen  who  seemed  to  claim  an  exclu- 
sive right  of  supporting  Government ;  and  yet  he 
knew  nothing  which  weakened  it  more.  He  was 
not  afraid  of  troops  impairing  the  liberty  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States;  but  he  believed 
nothing  tended  more  to  weaken  the  hands  of  Gov- 
ernment than  the  want  of  money,  and  nothing 
consumed  so  much  of  it  as  large  military  establish- 
ments. That  the  Secretary  of  War  should  wish 
to  increase  the  establishment,  he  did  not  much 
wonder  at ;  it  was  natural  that  he  should  do  so ; 
but  his  opinion  ought  not  to  §piide  them.  Mr.  G. 
concluded  by  saying,  that  if  it  were  necessary  to 
have  this  additional,  number  of  men  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  them  trained  in  the  artillery  busi- 
ness, he  had  no  objection,  if  the  same  number  was 
lopped  off  the  infantry. 

Mr.  Allen  said,  he  should  avail  himself  of  the 
liberty  the  gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  had 
offered ;  for  he  owned  he  was  not  ready  to  vote 
upon  the  question.  He  wished  to  have  some  infor- 
mation from  the  War  Department,  which  he 
would  move  for,  if  the  motion  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Gallatin  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Allen  proposed  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  agreed  to,  after  some  few  observations : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  War  Depart- 
ment be  directed  to  lay  before  this  House  an  account 
of  the  number  of  artillerists  in  actual  service,  and  of  the 
posts  and  places  at  which  they  are  stationed." 


Saturday,  June  17. 

A  bill  was  reported  forbidding  citizens  of  the 
United  States  from  entering  into  the  service  of 
any  foreign  Prince  or  State  in  a  state  of  war, 
which  was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  Monday. 

8TAMP  DUTIES. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  a  bill  for  laying  a  stamp  duty 
on  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,  viz : 

For  a  license  to  practice  as  a  counsellor,  attorney, 
Sec.,  five  dollars. 

For  every  grant,  or  letters  patent,  four  dollars. 

For  every  exemplification  or  certified  copy  of  letters- 
patent,  two  dollars. 

For  every  receipt  or  discharge  for  any  legacy  of  fifty 
dollars  and  not  more  than  one  hundred  dollars,  twenty- 
five  cents ;  above  one  hundred  and  not  more  than  five 
hundred  dollars,  fifty  cento;  and  for  every  additional 
fWe  hundred  dollars,  one  dollar ;  but  not  to  extend  to 
legacies  left  to  a  wife,  children,  or  grandchildren. 

For  every  policy  of  insurance  of  vessels  or  goods 
from  one  district  of  the  United  States  to  another,  twen- 
ty-five cents. 

For  every  such  policy  of  insurance  to  a  foreign  port, 
for  a  sum  not  exceeding  five  hundred  dollars,  twenty- 
five  cents;  if  it  exceeds  toe  hundred  dollars,  one 
dollar. 

For  every  exemplification,  of  what  nature  soever, 

fifty  cents. 


For  every  bond,  bill,  or  note,  (except  the  note  of  the 
chartered  banks  which  may  be  now  or  hereafter  in  ex- 
istence,) not  exceeding  one  hundred  dollars,  ten  cents ; 
above  one  hundred  dollars,  and  not  exceeding  five  hun- 
dred dollars,  twenty-five  cents ;  above  toe  hundred  dol- 
lars, and  not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars,  fifty  cenu ; 
above  one  thousand  dollars,  seventy-five  cents.  (If  pay- 
able within  sixty  days,  they  will  be  chargeable  with  only 
two-fifths  of  these  duties.) 

For  every  protest  of  a  note,  twenty-five  cents. 

For  every  letter  of  attorney,  twenty- five  cents. 

For  every  certificate  or  debenture,  for  drawing  back 
any  duty  on  the  re-shipping  of  goods,  one  dollar. 

For  every  note  or  bill  of  lading,  for  goods  from  one 
district  to  another,  within  the  United  States,  (not  in  the 
same  State,)  ten  cents. 

For  ditto  to  a  foreign  port,  twenty-five  cents. 

For  every  inventory  or  catalogue  of  furniture,  goodi, 
or  effects,  in  any  case  required  by  law,  (except  in  the 
case  of  distraining  for  rent,  or  an  execution,)  fifty  cento. 

For  every  certificate  of  a  share  or  shares  in  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  or  other  bank,  ten  cents. 

The  bill  was  twice  read,  and  ordered  to  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday j 

DETACHMENT  OF    MILITIA. 

Mr.  McDowell,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  directing  a  detach- 
ment ot  the  militia  of  the  United  States  in  the 
following  proportions : 

Tennessee         -        -        -        -        -  750 

Georgia            -  1,510 

South  Carolina        -  4.530 

North  Carolina         -  7,550 

Kentucky 1,510 

Virginia 14,340 

Maryland 6.040 

Delaware          -----  750 

Pennsylvania    -----  9,810 

New  Jersey      -----  1,770 

New  York 7,550 

Vermont 1,510 

Connecticut     -----  5.280 

Rhode  Island 1.510 

Massachusetts  -----  10,570 

New  Hampshire      •        -        -    .    -  3,020 

Total      -       -        -        -   80,000 
The  bill  was  twice  read,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday. 

PURCHASE  OF  ARMS. 

Mr.  Blount  wished  the  House  to  go  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
upon  the  resolution  which  he  laid  upon  the  table 
some  days  ago,  authorizing  the  President  to  pur- 
chase a  certain  quantity  of  arms. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  suggested  the  propriety  of  re- 
ferring the  matter  to  a  select  committee,  as  there 
might  be  matter  connected  with  the  inquiry  made, 
which  might  not  be  proper  to  be  made  public :  an 
inquiry  respecting  the  quantity  of  arms  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  United  States,  and  where  lodged, 
was  somewhat  of  a  delicate  nature.  If  it  was  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  they  could  determine 
upon  the  propriety  of  making  the  subject  public* 


333 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS- 


334 


June,  1797.] 


Collection  of  Internal  Revenue. 


[H.  ofR. 


It  was  agreed  to  be  referred  to  a  committee,  and 
a  committee  of  fire  was  accordingly  appointed. 

SITE  FOR  NAVY-YARD,  Ac 

Mr.  Harper  laid  two  resolutions  upon  the  table 
to  the  following  effect: 

u  Rooked,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  to  au- 
thorize the  President  of  the  United  States  to  fix  upon 
a  proper  place  as  a  site  for  a  naval  yard  for  the  use  of 
the  United  States." 

M  Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  for  en- 
abling the  President  of  the  United  8tates  to  secure  a 
proper  quantity  of  Kve  oak  for  the  purposes  of  ship 
building,  with  the  land  upon  which  the  same  is  grow- 
ing" 

SHIPS'  REGISTERS. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  restricting  the  registering  of  vessels  in 
cases  where  they  have  been  taken  and  purchased 
in  the  United  States,  by  others  than  the  former 
owners.  The  committee  reported  the  bill  without 
amendment,  and  it  was  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing. It  afterwards  received  its  third  reading,  and 
passed. 

AGENTS  FOR  BRITISH  DEBTS. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  for  appointing  agents,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Attorney  General,  for  assisting  to  carry 
into  effect  the  sixth  article  of  the  British  Treaty, 
with  respect  to  the  British  debts.  A  good  deal 
of  conversation  took  place  as  to  the  nature  of  these 
agents,  the  manner  in  which  they  should  act.  and 
what  would  be  a  proper  compensation  for  tnem. 
At  length  it  was  agreed  that  the  blank  for  a  sum 
to  enable  the  President  to  appoint  such  agents  as 
he  should  see  necessary,  should  be  filled  up  with 
ten  thousand  dollars;  that  for  a  salary  for  the 
principal  agents  to  reside  at  Philadelphia,  two 
thousand  dollars;  and  an  additional  salary  of  six 
hundred  dollars  to  the  Attorney  General,  on  ac- 
count of  the  extra  business  wnich  this  concern 
would  lay  upon  him. 

The  committee  rose,  the  House  agreed  to  the 
amendments,  and  ordered  the  bill  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading  on  Monday. 

DUTY  ON  SALT. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution,  viz : 

"Rooked,  That  there  be  laid  on  salt  imported  into 
the  United  States,  an  additional  duty  of  thirteen  cents 
per  bushel." 

The  resolution  was  twice  read ;  and  upon  the 
juestion  for  Committee  of  the  Whole  being  put. 
jt  was  carried — there  being  49  votes  in  favor  or 
it  On  Monday  being  named  for  the  day  on  which 
to  make  it  the  order,  Mr.  Macon  moved  to  make 
it  the  order  for  the  first  Monday  in  November ; 
which  was  negatived,  and  Monday  next  agreed 
to. 

ADJOURNMENT.     . 

Mr.  Gallatin  laid  the  following  resolution 
upon  the  table : 

M  Rooked,  That  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  be  authorixed 
to  dote  the  present  session,  by  adjourning  their  respec- 
tive Houses  on  the  24th  of  this  month." 


Monday,  June  19. 

A  communication  from  the  Department  of  War, 
enclosing  a  report  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  the  loth  instant,  of  the  number 
of  artillerists  and  engineers  in  the  actual  service 
of  the  United  States,  was  read.  It  states  the  whole 
number  of  men  to  exceed  eight  hundred  and  sev- 
enty, but  to  fall  short  of  nine  hundred  and  ninety- 
two,  the  full  complement.  They  are  said  to  be 
stationed  as  follows : 

At  Oswego,  Niagara,  Detroit,  Michilimack-  } 
inac,  Presqu'IsTe,  on  the  Mississippi,  and  >  438 
in  the  S.  W.  Territory.  -     ) 

At  West  Point        -----        105 

At  New  York 60 

At  Philadelphia  and  Mud  Island  90 

At  Baltimore 59 

At  Norfolk 56 

At  a  Fort  in  North  Carolina  -  6 

At  Charleston  .....         62 


Total 


876 


This  report  was  committed  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Wnole,  to  whom  was  committed  the  bill 
providing  for  an  additional  regiment  of  artillerists. 

Mr.  Parker  moved  that  the  Committee  pf  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  respecting  the  manning  of  the  fri- 
gates, and  the  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  in  order 
that  they  might  be  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
to  incorporate  the  different  subjects  together. 

Several  objections  were  urged  to  mis  proposi- 
tion, and  the  sense  of  the  House  being  first  taken 
upon  discharging  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
from  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  which  was  nega- 
tived, only  27  votes  being  in  favor  of  it,  Mr.  P. 
declined  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  on  dis- 
charging the  others. 

The  bill  directing  the  appointment  of  agents 
for  assisting  in  carrying  into  effect  the  6th  article 
of  the  British  Treaty,  was  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

COLLECTION  OP  INTERNAL  REVENUE. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  a  bill  to  provide  more  effect- 
ually for  the  collection  of  certain  internal  revenue, 
which  was  twice  read ;  but,  on  the  motion  being 
made  for  committing  it  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Monday  next, 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  this  bill  be  made  the 
order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Monday  in  Novem- 
ber. He  said  it  had  been  two  years  before  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  though  the 
regulations  might  be  good,  yet  they  were  mere 
petty  details,  (and  he  tnought  if  there  were  time 
for  it  they  might  be  made  better,)  without  which 
they  had  done  hitherto,  and  if  they  took  this  bill 
up,  he  knew  of  none  which  could  be  proposed, 
which  they  might  not  also  enter  upon  with  as 
much  propriety.  He  wished  to  confine  their  at- 
tention to  business  immediately  connected  with 
the  subject  upon  which  they  were  called  together. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  wished  the  gentleman  had  de- 
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ferred  his  motion  till  the  bill  had  been  printed. 
The  gentleman  himself  had  acknowledged  that 
there  were  many  valuable  provisions  in  it,  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  informed  him 
that  many  of  them  were  necessary  to  secure  a 
due  collection  of  the  revenue.  Gentlemen  must 
be  convinced  that  an  increase  of  revenue  will  be 
necessary;  and  if  additional  revenue  could  be 
raised  by  a  modification  of  this  kind,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  preferable  to  laying  new  duties.  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  who  was  never 
very  ready  to  lay  a  new  tax,  surely  could  not 
object  to  tnis. 

Mr.  Giles  supposed  the  decision  upon  this 
question  would  determine  whether  they  should  go 
home  soon,  or  sit  there  the  whole  Summer.  As  it 
was  in  no  wise  connected  with  the  call  of  the  pre- 
sent session,  he  trusted  it  would  be  postponed. 

Mr.  Kitteha  did  not  know  but  it  might  be 
proper  to  postpone  -the  business,  but  he  hoped  the 
bill  would  be  printed. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  against  the  postponement. 
He  thought  if  it  would  be  the  means  of  raising 
revenue,  it  was  closely  connected  with  the  busi- 
ness of  the  present  session. 

The  question  for  a  postponement  was  put  and 
negatived,  there  being  41  votes  for  it,  and  48 
against  it. 

The  bill  was  then  committed  for  Wednesday 
next. 

ADDITIONAL  ARTILLERY. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  to  go  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  regi- 
ment of  artillery ;  for  though  the  report  received 
this  morning  from  the  Secretary  of  War  was  not 
printed,  being  short,  he  thought  that  that  could  not 
form  an  objection ;  and  he  wished  to  see  as  soon 
as  possible  what  the  House  meant  to  do. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  opposed  the  motion.  He  trusted 
the  subject  would  oe  deferred  till  to-morrow,  that 
the  report  received  this  morning  have  time  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  Giles  withdrew  his  motion,  and  called  up 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
proposing  to  lav  an  additional  duty  of  13  cents 
per  bushel  on  salt  imported. 

DUTY  ON  SALT. 

The  House  accordingly  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole 'on  that  subject,  and  the  resolution 
having  been  read — 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  the  committee  might 
rise. 

Mr.  Lyon  said  he  should  be  sorry  if  the  com- 
mittee were  to  rise  without  any  objection  being 
made  to  a  proposition  so  unreasonable  and  unjust. 
A  tax  of  tnis  kind  would  bear  particularly  hard 
upon  the  country  from  whence  he  came;  and  that 
for  every  quarter  dollar  of  duty  which  was  paid, 
they  should  have  three  quarters  of  a  dollar  to  pay 
when  the  salt  reached  them.  He  trusted  it  would 
not  be  carried. 

Mr.  Williams  wished  the  gentleman  had 
moved  to  make  the  proposed  advance  less  than  13 
cents.  As  there  was  no  probability  that  a  land 
tax  would  be  laid,  he  should  give  nis  consent  to  ' 


this ;  if  a  land  tax  had  been  agreed  to,  he  should 
have  opposed  a  salt  tax.  He  thought  however. 
13  cents  a  bushel  too  much.  It  was  calculated  to 
raise  300,000  dollars.  Every  one  allowed  it  was 
a  safe  tax.  As  far  as  salt  was  consumed  by  fami- 
lies, it  was  a  poll  tax ;  but  as  to  what  was  con- 
sumed by  cattle,  it  was  a  tax  upon  agriculture. 
What  cost  half  a  dollar  at  New  York,  cost  where 
he  lived,  two  and  a  half  dollars.  A  common 
farmer,  with  about  100  acres  of  land,  did  not  use 
less  than  10  or  12  bushels  of  salt.  He,  therefore, 
paid  five  dollars  tax  upon  a  single  article.  Yet 
they  were  sometimes  told  farmers  paid  no  taxes. 
He  wished  a  part  of  this  tax  to  be  laid  upon  some 
other  article.  He  moved,  therefore,  to  strike  out 
"  thirteen  cents,"  and  insert  li  seven." 

This  motion  not  meeting  with  a  second,  the 
question  was  taken  upon  the  resolution,  and  nega- 
tived—48  to  42. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  House  took 
up  the  resolution  and  confirmed  the  negative— 
46  to  4£. 

DETACHMENT  OF  MILITIA. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  directing  a  detachment  from  the 
militia  of  the  United  States. 

Some  observations  were  made  as  to  the  propor- 
tioning of  men  to  each  State,  which  it  ^eems  was 
made  according  to  the  number  of  white  inhabi- 
tants and  three-fifths  of  the  blacks.  This  was 
objected  to^  and  it  was  agreed  to  be  left  blank 
until  the  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Williams  wished  to  make  the  calling  out 
of  this  detachment  discretionary  with  the  rre>i- 
dent.  He  therefore  moved  to  and,  where  the  bill 
speaks  of  organizing  80;000  men,  **  if  any  subse- 
quent measures  shall,,  in  his  opinion,  make  it 
necessary  during  the  recess  of  Congress." 

The  motion  was  put  and  negatived. 

Mr.  Blount  moved,  instead  of  the  words  -as 
soon  as  may  be,"  (which  related  to  the  calling  out 
of  the  men,)  "  at  such  time  as  the  President  may 
think  necessary." 

Mr.  Skinner  hoped  this  amendment  would  be 
agreed  to.  The  expense  of  calling  out  this  de- 
tachment in  Massachusetts  would  not  be  less  than 
$200.000 ;  and  he  could  not  see  any  objection  to 
leaving  it  to  the  President  to  judge  of  the  pro- 
priety of  putting  the  measure  into  execution. 

The  question  was  put  and  carried— 41  to  30. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  though  there  might  in  the 
opinion  of  the  President,  be  a  necessity  for  calling 
out  a  part  of  these  men,  there  might  not  be  occa- 
sion tor  calling  out  the  whole.  He,  therefore, 
moved  the  following  amendment,  viz:  ~or  of 
any  less  number,  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  ser- 
vice may  require." 

Mr.  Blount  did  not  know  the  meaning  of  this 
motion,  except  it  were  an  intention  to  save  ex* 
pense,  which  it  would  not  effect,  as,  if  the  detach- 
ment must  be  made,  8,000  men  would  cpst  as  much 
organizing  as  80,000.  He  thought  we  ought  at  all 
times  to  have  this  portion  of  our  militia  ready  for 
anv  call  that  could  be  made. 

Mr.  Sewall  said  his  intention  was  to  save  ex- ! 
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pense.  In  1794  he  knew  a  great  expense  had  been 
incurred  in  Massachusetts,  and  it  had  been  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  of  men  employed. 

Mr.  Williams  observed  that  80,000  men  would 
be  about  one  tenth  of  the  whole  militia  of  the  Uni- 
ted States ;  but  if-  only  one  twentieth  part  was 
wanted,  little  more  than  half  the  expense  would 
be  incurred. 

Mr.  Lyon  was  so  far  from  agreeing  to  the  pres- 
ent amendment,  that  he  should  wish  a  clause  in- 
serted in  the  general  militia  law,  always  to  hare 
this  number  in  readiness. 

Mr.  Varnum  thought  a  law  detaching  a  por- 
tion of  the  militia  would  rather  weaken  than 
strengthen  our  force.  If  an  enemy  were  to  land 
at  any  point,  though  it  might  be  the  peculiar  duty 
of  the  detachment  to  march  to  repel  them,  yet,  as  the 
small  number  of  these  men  at  any  one  place  would 
probably  be  unequal  to  the  repelling  of  an  enemy. 
the  whole  body  of  the  militia  in  that  quarter  would 
at  once  turn  out,  Indeed,  the  whole  ought  al- 
ways to  be  ready  to  march  at  a  moment's  warn- 
ing. Though  no  money  would  be  taken  from  tire 
Treasury  in  forming  tne  contemplated  detach- 
ment, it  would,  nevertheless,  be  attended  with 
mat  expense.  Men  would  not  willingly  turn  out 
for  four  dollars  a  month,  when  they  could  get  fifteen 
for  common  labor.  The  difference  would,  there- 
fore, fall  upon  the  State.  If  there  was  necessity 
for  the  measure,  the  case  would  be  different,  but 
he  did  not  think  there  was  any. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  agreed  with  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  that  the  whole  body 
of  the  militia  ought  to  be  held  in  readiness,  and 
that  the  calling  out  of  a  detachment,  instead  of  in- 
creasing our  strength,  would  weaken  it.  He  was 
in  favor  of  this  amendment,  because  it  left  it  with 
the  President  to  call  out  a  smaller  number.  This 
detachment,  he  affirmed,  would  be  attended  with 
considerable  expense.  In  New  Jersey  they  would 
hare  to  newly  organize  their  corps,  and  to  make 
different  classifications  of  them.  Men  would  be 
cast  for  by  lot ;  there  would  be  much  loss  of  time, 
and  considerable  sums  would  be  paid  for  substitutes. 
Mr.  D.  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
bill,  but  as  this  amendment  would  make  it  less 
objectionable,  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  Blount  thought  gentlemen  did  not  seem  to 
distinguish  between  calling  men  into  service,  and 
putting  them  into  a  state  ready  to  obey  a  call. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  in  favor  of  the  principle  of 
the  bill.  Wherever  an  enemy  might  land,  (he 
spoke  of  an  enemy  landing,  for  though  he  did  not 
believe  there  was  any  danger  of  the  kind,  yet  they 
had  been  called  together  to  provide  against  sucn 
an  event, )  he  doubted  not  the  militia  would  rise  at 
once  in  a  body  ;  but  they  would  go  unprepared  for 
staying  out  more  than  a  few  da  vs.  This  detach- 
ment, which  would  be  prepared  for  the  field,  would 
accordingly  be  ready  to  relieve  them  as  soon  as  they 
could  be  got  together.    He  thought  this  a  good 

provision;  but,  if  80,000  men  were  thought  too 
nany,  he  should  not  object  to  its  being  made 

40.000. 
Mr.  Lton  was  for  letting  the  provision  stand 

for  80,000  men.    It  was  preposterous  to  talk  of  the 


danger  of  war,  and  at  the  same  time  think  80,000 
men  too  many  to  be  held  in  readiness  to  defend  the 
country. 

Mr.  Shepard  thought  the  provision  a  good  one, 

Mr.  Blount  observed  that  it  had  been  said  that 
militiamen  had  only  four  dollars  a  month ;  a  law 
was  passed  in  1795,  he  said,  which  raised  their  pay 
to  $6  66. 

Mr.  Hartley  was  in  faver  of  holding  80,000 
men  in  readiness.  This  was  done  in  1704,  and 
though  he  did  not  think  we  had  now  so  much 
reason  to  apprehend  danger,  yet  he  would  wish  to 
be  in  a  state  of  preparation.  He  had  no  objection 
to  leaving  the  time  of  calling  out  the  militia  to  the 
President,  but  not  the  number. 

Mr.  Dayton  said  if  the  situation  of  things  jus- 
tified the  call  for  80,000  men,  he  should  be  the  last 
to  object  to  it;  but  he  did  not  think  it  did.  This 
act,  he  said,  would  operate  unequally  on  different 
States.  The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  had 
said  it  would  be  no  inconvenience  to  his  State ;  it 
would  be  very  different  in  many  other  States.  In 
New  Jersey,  as  he  had  before  stated,  it  would  be 
felt  very  considerably.  Men  must  have  bounties, 
and  their  pay  made  equal  to  the  price  of  labor. 
There  would  not  only  be  required  a  new  organiza- 
tion and  classification,  but  also  an  inspection  of 
arms  and  accoutrements.  He  believed  all  this 
would  be  done  under  this  law,  if  it  passed,  in  the 
State  of  New  Jersey,  whatever  might  be  the  ex- 
pense and  inconvenience  it  would  put  them  to.  If 
he  thought  there  was  any  danger,  he  would  not 
have  objected  to  the  measure.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, think  we  should  have  a  war ;  and,  if  such  an 
event  were  to  take  place,  he  did  not  think  there 
was  a  probability  of  an  invasion.  Our  situation 
in  1794,  he  said,  was  very  different.  We  were 
then  not  only  depredated  upon  by  the  British  at 
sea,  but  Lord  Dorchester  had  issued  his  warlike 
proclamation ;  the  Indians  were  counted,  and  had 
their  tomahawks  in  their  hands^iplifted,  and  ready 
to  strike.  Believing,  therefore,  the  measure  to  be 
unnecessary,  and  that  it  would  operate  unequally,  he 
should  vote  for  this  amendment,  which  would 
leave  it  with  the  President  to  detach  such  a  num- 
ber of  men  as  he  shall  believe  necessary. 

Mr.  Macon  was  sorry  any  amendment  had  taken 
place,  since  he  could  not  now  move  to  strike  out 
the  first  section  of  the  bill,  in  order  to  see  whether 
the  House  meant  to  pass  the  bill  at  all ;  for  he  was 
of  opinion  with  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey, 
that  there  was  no  occasion  for  it.  He  was  certain 
that  this  business  could  not  be  carried  into  effect 
without  expense.  And  if  an  invasion  were  to  take 
place,  only  a  few  of  these  men  could  be  drawn  into 
service. 

The  Chairman  said  that  if  the  sense  of  the 
committee  was  wished  to  be  had  as  to  the  propri- 
ety of  passing  the  bill  at  all,  it.  might  be  tried  by 
moving  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  Williams  made  that  motion. 

Mr.  Blount  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
rise.  When  he  offered  the  resolution  to  the 
House,  he  said  he  did  not  do  it  from  the  apprehen- 
sion oi  danger,  but  because  he  thought  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  such  a  number  of  men  should  always 
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be  in  readiness.  There  seemed,  then,  to  be  little 
difference  of  opinion,  and  he  thought  that  the  prin- 
ciple was  at  that  time  fairly  tried. 

Mr.  Skinner  hoped  the  -committee  would  rise. 
It  was  well  known  that  there  was  an  alarm  in  the 
minds  of  the  people  with  respect  to  war,  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt,  if  this  measure  passed,  it  would 
be  supposed  there  were  serious  apprehensions  of 
war.  Mr.  S.  again  spoke  of  the  expense.  He  had, 
besides,  another  objection  to  the  passing  of  this  bill. 
War  had  been  apprehended  by  many.  Officers  and 
men  were  a  good  deal  divided  with  respect  to  the 
relative  situation  of  our  country.  If  this  bill  pass, 
they  will  speculate  upon  measures ;  they  will  go 
into  discussions  which  will  neither  tend  to 
strengthen  the  Government,  nor  increase  good 
neighborhood.    He  hoped  it  would  not  pass. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived — 40  to  29. 

Mr.  Lyon  thought  80,000  men  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  oppose  any  force  that  would  be  brought 
against  us. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Sbwall,  and  negatived,  there  being 
only  29  for  it. 

Mr.  Varnum  moved  to  strike  out  the  whole  of 
the  second  section,  which  provided  for  "  the  offi- 
cering of  the  militia  out  of  the  present  militia 
officers,  or  others,  at  the  option  of  the  Constitutional 
authority  in  each  State.*    Carried. 

He  also  moved  to  strike  out,  as  unnecessary,  the 
fifth  section,  which  requested  the  President "  to  call 
on  the  Executives  of  the  several  States  to  take  the 
most  effectual  means  that  the  whole  of  the  militia, 
not  comprised  within  the  foregoing  requisition, 
might  be  armed  and  equipped  according  to  law." 
Carried. 

The  committee  rose ;  the  House  agreed  to  the 
amendments,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

GALLEYS  FOR  COA3T  DEFENCE. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  during  the  recess  of  Congress,  to 
provide  galleys,  or  other  vessels,  for  certain  pur- 
poses therein  mentioned. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  some  information  as  to  the 
number  of  vessels  to  be  employed,  in  order  that 
the  expense  might  in  some  degree  be  ascertained. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  that  the  galleys  were  not  to 
be  purchased,  and  when  they  were  got  they  were 
not  fit  to  go  to  sea,  but  were  suited  merely  to  ri- 
vers and  bays.  Besides,  if  they  were  to  be  built, 
they  could  not  be  got  ready  before  next  April  or 
May,  at  which  time  probably  they  might  be  unne- 
cessary, or  vessels  of  a  different  kind  wanted.  He 
expected  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Par- 
ker, the  chairman  of  the  select  committee)  would 
have  been  prepared  with  a  new  section,  in  place 
of  the  galleys.  He  thought  the  frigates  necessary ; 
he  thought  tenders  necessary.  The  new  revenue 
cutters  of  the  United  States,  he  said,  were  ready 
for  sea.  They  might  be  fitted  out.  manned,  and 
put  to  sea  in  twenty  days.  This,  he  thought,  would 
be  the  best  plan.  He  had  no  confidence  m  galleys ; 
they  did  not  like  to  face  a  large  gun.    He  nad  had 


some  experience  with  them,  and  he  knew  this  was , 
the  case.  I 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  the  words  "  other  vessels* 
would  cover  any  other  that  might  be  thought 
preferable  to  galleys. 

Mr.  Parker  moved  to  strike  out  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bill.  He  had  no  opinion  of  galleys, ! 
and  as  to  other  vessels,  he  did  not  think  they  could 
be  got.  He  did  not  think  that  merchant  vessels 
were  fit  for  vessels  of  war,  and  it  was  more  ex- 
pense to  make  them  so  than  they  were  worth 
when  made.  The  Government  had  ten  revenue 
cutters,  and  were  they  properly  armed  and  manned 
they  would  answer  the  purpose  of  convoys  for 
our  merchant  vessels,  or  for  the  protection  of  our 
coasts,  better  than  any  other.  He  had  seen  two 
of  them  in  this  port,  and  the  other  eight  could 
soon  be  got.  When  the  bill  came  before  them  for 
the  general  naval  equipment,  he  would  propose 
a  section  in  the  place  of  the  one  he  wished  to  hare 
struck  out. 

Mr.  Sewall  was  against  striking  out.  Though 
he  agreed  with  gentlemen  as  to  the  cutters,  he 
wished  to  give  the  President  power  to  provide 
other  vessels,  if  he  should  find  it  necessary. 

Mr.  Parker  was  willing  to  go  as  far  as  any 
man  in  putting  the  country  in  a  state  of  defence ; 
but  he  was  convinced  the  object  of  this  bill  would 
not  have  the  effect.  Rather  than  purchase  he 
should  advise  the  working  up  of  the  materials  oo 
hand ;  and  he  believed  there  was  as  much  timber 
as  would  build  two  more  frigates.  He  would 
willingly  agree  to  increase  our  naval  force  in  a 
proper  manner,  but  not  in  a  way  which  would  be 
of  no  use. 

Mr.  Hartley  wished  for  the  committee  to  rise, 
that  the  bill  from  the  Senate  might  come  under  con- 
sideration before  this  vote  was  taken. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  the  committee  would 
rise  without  taking  a  question. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  opposed  to  the  committee's 
rising.  He  thought  this  bill  might  be  so  amended 
as  to  answer  the  purpose,  and  if  that  could  be 
done,  he  knew  no  reason  why  they  should  not 
do  it. 

Mr.  Dayton  hoped  the  committee  would  rise 
for  the  reasons  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia ;  and  that  they  should  proceed  to  build 
another  frigate  as  well  as  to  arm  the  revenue  cut- 
ters for  the  protection  of  our  commerce,  if  by  the 
returns  which  were  expected,  it  should  be  found 
their  advantage  to  do  so. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

ORGANIZING  THE  MILITIA. 

Mr.  Varnum,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  for  organizing  and 
disciplining  the  militia  of  the  United  States; 
which  having  been  twice  read, 

Mr.  V.  said  this  bill  was  almost  verbatim  with 
the  bill  which  had  been  reported  every  session 
since  the  commencement  of  the  Government,  for 
a  select  corps  of  militia,  and  constantly  rejected. 
Last  session,  after  it  had  been  rejected,  a  new  bill 
was  reported  as  an  amendment  to  the  militia  bill. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  though  he  was  upon  the  com- 
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mittee,  that  the  House  would  reject  this  bill,  and 
take  into  consideration  the  other  bill  which  he 
had  mentioned. 

Mr.  Macon  hoped  the  bill  would  not  be  re- 
jected. Similar  bills,  it  was  true,  had  been  re- 
ported; but  this  was  the  first  bill  that  ever  con- 
tained a  principle  which  it  contains,  viz :  a  classi- 
fication according  to  age.  He  thought  it  the  best 
militia  bill  which  had  ever  been  brought  before 
them. 

Without  taking  a  question,  the  House  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  June  20* 

The  bill  for  making  a  detachment  of  the  militia, 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  blanks  filled  up* 
filing  the  number  of  men  which  each  State  should 

furnish,  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  white  in- 
habitants, as  follows: 

Tennessee 806 

Georgia  -  1,334 

South  Carolina        ....      3,535 
North  Carolina        ....      7,268 

Kentucky 1,542 

Virginia  -  11,150 

Maryland 5,262 

Delaware 1,168 

Pennsylvania 10.696 

New  Jersey 4,286 

New  York 7,923 

Connecticut     ....        -      5,860 

Rhode  Island 1,626 

Massachusetts  ....  11,836 

New  Hampshire      ....      3,558 

Vermont 2,150 

Total      ....  80,000 


Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  a  bill  laying  a  duty  on 
licenses  for  the  sale  of  wines  by  retail,  ana  also 
foreign  distilled  spirits;  which  was  twice  read, 
ud  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Thursday. 

ADDITIONAL  ARTILLERY. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  raising  an  addi- 
tional corps  of  artillery ;  when 

Mr.  S.  Smith  took  a  pretty  extensive  view  of 
the  subject,  and  noticing  the  men  reported  to  be 
stationed  at  different  places,  insisted  upon  there 
being  a  sufficient  number  at  every  one,  except  at 
Wilmington,  North  Carolina.  He  wished  the  de- 
ficiency in  the  present  regiment  to  be  filled  up, 
and  then  there  might  be  a  supply  sent  to  Rhode 
Island,  and  any  other  place  wnere  they  might  be 
required. 

'Mr.  Giles  moved  to  strike  out  the  fir  A  section 
of  the  bill.  He  thought  the  $300,000  Proposed 
to  be  expended  on  this  object  might  be  bitter  dis- 
posed of  m  another  way. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hopea  the  present  motion  would 
not  prevail,  as  it  was  intended  to  destroy  the  bill. 
He  thought  the  President  and  Secretary  of  War 
having  recommended  the  measure,  and  one  branch 


of  the  Legislature  having  passed  a  law  upon  the 
subject,  they  ought  not  to  defeat  the  business  in  this 
way.  He  was  surprised  that  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  should  have  been  so  decidedly  opposed 
to  it,  since  the  other  day  he  seemed  undetermined 
on  the  subject.  He  had  taken  a  view  of  the  differ- 
ent posts,  and  declared  them  all  well  garrisoned, 
but  ne  had  taken  no  notice  of  places  where  there 
was  not  a  single  man.  Mr.  S.  said  it  should  be 
remembered  that  in  the  men  calculated  to  be  at 
each  place,  were  included  non-commissioned  offi- 
cers and  musicians;  stripped  of  these,  he  made  the 
whole  number  350  men.  The  posts  at  which  no 
men  were  stationed  were,  he  said,  Portland,  in 
Maine,  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  Gloucester,  Salem, 
Newport.  R.  I.,  New  London,  and  Point  Pet  re,  at 
Savannan. 

The  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  Mr.  S.  no- 
ticed, had  represented  these  places  as  going  to  de- 
cay for  want  of  being  kept  in  repair.  He  noticed 
some  objections  urged  against  this  measure  on  a 
former  day.  He  denied  that  this  could  be  called 
the  skeleton  of  a  regiment ;  it  was  nearly  com- 
plete— as  near  as  it  could  well  be.  None  of  the  ar- 
tillery on  the  frontier  could  be  safely  drawn  away. 
Our  situation  there  was  critical ;  and  to  take  any 
men  away,  while  the  Spaniards  were  increasing 
their  force,  would  operate  to  our  disadvantage  in 
the  minds  of  the  Indians.  Mr.  S.  denied  that  the 
expense  would  be  so  great  as  had  been  said.  Our 
situation,  he  said,  was  neither  peace  nor  war,  but 
a  sort  of  intermediate  state,  which  was  far  from 
being  safe,  and  which  required  them  to  prepare 
for  war.  If  gentlemen  had  not  been  of  this  opin- 
ion, why  increase  our  naval  armament?  He 
thought  they  contradicted  themselves.  He  charged 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland  with  having  forgot 
the  representation  he  had  given  on  a  former  occa- 
sion with  respect  to  the  situation  of  the  fortifica- 
tions at  Baltimore,  which  he  then  said  were  not 
sufficient  to  keep  off  the  cou>$.  [Mr.  S.  Smiph 
said  he  spoke  only  of  the  want  of  &  fence.]  This 
measure  had  been  charged  with  being  an  increase 
of  our  peace  establishment,  and  that  the  bill  being 
for  five  years  countenanced  this  idea.  He  denieq 
that  this  was  the  case;  and  if  the  period  were 
thought  too  long,  it  might  be  shortened.  Gentle- 
men had  also  said,  that  advantage  was  taken  of 
the  impulse  of  the  moment  to  pass  this  bill.  But 
by  what,  he  asked,  had  this  impulse  been  occa- 
sioned, but  from  an  idea  of  the  danger  of  a  war  ? 
And  he  thought  the  fears  of  the  nation  ought  to 
be  calmed,  by  taking  such  measures  as  the  present. 

When  an  increase  of  the  navy  was  under  con- 
sideration. Mr.  S.  said,  gentlemen  exclaimed,  leave 
trade  to  take  care  of  itself,  and  let  us  attend  to  the 
internal  defence  of  the  country ;  but  now,  when 
they  were  preparing  for  that,  the  same  men  say  we 
are  about  to  employ  upon  this  object  what  ought 
to  be  employed  for  the  protection  of  commerce. 
Mr.  S.  said,  it  was  an  error  to  say  no  taxes  would 
be  wanted,  if  this  bill  did  not  pass.  There  would 
be  money  in  that  case  wanting  for  manning  the 
frigates,  for  arming  the  revenue  cutters,  for  the 
diplomatic  department,  and  for  the  expenses  of  this 
session  (not  less  than  sixty  or  seventy  thousand 
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dollars  would  be  needed  for  the  last  item  only,) 
for  the  payment  of  the  agents  appointed  for  assist- 
ing to  carry  into  effect  the  sixth  article  of  the 
British  Treaty,  &c,  &c.  So  that  that  argument 
had  no  weight.  It  was  said  these  men  were  un- 
necessary, because  the  militia  were  the  proper  de- 
fence ;  but  the  President  had  not  the  power  to  call 
out  the  militia,  except  in  cases  of  insurrection  or 
invasion,  so  that  an  enemy  might  get  possession 
of  the  posts  before  the  militia  were  called  out. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  by  saying,  there  were  about 
thirty  forts  on  the  seacoast,  and  that  these  men 
distributed  amongst  them  would  only  give  four- 
teen to  each,  which  would  not  be  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve the  guns  from  rust ;  and,  if  this  bill  passed, 
there  would  only  be  forty-one  for  each  fort.  He 
submitted  it  to  the  committee,  therefore,  whether 
they  ought  to  risk  the  safety  or  the  country  for  the 
sake  of  216,000  dollars?  He  trusted  they  would 
not. 

Mr.  Shbpard  opposed  the  motion.  He  thought 
it  necessary  that  men  should  be  sent  to  those  forts 
where  there  were  none,  to  prevent  them  from  go- 
ing to  ruin.  Instead  of  the  number  proposed  to 
be  raised,  he  thought  two  companies  would  be  suf- 
ficient. He  did  not  think  the  country  in  a  safe 
state,  anil  wished  to  make  it,  in  some  degree,  more 
so. 

Mr.  Baldwin  observed  that,  since  the  adoption 
of  the  Federal  Government,  the  history  or  the 
military  establishment  had,  in  his  judgment,  been 
the  most  expensive  and  unfortunate  part  of  its  his- 
tory. It  had  commonly  been  so  or  all  nations. 
He  thought  there  was  every  inducement,  from  the 
experience  of  ourselves  and  others,  to  make  as 
sparing  a  use  of  it  as  possible.  The  reasons  hith- 
erto assigned  for  a  military  establishment,  in  this 
country,  have  been  a  supposed  unfriendly  disposi- 
tion in  foreign  nations,  and  of  the  vast  Indian 
tribes  who  bordered  on  our  frontiers.  These  had 
been  for  several  years  the  cause  of  great  anxiety 
and  expense ;  they  were  all  now  happily  removed 
by  Treaties  of  Peace  lately  established.  It  was 
his  opinion,  that  on  that  event  there  was  little  or 
no  cause  left  for  any  military  establishment  at  all. 
He  had  been  one  of  a  committee  last  year  who 
recommended  a  reduction  of  it.  particularly  a 
total  reduction  of  the  cavalry  ;  this  recommenda- 
tion did  not  fully  prevail,  but  his  opinion  was  still 
the  same.  The  reasons  now  urged  for  regular 
troops  must  be  considered  principally  of  a  perma- 
nent nature,  and  for  a  peace  establishment ;  the 
enlistment  now  proposed  is  for  five  years,  he  hoped 
it  would  not  prevail;  he  hoped  the  establishment 
would  not  be  carried  to  any  greater  extent  at  this 
time.  More  money  and  more  troops  was  apt  to 
be  an  increasing  passion,  always  attending  large 
delegations  of  power ;  collect  money  to  raise  ar- 
mies, and  raise  armies  to  collect  money,  has  been 
a  wheel  of  fortune  to  them,  and  a  wheel  of  rack 
to  their  subjects.  He  hoped  this  country  would 
form  an  exception,  and  show  that  some  of  the 
miseries  of  the  world  were  not  the  inseparable  con- 
dition of  man.  It  was  the  professed  object  and 
principle  of  our-  Revolution ;  none  of  its  friends 
can  advocate  a  standing  army.    The  special  rea- 


sons urged,  of  their  being  necessary  to  keep  peace 
with  the  Indian  nations  on  the  frontiers,  or  for  the 
forts  on  the  seacoast,  he  thought  had  not  great 
force ;  the  number  or  extent  of  the  forts  is  not  to 
be  increased ;  in  a  finished  state  they  would  re- 
quire fewer  troops  to  man  them.  Tnere  had  al- 
ways been  a  frontier,  and  large  nations  of  Indians 
bordering  upon  it,  ever  since  the  settlement  of  the 
country ;  there  is,  therefore,  nothing  new  in  our 
situation  in  that  respect,  to  urge  it  more  than  for- 
merly ;  that  there  should  be  some  confusion  and 
disorder  from  that  cause  had  always  appeared  un- 
avoidable, but  regular  troops  had  not  been  found 
by  experience  to  be  the  most  ready  or  most  useful 
relief.  He  believed  things  must  go  on  pretty  much 
as  they  had,  and  that  establishing  the  civil  gov- 
ernment was  all  that  could  be  done  in  the  case. 
He  thought  the  fifty  companies  now  in  service 
would  be  sufficient  for  all  purposes,  and  that  the 
new  regiment  now  proposed  would  be  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Williams  thought  the  report  which  they 
had  received  from  the  War  Office  did  not  go  far 
enough.  Besides  the  artillery,  we  had  four  battal- 
ions of  infantry,  which  must  be  somewhere  in  gar- 
rison. He  thought  the  present  number  of  artillery 
was  sufficient,  being  the  same  as  in  1794,  especial- 
ly since  artillery  neither  erected  forts  nor  kept 
them  in  repair.  He  wished  the  122  deficient  men 
to  be  raised  and  sent  to  Georgia,  and  places  east  of 
New  York.  Indeed,  it  would  appear  extraordina- 
ry, if,  after  voting  lo0,000  dollars  for  fortifications, 
they  should  vote,  at  least  250,000  dollars  for  men 
to  take  care  of  them.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  prudent  at  present  to  go  into  the  measure,  since 
he  did  not  believe  any  dancer  was  now  to  be  ap- 
prehended, and  as  they  did  not  know  where  the 
money  was  to  come  from.  He  did  not  wish  to  go 
on  increasing  the  debt,  and  he  saw  little  chance  of 
raising  fresh  revenue.  We  had  at  present,  he  said, 
a  greater  proportion  of  artillery,  tnan  any  other 
nation ;  having  sixteen  companies  of  artillery  to 
thirty-two  of  infantry.  If  more  troops  were  ne- 
cessary, let  such  be  raised  as  would  be  most  useful. 
They  had  received  a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  rais- 
ing a  provisional  army ;  when  that  came  before 
them,  he  should  give  it  his  vote. 

Mr.  8  wan  wick  thought  that,  by  raising  these 
men,  they  would  increase  the  danger  which  they 
wished  to  avoid.  They  apprehended  an  attack 
from  a  foreign  nation,  and  to  guard  against  any 
possible  injury  they  were  to  go  to  expense,  and  by 
that  means  increase  our  national  debt,  from  whicn 
he  thought  we  had  the  greatest  danger  to  fear, 
since  they  saw  the  difficulty  attending  the  raising 
of  any  additional  revenue.  He  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  situation  of  things  not 
much  unlike  our  own.  The  French  nation  had 
many  regiments  on  their  seacoast,  and  had  been 
long  ma£ing  great  preparations,  as  if  with  a  view  of 
invading  Great  Britain.  Inconsequence,  the  Brit- 
ish have  expended  large  sums  in  fortifying  and 
putting  the  island  in  a  good  state  of  defence ;  and, 
though,  perhaps,  the  French  never  seriously  in- 
tended to  invade  that  country,  yet  the  appearance 
of  it  had  probably  occasioned  greater  embarrass- 
ment, from  causing  these  great  expenses,  and  the 
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consequent  derangement  in  the  finances  of  the 
country,  than  if  an  invasion  had  really  taken  place. 
Mr.  S.  reprobated  the  idea  of  defending  the 
country  against  an  invasion  by  two  regiments  of 
artillery.  The  militia,  he  said,  would  be  the  proper 
defence  in  snch  a  case ;  but,  he  trusted  the  com- 
missioners appointed  for  the  purpose  would  speed- 
ily settle  all  the  differences  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  S.  spoke  of  a  very  serious  statement  which 
they  had  received  the  other  day  from  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Treasury,  which  did  not  seem  to  call  for 
additional  expense,  but  for  additional  revenue.  It 
appeared  by  that  document  that  there  was  due 
from  the  Government  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  four  millions  seven  hundred  and  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars.  Yet  they  were  told  these  expenses 
must  be  gone  into,  ana  money  borrowed,  whatever 
the  interest  might  be.  In  common  life,  he  believ- 
ed, if  a  man  was  pressed  for  money,  it  was  ac- 
counted a  prudent  thing  to  retrench  his  expenses. 
He  supposed  the  same  rule  ought  to  hold  good 
with  respect  to  Government. 

But  it  was  said,  if  these  men  were  not  raised, 
privateers  would  come  into  our  ports,  and  insult 
our  citizens.  Had  there  been  anything  during  the 
present  European  war,  which  could  justify  such 
an  apprehension  1  He  thought  not.  He  did  not 
bow  a  single  instance  of  insult,  except  that  of 
the  British  Ambassador,  at  Rhode  Island,  because 
some  officers  were  not  released.  As  to  any  inva- 
sion taking  place,  he  had  no  idea  of  it ;  but  if  it 
were  to  happen,  militia  would  be  the  best  defence, 
and  no  expense  would  be  incurred,  except  there 
was  a  necessity ;  but  if  artillerists  were  raised,  the 
expense  would  be  certain. 

Mr.  Habtley  was  against  striking  out  the  first 
section;  for,  though  he  did  not  think  950  addi- 
tional artillery  were  necessary,  he  thought  there 
was  a  necessity  for  some,  and  also  for  an  increase 
of  the  infantry.    He  thought  4,000  men  necessary 
for  a  peace  establishment,  as  it  would  be  very  in- 
convenient to  march  militia  from  one  end  of  the 
Union  to  the  other.    He  did  not  wish  to  go  into 
excess,  but  he  wished  the  force  to  be  efficient.   He 
knew  there  must  be  an  increase  of  taxes :  he  was 
for  a  land  tax,  and  wished  to  po  immediately  into  it. 
Mr.  Brooks  said,  if  he  Believed  there  was  no 
danger,  he  should  agree  with  gentlemen  that  there 
would  be  no  occasion  for  these  men ;  but  thinking 
our  situation  in  no  degree  improved  by  the  late 
events  in  Europe,  he  should  vote  for  raising  the 
proposed  regiment       The  objection  of  expense 
would  go  against  every  measure.    As  there  was 
no  certainty  of  our  Ambassadors  being  able  to 
settle  our  dispute  with  France,  they  ought,  he 
said,  like  "  wise  men,  to  foresee,  and  prevent  the 
evil."    He  was  afraid  gentlemen  were  in  a  pro- 
found sleep,  and  would  not  wake  till  it  was  too  late. 
Mr.  S.  Smith  said  that  the  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  War  had  confirmed  his  opinion  with 
respect  to  this  measure.     The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had  spoken  of  a  number  of  forts 
which  had  been  thought  of  in  1794,  but  which 
had  since' been  given  up.    With  respect  to  non- 
commissioned   officers,   which    that   gentleman 


seemed  to  think  should  be  deducted  from  the 
number  of  men,  they  were  the  life  of  the  artillery 
service,  and  the  musicians  were  few.  To  show 
that  the  present  number  of  men  would  be  suffi- 
cient, he  stated  the  following  as  being  a  proper 
number  for  each  place,  viz:  West  Point  60,  New 
York  60,  Mud  Island  60,  Baltimore  50,  Norfolk 
50,  Wilmington,  N.  C.  30,  Charleston  60,  Sa- 
vannah 30,  Newport  60,  Portland  30,  Portsmouth 
30,  Point  Petre  (Georgia)  30,  Western  Posts  412— 
total  902. 

Mr.  S.  accused  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  with  winding  and  turning  his  argu- 
ments into  every  possible  form;  but  he  was  cer- 
tain, notwithstanding  what  the  gentleman  had 
said  to  the  contrary,  that  the  present  men  were 
equal  to  all  the  service  they  had  to  perform.  He 
believed  there  were  militia  well  trained  to  the  use 
of  artillery ;  there  were  two  companies  at  Balti- 
more; one  he  had  with  him  on  the  Western  expe- 
dition ;  he  believed  the  militia  at  Charleston  was 
equally  well  trained.  He  wished  the  subject  to 
be  postponed  till  the  next  session. 

Mr.  Giles  was  not  of  opinion  with  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  that  because  the  Presi- 
dent and  Secretary  of  War  had  recommended 
the  raising  of  these  men,  they  should  adopt  the 
plan;  indeed  the  Senate  proposed  to  raise  only 
naif  of  what  the  Secretary  recommended.  He 
trusted  thev  should  think  for  themselves. 

Mr.  G.  did  not  think  the  strength  of  the  country 
depended  on  4,000  artillery;  he  looked  upon  mili- 
tary establishments  as  a  sort  of  factitious  strength, 
but  upon  the  militia  as  the  real  strength  of  the 
nation.  He  thought  the  expense  a  serious  object. 
It  appeared  our  establishment  had  already  cost  us 
eight  millions  of  dollars,  and  he  could  not  see 
where  thev  had  done  service  to  that  amount;  he 
therefore  thought  it  a  bad  bargain. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  had  charged 
the  House  with  being  asleep.  He  believed  that 
could  not  be  the  case,  as  it  would  be  a  difficult 
matter  indeed  to  sleep  where  he  woe.  It  had  been 
said  additional  revenue  would  be  wanted,  whether 
this  bill  passed  or  not  Suppose  this  were  so,  it 
was  surely  no  reason  for  passing  a  bill  which 
might  be  thought  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Brooks  explained. 

Mr.  Dayton  did  not  know,  till  he  heard  the 

gentleman  from  New  York  say  so.  that  new  forti- 
cations  were  contemplated;  ne  thought  the  mo- 
ney appropriated  was  for  completing  those  already 
begun. 

With  respect  to  the  propriety  of  this  measure, 
he  had  always  been  in  tne  habit  of  distrusting 
his  own  judgment  when  it  differed  from  that  of 
the  President  and  Senate;  his  first  impressions 
were  therefore  in  favor  of  the  measure,  but  the 
more  he  had  considered  it,  the  more  these  im- 
pressions were  effaced.  Mr.  D.  said,  if  the  sub- 
ject was  before  them,  he  should  rather  be  in 
favor  of  increasing  the  number  of  infantry  than  of 
the  artillery.  He  thought  the  best  way  of  making 
the  increase  would  be,  to  add  to  each  company 
one  officer,  two  non-commissioned  officers,  and 
ten  or  twelve  privates. 
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The  gentleman  from  New  York  had  said  he 
should  agree  to  the  proposition,  because  he  thought 
the  country  in  danger.  Mr.  D.  thought  the  better 
way  would  be,  if  this  were  really  the  case,  to  fill 
our  arsenals  with  arms,  our  magazines  with  am- 
munition, and  our  treasury  with  money.  He 
agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that 
we  had  artillery  enough  for  eight,  ten,  or  twelve 
thousand  men.  Artillery,  he  said,  could  not  do 
the  service  of  infantry ;  their  discipline  was  very 
different;  they  do  not  work  upon  fortifications,  but 
merely  guard  the  guns,  &c.  He  wished  they  had 
a  view  of  the  infantry  also;  if  they  had  not  been 
sufficient,  he  should  not  have  objected  to  the  in- 
creasing of  them;  but  he  could  see  no  propriety  in 
increasing  the  artillery. 

Mr.  Hartley  thought  that  the  men  to  be 
raised  might  be  made  to  serve  as  artillery  or  in- 
fantry, as  they  might  be  wanted.  He  believed 
half  the  number  proposed  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  Shepard  was  in  favor  of  the  plan  sug- 
gested by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Potter  hoped  the  section  would  be  struck 
out.  If  the  proposed  addition  to  our  artillery  was 
meant  as  a  peace  establishment^  they  were  not 
wanted ;  and  if  they  were  to  be  raised  with  a  view 
to  war,  they  would  be  incompetent.  He  thought 
forty  men  might  be  spared  from  Philadelphia,  and 
fifty  from  West  Point,  for  Rhode  Island,  which  at 
present  was  entirely  without  any. 

Mr.  Elmbndorph  was  in  favor  of  striking  out 
the  section.  He  thought  it  was  proper  to  inquire 
what  was  the  natural  defence  of  the  country,  and 
what  were  the  measures  proper  to  be  taken  for 
that  purpose.  He  believed  the  object  of  the 
present  bill  had  no  relation  to  it.  Tne  best  way 
would  be  to  discharge  our  debt,  in  the  next  place 
to  fortify,  and  provide  sufficient  arms  and  ammu- 
nition ;  the  militia  should  also  be  well  organized 
and  disciplined ;  and  they  should  attend  to  econo- 
my in  the  expenditure  of  public  money. 

The  question  for  striking  out  the  section  was 
put  and  carried,  there  being  56  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  were  about 
to  take  the  question  by  yeas  and  nays,  when 

Mr.  Gillespie  wisned  to  say  why  he  should 
vote  in  favor  of  destroying  this  bill ;  it  was  because 
he  believed  there  were  men  enough  if  properly  dis- 
tributed ;  and  because  they  had  only  been  allowed 
six  men  at  Wilmington,  though  they  were  enti- 
tled to  forty. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  House  do 
agree  with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their 
disagreement  to  the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  affirm- 
ative— yeas  57,  nays  39,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bur- 
gee, Samuel  J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Clai- 
borne, Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit, 
Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas 
JSlmendorph,  William  Findley,  John  Fowler,  Nathan- 
iel Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles, 
James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  William  B.  Grove, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kit- 
era,  Matthew  Locke,  Samuel  Lyman,  Matthew  Lyon, 


|  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClcnachan,  Joseph  McDow- 
ell, John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John 
Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Pqjtter,  Tompsoa 
J.  Skinner,  Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney 
District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomaa 
Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  Richard  Thomas,  Abrua 
Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B. 
Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  John  Williams,  and  Robot 
Williams. 

Nats — John  Alien,  George  Baer,jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophinia  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christopher 
G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Samuel 
W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  Thomas 
Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Henry  Glen, 
Channcey  Goodrich,  Roger  Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe 
Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiali 
L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  James  Machir,  William 
Matthews,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  John  Reed,  John  Rntledge, 
jr.,  James  8chureman,  Samuel  8ewaU,  William  Shep- 
ard, Thomas  8inniekson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah 
Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charles- 
ton, George  Thatcher,  Mark  Thomson,  John  £.  Vu 
Alen,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

EXPATRIATION. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  on  the  bill  to 
prevent  the  citizens  of  of  the  United  States  from 
entering  into  the  service  of  any  foreign  Prince  or 
State. 

Mr.  Havens  thought  time  ought  to  be  given 
for  citizens  in  foreign  countries  to  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  act,  before  it  took  place. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  committee  would  rise 
and  that  they  should  get  rid  of  the  present  busi- 
ness. There  were  some  delicate  propositions  in 
the  bill  which  would  require  much  discussion.  He 
was  doubtful  whether  the  principle  of  the  bill  was 
right ;  if  it  were,  he  saw  no  necessity  for  passing 
it  at  present,  as  he  did  not  think  it  probable  that 
this  act  could  take  place  before  an  end  was  put  to 
the  European  war. 

Messrs.  Rutledge,  W.  Smith,  Dayton,  Brooks, 
Otis,  and  Kittera,  spoke  in  favor  of  going  into 
this  measure,  in  order  to  prevent  our  citizens 
from  entering  on  board  foreign  ships  of  war.  and 
by  that  means  preserve  a  strict  neutrality ;  that 
when  persons  desire  to  expatriate  themselves,  and 
become  citizens  of  another  country,  a  line  should 
be  marked  out  by  which  they  may  do  so ;  and  in 
order  to  prevent  the  bill  already  passed  to  prevent 
our  citizens  from  entering  on  board  privateers, 
from  becoming  a  dead  letter,  which  it  was  said  it 
would  do,  if  this  bill  were  not  passed. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  opposed  to  the  bill.  He 
wished  our  youth  to  have  full  liberty  to  goon 
board  the  ships  of  war  of  any  foreign  country,  in 
order  to  fain  experience  in  tne  art  of  war,  that,  if 
ever  we  should  have  occasion  for  them,  they  might 
be  called  home  to  defend  thehr  own  country.  He 
said  there  were  at  this  time  on  board  the  British 
fleet,  not  less  than  one  hundred  of  our  youth,  learning 
the  art  of  war,  who,  perhaps,  might  be  wanted  on 
some  future  day  to  fight  the  very  nation  under 
whom  they  are  training. 

The  committee  rose  without  taking  a  question, 
and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

And  the  House  adjourned. 
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Wednesday,  June  21. 
EXPATRIATION. 

The  Speaker  having  informed  the  House  that 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  viz :  the  bill 
prohibiting  citizens  of  the  United  states  from  en- 
tering  into  the  military  or  naval  service  of  any 
foreign  Prince  or  State,  had  the  priority, 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  have  it  postponed,  in 
order  to  take  up  the  bill  respecting  an  additional 
naral  armament.  This  motion  was  supported  by 
Mr.  Giles,  and  opposed  by  Mr.  W.  Smith,  and 
negatived,  35  to  34. 

the  bill  respecting  foreign  service  was  then  taken 
up.  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Havens,  it  was  agreed 
to  leave  the  time  for  its  taking  place  a  blank. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  to  strike  out  the  sixth  section, 
which  was  in  the  following  words : 

u  And  whereas,  for  the  due  execution  of  this  and  other 
Itws  tending  to  the  security  of  the  public  welfare,  it  is 
expedient  to  define  and  ascertain  the  mode  in  which  a 
citizen  may  dissolve  the  ties  of  citizenship,  and  become 
in  alien: 

"  Be  it  farther  enacted,  That  the  citizens  of  the 
United  8tates,  whether  native  or  adopted,  shall  be  deem- 
ed citizens  thereof,  until  they  relinquish  that  character 
in  manner  hereinafter  provided,  that  is  to  say ;  when- 
soever any  citizen  of  the  United  States  ahall,  by  deed 
in  writing,  under  his  hand  and  seal,  executed  in  the 
presence  of,  and  subscribed  by  two  or  more  witnesses, 
•nd  by  at  least  two  of  the  subscribing  witnesses  proved 
before  the  supreme,  superior,  district,  or  circuit  court,  of 
some  one  of  the  States,  or  of  the  Territories  northwest 
of  the  river  Ohio,  or  before  a  circuit  or  district  court  of 
the  United  States,  within  the  jurisdiction  of  which 
court  he  ahall  then  be  resident,  or  by  open  verbal  de- 
claration, made  and  recorded  in  either  of  the  courts 
(foresaid,  declare  that  he  absolutely  and  entirely  re 
oounces  all  allegiance  and  fidelity  to  the  United  States, 
and  to  every  of  them,  and  shall  forthwith  depart  out  of 
the  territorial  limits  thereof;  every  such  person,  from 
the  time  of  his  departure,  if  his  renunciation,  verbal  or 
written  as  aforesaid,  shall  have  been  duly  recorded  be- 
fore his  departure,  shall  be  considered  expatriated,  and 
krem  thereafter  be  deemed  an  alien,  in  like  manner 
tnd  to  all  intents  as  if  he  had  never  been  a  citizen : 
Provided  always,  That  he  shall  not  enter  into  the  mili- 
tary or  naval  service  of  a  foreign  nation,  or  become  the 
owner  or  part  owner  of  any  foreign  privateer  or  letter 
of  manrae,  within  one  year  of  his  departure  from  the 
•aid  United  8tatee ;  and  if  any  such  person  shall  enter 
the  military  or  naval  service  of  a  foreign  nation,  or  be- 
come the  owner  or  part  owner  of  any  privateer  or  letter 
of  marque,  within  the  space  of  one  year  from  the  time 
of  hit  departure  from  the  United  States,  he  shall  be  lia- 
ble to  all  the  pains  and  penalties  to  which  he  would 
have  been  subject  for  the  like  conduct  if  he  had  contin- 
ued a  citizen." 

Mr.  Sewall  hoped  it  would  be  struck  out.  In 
every  country  in  the  world  where  civil  society 
was  established,  the  citizens  of  that  society  owed  a 
certain  duty  to  their  Government,  which  they  could 
cot  readily  get  rid  of;  but  they  were  about  to  es- 
tablish a  principle  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  the 
citizens  or  the  United  States,  at  their  will,  and 
without  any  pretence,  to  say  they  would  be  no  long- 
er subject  to  the  Government ;  and  this  is  at  a 
moment  of  danger,  when  citizens  of  other  coun- 


tries might  be  called  home  from  this  country.  He 
thought  this  would  be  extremely  wrong ;  it  would 
be  giving  an  opportunity  for  insult  to  our  courts 
and  country,  and  he  was  sure  no  nation  would 
show  us  so  much  complaisance  in  return. 

Mr.  Claiborne  thought  it  no  more  binding  for 
citizens  born  in  the  United  States  to  continue  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  than  it  was  for  a  Roman 
Catholic  or  Protestant  to  continue  of  that  opinion, 
when  he  arrived  at  years  of  maturity;  and  could 
judge  for  himself.  He  insisted  upon  it,  men  had 
a  natural  right  to  choose  under  what  Government 
they  would  live ;  and  they  had  no  reason  to  fear 
our  citizens  leaving  us  whilst  our  Government 
was  well  executed.  He  did  not  wish  citizens  of 
the  United  States  to  be  in  the  situation  of  subjects 
of  Great  Britain,  who,  though  they  had  left  the 
country  forty  years  ago,  were  liable  to  be  consider- 
ed as  subjects  of  that  Government.  He  trusted 
the  rights  of  man  would  not  be  thus  infringed, 
but  that  they  should  allow  the  right  of  expatriation 
unclogged. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  there  was  a  great  difference 
between  the  two  cases  which  the  gentleman  had 
stated.  A  man  born  and  educated  in  a  country 
certainly  owed  it  obligations,  which  were  not  to 
be  shaken  off  the  moment  he  chose  to  do  so.  The 
different  societies  of  the  world,  he  said,  were  like 
so  many  families  independent  of  each  other ;  and 
what  family,  he  asked,  would  suffer  any  of  its 
members  to  leave  it  and  go  into  another  when 
they  pleased  ?  He  thought  it  unreasonable  that 
it  should  be  so. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  that  the  doctrine  of  perpet- 
ual allegiance  was  derived  from  Great  Britain, 
and;  though  it  might  be  good  in  theory,  was  not 
so  in  practice.  They  had  departed  from  many 
doctrines  derived  from  that  country,  and  the  time 
was  come,  he  believed,  for  departing  from  this. 
The  idea  of  a  man  being  compelled  to  live  in  this 
country,  contrary  to  his  will,  seemed  to  be  repug- 
nant to  our  ideas  of  liberty.  He  thought  when  a 
man  was  so  disgusted  with  a  country  as  to  re- 
solve to  leave  it,  for  the  purpose  of  becoming  a 
citizen  of  another  country,  he  should  be  at  liberty 
to  do  so  on  his  complying  with  certain  formali- 
ties, and  should  never  again  be  re-admitted.  It 
was  upon  this  principle  that  this  section  is  founded, 
and  he  thought  it  valuable. 

Mr.  S.  thought  this  section  essential,  as  it  would 
be  a  means  of  preventing  quarrels  with  foreign 
countries.  For  instance,  if  a  citizen  of  this  coun- 
try took  command  of  a  French  ship  of  war,  and 
were  to  commit  hostilities  on  the  property  of  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  if  he  were  taken  he 
might  allege  that  he  was  a  citizen  of  the  French 
Republic,  and  that  Government  might  claim  him 
as  such;  but  if  this  bill  passed,  no  man  could 
cover  himself  under  this  pretence  who  had  not 
complied  with  the  requisitions  in  this  act  He 
mentioned  the  case  of  Mr.  Talbot. 

Mr.  S.  said  they  held  out  inducements  for  per- 
sons to  come  to  this  country.  We  did  not  allow 
they  owed  allegiance  to  any  other  country  after 
they  bad  become  citizens  of  this.  To  grant  this 
would  be  a  fatal  doctrine  to  this  country.  It  would 
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be  to  declare  that,  in  case  we  were  at  war  with 
another  country,  that  country  might  recall  persons 
from  this,  who  formerly  came  from  thence.  Many 
persons  of  that  description  were  amongst  us.  At 
present  they  enjoy  all  the  benefit  of  our  laws  and 
vote  at  our  elections;  and  yet,  if  this  doctrine 
were  admitted,  these  persons  might  be  recalled  as 
aliens ;  and  if  they  were  not  recalled,  they  would 
be  considered  as  qualified  aliens,  and  not  as  real 
citizens. 

This  law,  Mr.  S.  said,  was  necessary,  as  atpre- 
sent  there  was  not  sufficient  energy  in  the  Gov- 
ernment to  punish  persons  serving  on  board  for- 
eign ships  or  war.  This  bill  would  cure  the  evil, 
and  give  an  opportunity  for  turbulent  discontent- 
ed characters  to  leave  the  country  forever.  He 
believed  it  was  the  general  opinion  of  the  citizens 
of  this  country  that  they  had  <he  right  to  expa- 
triate themselves,  and  he  thought  it  was  now  a 
proper  time  to  pass  some  regulations  on  this 
subject. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  thought  this  one  of  the  most 
delicate  and  important  subjects  that  ever  came  be- 
fore Congress.  He  saw  a  number  of  difficulties- 
but  he  thought  they  were  not  of  a  nature  to  dis- 
courage them  from  considering  the  bill.  He  trust- 
ed they  should  meet  them  with  firmness. 

The  evil,  he  said,  which  gave  rise  to  this  bill 
was  a  great  and  growing  one.  In  the  first  war 
which  had  taken  place  in  Europe  since  our  inde- 
pendence, they  found  this  doctrine  of  expatriation, 
as  claimed  by  our  citizens,  endangering  our  peace 
with  a  foreign  nation,  and  if  this  principle  were 
admitted  he  feared  we  should  always  be  liable  to 
similar  embarrassments. 

Mr.  S.  took  notice  of  the  different  objections 
made  to  this  section.  He  observed  there  seemed 
to  be  much  doubt  on  the  subject,  which  he  thought 
ought  to  be  removed  by  passing  a  law  of  this  sort. 
He  wished  he  could  agree  in  the  opinion  that  no 
citizen  had  a  right  to  expatriate  himself  from  this 
country.  He  thought  it  a  doctrine  essential  to  the 
peace  of  society.  He  wished  it  was  generally  re- 
cognised; but  he  believed  the  major  opinion  in 
this  country  was  different;  and,  though  not  di# 
rectly,  it  had  in  a  great  degree  been  recognised  by 
the  Executive  and  Judiciary  in  the  cases  of  Hin- 
field  and  Talbot.  He  feared,  therefore,  it  was  too 
late  for  them  to  say  the  rignt  did  not  exist.  It 
was  time,  however,  for  Congress  to  declare  an 
opinion  pn  the  subject.  If  the  proposition  in  the 
bill  wa6  not  a  proper  one,  it  should  be  made  so. 

In  the  State  of  V  irginia  this  doctrine  was  legal- 
ized, and  in  the  constitution  of  Pennsylvania  it 
was  strongly  indicated, .  as  it  said  "  emigration 
should  not  be  prohibited."  It  was  a  favonte  idea 
of  a  republican  Government  not  to  forbid  it.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  principles  of  the  clause  in 
all  its  parts.  He  thought  citizens  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  expatriate  in  time  of  war,  as  their  as- 
sistance would  be  wanted  at  home.  It  was  his 
intention  to  have  moved  an  amendment  allowing 
expatriation  only  in  time  of  peace,  and  an  express 
provision  against  it  in  time  of  war.  He  thought 
the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  frdm  Maryland, 
viz :  that  our  citizens  ought  to  go  into  other  coun- 


tries to  learn  the  art  of  war,  was  chimerical.  When 
they  had  obtained  rank  and  wealth  in  a  foreign 
country,  it  would  be  in  vain  to  call  them  back; 
they  would  not  return.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
section  would  not  be  struck  out,  but  that  they 
should  proceed  to  amend  it. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  was  sorry  that  the  committee 
who  reported  this  bill  had  thought  it  necessary  to 
report  the  sixth  and  seventh  sections.  The  doc- 
trine of  expatriation  on  one  hand,  and  perpetual 
allegiance  on  the  other,  were  subjects  they  had  all 
heard  much  about ;  but  expatriation,  under  limi- 
tation and  restraint,  was  a  new  business.  From 
its  novelty  it  became  doubtful.  This  being  the 
case,  he  wished  the  subject  had  been  deferred  to 
an  ordinary  session ;  particularly  as  it  appeared  to 
be  no  more  connected  with  other  parts  of  the  bill 
than  with  many  other  laws  now  extant  If  we 
were  to  have  a  law  on  this  subject,  he  should  wish 
to  have  it  in  a  separate  bill.  For  his  part  he 
could  not  see  how  the  committee  could  suppose  it 
to  be  a  part  of  their  duty  to  report  these  sections. 
If  he  had  thought  it  had,  he  should  not  have  voted 
tor  appointing  a  committee  on  the  occasion. 

Gentlemen  advocating  these  clauses,  say  they 
would  not  allow  of  expatriation  in  time  of  war. 
He  would  go  further  and  say  he  would  not  allow 
of  it  when  there  was  a  prospect  of  war,  for  it 
is  idle  to  prohibit  it  in  one  case  and  not  in  the 
other.  He  then  asked  if  this  was  not  the  very 
state  in  which  we  now  were  ?  If  it  were,  why 
pass  such  a  bill  at  this  time,  when  it  could  not  gt> 
into  operation  ?  He  thought  this  a  good  reason 
for  rejecting  these  clauses. 

There  was  a  mutual  obligation,  Mr.  S.  said,  be- 
tween a  Government  and  all  its  citizens.  The 
Government  owed  protection  to  its  citizens,  and 
citizens  owed  obedience  to  their  Government 
These  duties  were  mutual  and  co-extensive ;  and 
they  might  as  well  say  that  Government  could 
abandon  its  citizens  when  it  pleased  as  that  citi- 
zens could  desert  their  Government  when  they 
pleased.  Yet  he  would  allow  that  Government 
might,  on  certain  occasions,  legalize  expatriation, 
but  not  on  the  ground  of  a  citizen's  having  aright, 
to  expatriate  when  he  pleased.  He  should  have 
no  objection  to  take  up  the  subject  at  a  time  when 
they  could  do  justice  to  it.  but  he  thought  the 
present  was  not  that  time. 

The  question  for  striking  out  the  6th  section  was 
put  and  carried  45  to  41. 

The  7th  section,  which  was  as  follows,  fell  of 
course: 

"  That  all  persons  who  shall  exercise  the  right  of  ex- 
patriation, according  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
shall  be  and  are  hereby  prohibited  from  becoming  cifr 
zens  of  the  United  States  forever  thereafter." 

Mr.  Harper  proposed  an  amendment,  which 
was  intended  to  introduce  a  new  principle.   A 
the  bill  now  stood,  no  person  could  go  into  foreigr 
service  without  incurring  the  penalties  therein  W 
vided ;  but  he  believed  there  might  be  cases  wnei 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  this  country  to  alio 
persons  to  go  into  foreign  service.    He  therefoi 
wished  to  strike  out  the  words  "the  limits  of  *l 
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■me,'1  to  introduce  those  of  "without  having  first 
)btained  leave  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States." 

Mr.  Claiborne  thought  the  powers  of  the  Presi- 
lent  large  enough,  and  did  not  wish  to  increase 
hem,  nor  to  lay  additional  duty  upon  him. 

Mr.  Vena  b  lb  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  en- 
rust  the  President  with  such  a  power.  He  did 
tot  believe  it  was  the  practice  of  any  country  to 
pant  a  power  of  this  kind,  except  in  cases  of  offi- 
jers,  who,  when  they  wished  to  go  abroad,  asked 
eave,  because  always  liable  to  be  called  upon. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  moved  to  strike  out 
he  words  moved*  to  be  stricken  out  by  the  gentle- 
nan  from  South  Carolina,  with  the  addition  of 
he  word  "without."  As  the  bill  stood,  he  said, 
here  was  a  provision  against  citizens  who  accept- 
ed and  exercised  a  commission  within  or  without 
he  limits  of  the  United  States;  but  none  against 
hose  who  accepted  it  within,  and  exercised  it 
without,  the  limits;  or  who  accepted  it  without, 
md  exercised  it  within,  the  limits.  He  was  against 
odgiog  the  power  proposed  in  the  President,  for 
he  reasons  assigned  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia. Nor  did  he  think  it  would  be  attended  with 
idvantage  for  our  citizens  to  go  abroad  to  learn 
rhat  could  not  be  learnt  at  home.  He  believed. 
n  doing  so;  they  would  learn  more  vice  than  vir- 
ile, and  bring  home  a  greater  portion  of  evil  than 
pod. 

Mr.  Swanwick  was  surprised  that,  after  all  that 
lad  been  objected  against  our  citizens  entering 
nto  the  service  of  foreign  countries,  gentlemen 
hould  bring  forward  a  proposition  to  authorize 
he  President  to  grant  them  leave  to  go  into  it 
rhen  he  shall  think  proper.  This  would  be  plac- 
ng  the  President  in  a  very  delicate  situation;  be- 
aose,  if  he  allowed  citizens  to  go  to  fight  in  one 
wintry,  he  must  allow  them  to  go  into  another, 
»  there  would  be  a  breach  of  neutrality ;  and  it 
fonld  be  an  unpleasant  thing  to  refuse  applica- 
ions  of  this  kind.  No  advantage  could  be  derived 
fan  this  plan,  equal  to  the  disadvantages  of  thus 
placing  the  power.  Indeed,  he  thought  the  propo- 
sition an  argument  against  the  bill  itself. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Mr.  Harper  and 
Mr.  Sewall.  the  question  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Dayton  was  negatived,  44  to  39. 

Mr.  Dayton  hoped  some  remedy  would  be  ap- 
plied to  the  evil  he  had  mentioned,  and  that  they 
should  not  report  so  imperfect  a  bill. 

Mr.  Sewall  suggested  a  way  in  which  it  might 
*  remedied  in  the  House. 

The  committee  accordingly  rose,  and  the  House 
ook  up  the  amendments.  Having  come  to  that 
art  for  striking  out  the  6th  and  7th  sections, 

Mr.  Dent  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which 
*ere  agreed  to  he  taken. 

Mr.  V enable  said,  it  seemed  to  be  admitted  that 
i  right  of  expatriation  existed  in  our  citizens;  and 
f  so.  he  thought  there  should  be  some  mode  of  ex- 
cising that  right.  He  had  no  particular  objec- 
ioo  to  the  mode  marked  out  in  these  clauses.  It 
ftd  been  said  this  was  not  the  proper  time;  but  he 
Bought  it  was,  since  it  was  in  some  degree  con- 
feted  with  the  present  bill.  The  gentleman  from 
1st  Con— 12 


Connecticut  had  stated  allegiance  and  protection 
to  be  mutual.  He  did  not  think  they  were  so,  to 
the  extent  which  he  stated.  This  Government 
was  not  bound  to  protect  citizens  who  went  into 
foreign  service,  as  in  doing  so  they  chose  the  pro- 
tection of  another  Government. 

Mr.  Harper  asked  for  an  instance  in  which  the 
Executive  and  Judiciary  had  countenanced  the 
doctrine  of  expatriation. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  it  would  have  been  bet- 
ter to  have  avoided  taking  up  this  subject  at  pre- 
sent; but  having  taken  it  up,  if  the  bill  passed  at 
all,  he  believed  it  had  better  pass  with  some  such 
regulations  as  the  present.  As  to  the  doctrine  of 
perpetual  allegiance,  he  did  not  think  it  could  find 
many  advocates  in  this  country.  It  would,  indeed, 
be  dishonorable  for  us  to  hold  out  such  a  doctrine, 
after  inviting  people  to  come  here  in  crowds  from 
foreign  countries.  This  doctrine,  he  said,  would 
affect  a  third  or  fourth  of  the  whole  people  of  this 
country.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  right  of  ex- 
patriation ought,  at  least,  to  be  confined  here,  as 
an  example  to  other  countries. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  in  answer  to  his  colleague,  pro- 
duced the  case  of  Talbot,  and  the  opinion  given 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Judiciary  Court, 
on  that  occasion,  in  favor  of  the  right  of  expa- 
triation. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  there  could  not  be  a  doubt 
in  the  minds  of  Americans  on  the  subject  of  expa- 
triation. Indeed,  he  said,  this  was  the  foundation 
of  our  Revolution ;  for  they  were  not  now  to  be  told 
they  owed  allegiance  to  a  foreign  country.  It  had 
not  only  been  the  ground  of  the  Revolution,  but  all 
their  acts  had  been  predicated  upon  this  principle. 
He  referred  to  the  act  respecting  the  rights  of  nat- 
uralization, which  makes  every  new  citizen  swear 
'to  support  the  Constitution  or  the  United  States, 
and  to  renounce  all  other  allegiance. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  opposed  to  these  sections. 
With  respect  to  expatriation,  having  himself  ex- 
ercised the  right,  he  could  not  be  supposed  to  be 
opposed  to  that  right.  Perpetual  allegiance  was 
too  absurd  a  doctrine  to  find  many  advocates  in 
this  country.  The  question  was  not  whether  citi- 
zens had  a  right  to  expatriate,  but  whether  they 
should  in  this  law  prescribe  a  mode  of  doing  it 
The  right  seemed  to  have  been  recognised  by  the 
Executive  and  Judiciary.  He  was  against  going 
into  this  business,  because  he  thought  it  unneces- 
sary. He  believed  the  determination  of  who  were 
citizens,  and  who  were  not.  might  be  safely  left 
with  the  Judiciary.  He  had  also  his  doubts  whe- 
ther the  United  States  had  a  right  to  regulate  this 
matter,  or  whether  it  should  not  be  left  to  the 
States,  as  the  Constitution  spoke  of  the  citizens  of 
the  States.  It  was  a  doubtful  matter,  and  ought 
to  undergo  a  full  discussion.  The  emigrants  from 
this  country  to  foreign  countries  were  trifling;  but 
from  ten  to  twelve  thousand  of  our  citizens  had 
gone  to  Canada^  and  upwards  of  five  thousand  be- 
yond the  Mississippi,  four  thousand  of  whom 
would  be  got  back  Dy  the  running  of  the  lines.  A 
number  of  these  men  hold  lands  in  the  United 
States;  some  have  sold  their  lands  and  become 
citizens  under  another  Government.    This  sub- 
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ject  would,  therefore,  require  considerable  delibe- 
ration at  a  future  day.  He  wished  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  confirmed  his  former  state- 
ment, with  respect  to  the  question  of  the  right  of 
expatriation  having  been  settled  by  the  Judiciary. 
In  order  to  do  this,  he  read  a  note  from  one  of  the 
CQunsel  in  the  cases  of  Henfield  and  Talbot,  giv- 
ing an  account  of  the  opinions  of  the  court  on  the 
occasion. 

Mr.  Sewall  insisted  upon  the  policy  of  prevent- 
ing the  renunciation  of  allegiance,  without  con- 
trol. The  Treaty  of  Peace  with  Great  Britain,  he 
said,  had  dissolved  our  allegiance  to  that  country, 
and  acknowledged  our  independence. 

Mr.  Giles  believed  the  evil  apprehended  from 
individuals  having  the  right  to  expatriate  them- 
selves when  they  pleased,  was  more  imaginary 
than  real.  Only  two  citizens  had  taken  advan- 
tage of  that  right  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  where 
it  was  allowed  in  all  its  extent,  in  twelve  years. 
But  if  there  were  any  citizens  so  detached  from 
the  Government  as  to  wish  to  leave  the  country, 
he  should  wish  them  gone.  To  suppose  this,  would 
be  to  suppose  a  real  division  between  the  people 
and  Government,  which  he  did  not  believe  had 
existence.  It  was  said  Great  Britain  did  not  al- 
low the  doctrine  of  expatriation ;  but,  he  said,  she 
had  not  any  naturalization  law.  He  was  in  favor 
of  excluding  citizens  who  once  expatriated  them- 
selves from  ever  returning  to  this  country. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  think  the  principle  was 
so  important  as  it  had  been  considered.  The  great 
emigrations  which  we  every  day  saw  in  this  coun- 
try might  quiet  their  apprehensions  of  many  going 
from  it.  He  did  not  trunk  one  man  a  year  would 
take  advantage  of  the  expatriation  clause  for  fifty 
years  to  come,  which  could  be  no  great  object, 
especially  when  it  was  considered  that  these  would 
probably  be  the  least  valuable  of  our  citizens. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  though  he  could  not 
say  he  had  wholly  made  up  his  mind  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  these  sections  important  and 
perfectly  distinct  from  the  bill ;  he  therefore  wished 
the  consideration  of  this  matter  to  be  postponed  to 
a  period  when  they  should  have  more  leisure  for 
the  discussion. 

Mr.  Otis  said,  that  when  this  bill  was  first  re- 
ported, these  clauses  struck  him  unfavorably ;  but 
a  little  reflection  had  convinced  him  of  the  pro- 
priety of  retaining  them.  The  passing  of  this 
provision,  he  said,  would  not  affect  the  Constitu- 
tional right  with  respect  to  expatriation,  whatever 
it  might  be.  This  bill  did  not  relate  to  persons 
emigrating  into  the  Spanish  or  English  territories, 
but  to  persons  expatriating  themselves,  and  enga- 
ging in  the  service  of  foreign  countries. 

The  question  on  agreeing  to  the  reports  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  reject  the  sixth  and 
seventh  sections  of  the  bill  was  taken,  and  stood — 
yeas  34,  nays  57,  as  follows : 

Yx as— George  Baer,  Jr.,  David  Bard,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilui  Bradbury,  Nathan  Bryan,  Samuel  J. 
Cabell,  James  Cochran,  Joanna  Coit,  William  Craik, 


Thomas  T.  Davis,  Dwight  Footer,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Albert  Gallatin,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,  Ro- 
bert Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  Matthew  Loeke, 
Matthew  Lyon,  Joseph  McDowell,  James  8chureman, 
Samuel  Sewall,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Nathaniel  Smith, 
Richard  Stanford,  John  Swanwick,  Richard  Thomas, 
Mark  Thomson,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Var- 
num,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard 
Brent,  David  Brooks,  Demaey  Burgee,  John  Chapman, 
Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
Clay,  John  Clopton,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Dawson, 
John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Tho- 
mas Evans,  William  Findley,  Abiel  Foster,  William  & 
Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen,  Carter  B.  Ham- 
son,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Heaekiah 
L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  Samuel 
Lyman,  James  Machir,  Nathaniel  Macon,  William  Mat- 
thews, Blair  McClenacHan,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Mor- 
gan, Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  Otis, 
Joeiah  Parker,  Eiisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rat- 
ledge,  jr.,  William  Shenard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Sam- 
uel Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Wil- 
liam Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  8mith,of  Pinckney 
district,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Thomas  8umter,  George 
Thatcher,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John  E.  Van 
Alen,  Abraham  Venable,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John 
Williams. 

All  the  amendments  having  been  gone  through, 
Mr.  S.  Smith  moved  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  till  the  first  Monday  in  No- 
vember. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  ViR- 
num,  N.  Smith,  Baldwin,  Goodrich,  and  Coit. 
as  involving  a  question  of  too  delicate  and  impor- 
tant a  nature  to  be  passed  over  in  this  hasty  man- 
ner, and  because  there  was  no  pressing  necessity 
to  go  into  the  measure  at  present. 

It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Otis,  Williams;  W. 
Smith,  and  Craik.  on  the  ground  of  the  provision 
of  the  bill  being  necessary,  and  that  to  postpone 
the  business,  after  so  ample  a  discussion,  would  be 
undoing  what  they  had  been  doing  for  two  or 
three*  days. 

The  question  for  postponement  was  taken,  and 
decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  52,  nays  44,  a* 
follows : 

Yeas— George  Baer,  Jr.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Demaey  Burgtf, 
8amuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Cty, 
John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  El- 
mendorph, William  Findley,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fow- 
ler, Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  Wilfiaa 
B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William 
Gordon,  Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A  Han- 
na,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Wdw 
Jones,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Mi- 
con,  Blair  McClenacban,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Mil- 
ledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker, 
Samuel  8ewall,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  Nathaniel  Smith, 
Samuel  8mith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  district, 
Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumft, 
John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van 
Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  m 
Robert  Williams 

NaTs-James  A.  Bayard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  I* 
vid  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  John  Chapman,  ChrwtopW 
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G.  ChampKn,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  8amuel 
W.  Dana,  Thomas  T.  Davit,  John  Dennis,  George 
Dent,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Henry  Glen,  William  B.  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Har- 
per, Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  David  Holmes, 
Heiekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes 
Kitten,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mat- 
thews, Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Eliaha  R  Pot- 
ter, John  Reed,  John'  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman, 
William  8hepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  8amuel  Sit- 
greaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston, 
George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomis,  Mark  Thomson, 
John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Wil- 
liam 

The  bill  being  thus  lost.  Mr.  W.  Smith  pro- 
posed a  resolution  to  the  House  for  appointing  a 
committee  to  report  a  new  bill  without  the  two 
Ibt  clauses,  which,  it  was  evident,  had  been  the 
cause  of  the  negative  given  to  the  bill.  As  he 
supposed  no  opposition  would  be  made  to  the  bill 
so  reported,  it  might  be  got  through  without  loss 
of  time. 

After  some  conversation  on  a  point  of  order, 
whether  or  not  this  resolution  could  be  admitted, 
the  Speaker  declared  it  in  order,  but  Mr.  Coit 
wishing  it  to  lie  on  the  table  till  to-morrow,  it  lay 
accordingly. 

Thursday,  June  22. 

EXPATRIATION. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  up  the  resolution  which 
he  yesterday  laid  upon  the  table,  for  appointing  a 
committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  prohibiting  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  entering  on  board  for- 
eign ships  of  war.  without  the  expatriating  clauses. 

This  resolution  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Bald- 
viSf  Giles,  and  Vbnable,  and  supported  by  the 
mover  and  Mr.  Harper.  It  was  negatived— 49 
1046. 

DEPREDATIONS  ON  COMMERCE. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President 
w  tbe  United  States,  of  which  the  following 
*  a  copy,  with  the  titles  of  the  documents  accom- 
panying it: 

kntkmen  of  the  House  of  Representatives.' 
Immediately  after  I  had  received  your  resolution  of 
blOth  of  June,  requesting  a  report  respecting  the 
■prcdanona  committed  on  the  commerce  of  the  United 
*»**,  since  the  first  of  October,  1796,  specifying  the 
lames  of  the  Teasels  taken,  where  bound  to  or  from, 
P«Je§  of  lading,  the  value,  when  it  can  be  ascertained, 
i  the  vessel  and  cargo  taken,  and  by  what  Power  cap- 
owd,  particularizing  those  which  have  been  actually 
ondernned,  together  with  the  proper  documents  to 
•certain  the  same,  I  directed  a  collection  to  be  made  of 
"  such  information  aa  should  he  found  in  the  posses- 
ion of  the  Government  In  consequence  of  which, 
"Secretary  of  State  has  nude  the  report  and  the  coi- 
tion of  documents,  which  accompany  this  Message, 
M  are  now  laid  before  the  House  of  Representatives, 
1  compliance  with  their  desire. 
..  JOHN  ADAMS. 

fcsiTia  Statbs,  June  22,  1797. 

Report  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Presi- 
w  of  the  United  States,  respecting  the  depreda- 


tions committed  on  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States. — (See  Appendix.) 

1.  Abstract  of  two  cases  of  capture  made  by  the 
British  cruisers  of  vessels  belonging  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States  since  the  first  of  October,  1796,  and 
wherein  documents  have  been  received  at  the  Depart- 
ment of  State ;  also  a  copy  of  a  memorandum  filed  bv 
3.  Smith,  Esq.,  relating  to  captures  made  by  the  Bri- 
tish of  vessels  in  the  property  of  which  he  was  con- 
cerned. ■  No  documents  accompany  the  two  cases  of 
capture  above  mentioned,  they  having  been  sent  to 
London,  in  order  that  compensation  might  be  obtained 
for  the  damages  suffered. 

2.  A  correct  copy  of  the  decree  of  the  Executive  Di- 
rectory of  March  2,  1797. 

3.  Copies  of  documents  remaining  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  State,  relative  to  American  vessels  captured  or 
condemned  by  the  French,  since  the  first  of  October, 
1,796. 

4.  Extracts  from  communications  from  the  Con- 
suls of  the  United  8tates,  relative  to  depredationa  com- 
mitted on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  by  the 
French. 

5.  Schedule  of  the  names  of  American  vessels  cap- 
tured by  the  French,  and  of  the  circumstances  attend- 
ing them,  extracted  from  the  Philadelphia  Gazette,  and 
Gazette  of  the  United  States,  and  commencing  with 
July,  1796. 

6.  Extract  of  a  letter  from  Rufus  King,  Esq.,  Minis- 
ter, &c,  enclosing  the  protest  of  William  Martin, 
master  of  the  Cincinnmtus,  of  Baltimore,  relative  to  the 
torture  inflicted  on  the  said  Martin  by  a  French  cruiser. 

Mr.  Giles  moved  that  the  above  papers  should 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  print  such  as 
would  be  useful  to  the  House. 

This  question  was  negatived — 50  to  46,  and  a 
motion  carried  for  printing  the  whole. 

DAY  OF  ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  Giles  called  up  the  motion  which  had 
some  days  ago  been  laid  on  the  table  respecting  an 
adjournment. 

Mr/  Gallatin  wished  to  modify  hismotion,  by 
making  the  proposed  day  of  adjournment  the  27tn 
instead  of  the  24th  instant. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  Macon  moved  to  make  the  day  the  28th, 
which  was  consented  to  by  the  mover. 

Mr.  Dent  proposed  to  make  it  the  30th. 

The  question  was  taken  on  adjourning  on  the 
30th,  and  negatived — there  being  only  28  votes  in 
favor  of  it. 

The  question  on  the  resolution  for  the  28th  was 
carried — yeas  51,  nays  47.  as  follows : 

Ysab— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bur- 
ges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis, 
John  Dawson,  George  Ege,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Wil- 
liam Findley,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr., 
Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie, 
Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah 
Parker,  Eliaha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  Tompson  J.  8km- 
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ner,  Samuel  Smith,  William  8mith,  of  Pinckney  Dis- 
trict, Richard  8prigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomaa 
8umter,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cort- 
landt,  Joseph  B.  Varoum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Ro- 
bert Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chap- 
man, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Wil- 
liam Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John 
Dennis,  George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster, 
Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
William  B.  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas 
Hartley,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer, 
James  H.  Imlay,  John  W.  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman, 
James  Machir,  William  Matthews,  Harrison  G.  Otis, 
John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  8ewall, 
William  8hepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  8amuel  Sit- 
greaves,  Jeremiah  8mith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Tho- 
mas, Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wads- 
wofth,  and  John  Williams. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  providing  tor 
the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States. 

Tne  bill  having  been  read,  some  observations 
took  place  respecting  the  fixing  of  the  price  of  sea- 
men's wages,  instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  President,  but  no  question  was  taken, 
as  it  was  suggested  the  other  parts  of  the  bill  had 
better  first  be  gone  through. 

Mr.  Parker  moved  to  strike  out  the  following 
section  of  the  bill,  viz : 

M  That  the  President  of  the  United  8tate*  be,  and  he 
is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered,  should  he  deem 
it  expedient,  to  cause  to  be  procured,  by  purchase  or 
otherwise,  and  td  be  fitted  out,  manned,  and  employed, 
a  number  of  vessels,  not  exceeding  nine,  to  carry  not 
exceeding  twenty  guns  each." 

Mr.  P.  thought,  if  the  revenue  cutters  were 
armed,  as  had  before  been  suggested,  there  would 
be  no  necessity  for  the  vessels  here  proposed, 
which  he  did  not  think  so  well  calculated  for  ser- 
vice as  the  cutters.  They  would  carry  10  or  12 
guns,  and  from  40  to  50  men,  and  would  be  able 
to  cope  with  any  small  privateer  on  our  coast  or 
in  the  West  Indies.  He  proposed  to  introduce  a 
new  clause  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  thought  the  object  of  the  gentle- 
man last  up  might  be  attained  by  amending  this 
clause.  He  was  wholly  in  favor  of  the  cutters,  as 
they  would  not  only  serve  as  a  defence  for  our 
coast,  but  a*  tenders  to  the  frigates.  Nine  vessels, 
of  20  guns,  he  said,  would  require  674  seamen  to 
man  them,  and  the  frigates  would  require  432 
able  and  300  ordinary  seamen,  which  he  did  not 
believe  would  be  very  readily  raised.  Besides, 
vessels  which  would  be  purchased  for  this  purpose 
would  not  be  calculated  for  the  service,  not  being 
sufficiently  swift  sailers,  whilst  these  cutters  would 
outsail  most  privateers,  and  half  the  seamen  would 
be  sufficient.  They  might  be  ready  in  a  fortnight, 
whilst  the  others  could  not  be  fit  for  sea  for  three 
months. 

Mr.  Parker  had  thought  of  amending  the  bill 


in  the  way  proposed,  but  he  found  some  objec- 
tions to  that  mode.  It  would  be  necessary  that 
the  cutters  should  be  employed  in  the  protection 
of  our  revenue,  as  well  as  to  guard  oar  coast ;  and 
on  that  account,  he  believed  it  would  be  better  not 
to  include  them  under  the  Naval  Establishment, 
as  they  would  not,  in  that  case,  be  so  much  at  the 
command  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  question  was  carried  without  a  division; 
the  clause  following,  which  respected  the  officers 
and  crew  to  be  employed,  fell  of  course. 

Mr.  Giles  moved  to  strike  out  the  following 
clause,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  a  similar  one 
to  that  agreed  to  in  the  bill  for  the  galleys,  viz:  to 
confine  tneir  use  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States : 

"  That  the  President  of  the  United  State*  may  em- 
ploy the  said  frigates  and  the  said  vessels  to  protect  the 
ships  and  cargoes  belonging  solely  to  citizens  of  the 
United  8tates,  and  also  the  harbors  and  seacoast  of  the 
United  States,  in  such  manner  and  under  such  regula- 
tions as  shall  in  no  wise  contravene  either  the  ltw  of 
nations  or  any  existing  treaties  between  the  United 
8tates  and  foreign  nations." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  this  amendment  would 
not  be  agreed  to.  He  believed  it  was  never  in- 
tended to  confine  the  frigates  within  so  narrow  t 
sphere.  He  believed  the  latter  part  of  the  clause 
proposed  to  be  struck  out  would  prevent  any  mis- 
chief. The  commanders  of  these  vessels,  he  said, 
would  be  men  of  ability  and  character,  well  in- 
structed as  to  their  duty  with  respect  to  the  law 
of  nations.  If  the  frigates  were  to  be  thus  con- 
fined in  their  operations,  they  would  be  of  no  real 
use. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  to  know  to  what  other  par- 
pose,  besides  the  protection  of  our  coast,  the  gen- 
tleman wished  to  employ  these  vessels?  It  seem- 
ed to  be  thought  the  frigates  could  be  of  no  use. 
except  as  convoys  ;  but  he  denied  that  they  were 
equal  to  that  object,  if  it  were  agreed  that  they 
should  be  so  employed.  It  was  said  the  cutters  to 
be  employed  were  to  act  as  tenders  to  the  frigates; 
yet  they  were  to  be  kepi  at  home.  It  would 
therefore,  be  curious  to  send  the  frigates  abroad 
and  keep  the  tenders  at  home.  To  employ  the  fri- 
gates in  any  other  way  than  for  the  protection  of 
our  coast,  would,  in  his  opinion,  hazard  the  peace 
of  the  country,  without  producing  any  good ;  for. 
if  he  were  a  merchant,  (and  he  believed  the  mer- 
chants were  generally  or  that  opinion,)  he  would 
sooner  send  his  vessel  unprotected  than  with  the 
proposed  convoy. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  argued  against  the  ab&urditf 
of  confining  the  operations  of  our  maritime  force 
to  the  narrow  limits  proposed  by  the  amendments. 
It  was  the  object  of  the  bill  to  defend  our  com- 
merce from  the  unjust  attacks  of  che  belligerent 
Powers,  and  it  surely  would  not  be  pretended  that 
these  attacks  were  confined  to  our  coasts.  To 
render  the  protection  efficient,  it  should  be  co- 
extensive with  the  danger;  and  should  the  frigates 
not  be  permitted  to  operate  beyond  the  imaginary 
line  which  limits  our  maritime  jurisdiction  on  the 
seacoast,  it  would  frequently  happen  that  they 
would  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the  capture  of  their 
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envoys  within  the  reach  of  their  suns.  It  would 
e  infinitely  preferable  to  dismantle  our  ships  of 
far  and  save  the  expense  of  their  equipment,  than 
o  hold  out  to  our  trade  an  illusive  protection, 
rhich  would  only  lead  them  into  danger.  The 
ikaroons,  which  infest  the  American  seas,  would 
nfficiently  understand  the  restriction  which  is 
voposed,  and  would  be  rather  incited  by  it  than 
iismayed.  He  was,  therefore,  decidedly  against 
he  amendments ;  but  neither  did  he  like  the  clause 
is  it  stood  in  the  bill.  He  did  not  comprehend 
he  propriety  of  limiting  the  protection  of  the  fri- 
ptes  to  the  case  of  "  vessels  and  cargoes  owned 
olely  by  American  citizens."  In  some  instances 
t  ought  not  to  be  extended  so  far;  in  others,  it 
Might  to  go  further.  Vessels  and  cargoes  owned 
entirely  by  our  citizens  might  be  employed  in  a 
antraband  trade,  and  ought  not  to  be  protected, 
ilthouffh  this  construction,  perhaps,  was  corrected 
)y  the  latter  part  of  the  clause,  yet  there  was  an 
opposite  evil,  which  would  necessarily  arise  from 
t  in  its  present  form.  Ships  owned  by  American 
ntizens  were  entitled  to  -the  protection  of  the 
jorernment  against  French  cruisers  while  en- 
gaged in  a  lawful  trade,  let  their  cargoes  belong 
to  whom  they  might.  It  is  one  stipulation  of  our 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  that  free  ships 
make  free  goods,  and  whatever  might  be  the  opin- 
ion of  this  House  as  to  the  expediency  of  relin- 
quishing this  stipulation  by  a  new  compact,  yet 
ontil  this  could  be  effected  in  a  course  of  negotia- 
tion, we  cannot  abandon  the  advantages  it  gives 
lo  our  citizens.  The  rights  growing  out  of  treaty, 
ire  as  much  objects  of  protection  as  those  arising 
from  the  law  of  nations,  and  he  could  never  con- 
wot  to  such  abandonment  of  them  until  the  rela- 
tions of  the  two  countries  in  this  respect  should 
be  legitimately  changed.  If  the  present  amend- 
ments, therefore,  should  not  prevail,  it  was  his 
intention  to  move  to  substitute  for  the  words, 
B  ships  and  cargoes  belonging  solely  to  citizens  of 
the  United  States,"  the  expression,  "  the  lawful 
commerce  of  the  citizens  or  the  United  States." 
Mr.  Nicholas  concluded  the  gentleman  was 
ftot  in  the  House  when  this  subject  was  formerly 
under  discussion,  as  he  seemed  to  have  stumbled 
upon  all  the  objections,  which  were  then  aban- 
doned. Those  gentlemen  who  advocated  convovs 
completely  gave  them  up.  [Mr.  W.  Smith  denied 
that  he  ever  gave  them  up.  J  Mr.  N.  believed  he 
never  did,  on  any  other  account  than  because 
erery  body  about  him  save  them  up,  and  a  clause 
directly  the  reverse  of  his  was  agreed  to.  Mr.  N. 
then  went  over  the  arguments  which  were  gone 
into  on  a  former  occasion.  He  showed  that  this 
force  was  inadequate  to  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce, and  that  the  natural  consequence  of  resist- 
ing a  search,  or  being  taken  into  a  foreign  port,  for 
trial  on  the  ground  of  a  cargo  being  bona  fide  neu- 
tral, would  produce  war.  And  should  we,  he  ask- 
ed, while  a  negotiation  was  pending,  run  the  risk 
of  again  involving  ourselves  in  difficulties  ?  He 
trusted  we  should  not.  He  denied  that  the  effect 
of  the  amendment  would  be  to  confine  the  fri- 
gates within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, 
as  the  commerce  within  the  jurisdiction  might  be 


defended  by  their  going  without  it.    He  trusted 
the  amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  wished  to  strike  out 
the  section,  and  insert  nothing.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  the  frigates  should  or  should  not  be 
employed  as  convoys ;  nor  was  he  ready  to  say 
they  should  be  confined  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States.  He  was  willing  to  leave  this 
matter  to  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as 
commander-in-chief.  He  was  sure  that  confidence 
would  not  be  abused ;  and  he  believed  he  would 
have  better  opportunities  than  they  had,  of  deter- 
mining the  best  manner  of  employing  them. 

Mr.  Parker  seconded  the  motion.  He  thought 
it  would  be  highly  improper  in  them  to  dictate  to 
the  President  how  he  should  use  these  vessels.  He 
wished  that  to  rest  on  the  broad  basis  of  the  Presi- 
dent's responsibility. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  had  no  objection  to  the  subject 
taking  this  course.  As  commander-in-chief,  there 
was  no  doubt  the  President  would  employ  this 
naval  force  in  a  manner,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
would  be  most  conducive  to  the  public  good.  If 
the  negotiation  failed,  and  there  should  be  a  ne- 
cessity for  employing  it  in  a  manner  differently 
from  what  they  at  present  contemplated,  he  would 
of  course  do  so.  Mr.  S.  took  notice  of  what  had 
fallen  from  Mr.  Nicholas  ;  he  denied  that  what 
had  been  determined  relative  to  the  galleys,  had 
any  connexion  with  the  frigates.  He  said,  in  our 
treaties  with  Holland  and  Sweden,  convoys  for 
our  trade  in  time  of  peace  were  positively  stipula- 
ted for,  and  the  word  of  the  commander  of  our 
convoy  was  always  to  be  taken  as  to  the  descrip- 
tion of  our  cargoes ;  therefore,  the  arguments  of 
the  gentleman  fell  to  the  ground  when  he  said  our 
vessels  could  not  go  out  to  sea  without  endanger- 
ing our  peace.  It  was  true  there  was  no  such  ar- 
ticle in  our  treaty  with  France,  but  it  was  stipu- 
lated in  what  manner  search  should  be  made.  The 
Swedish  Treaty,  he  said,  was  made  by  Dr.  Frank- 
lin, at  Versailles,  under  the  eye  of  the  French  Gov- 
ernment It  was  to  be  supposed,  therefore,  it  met 
with  their  full  approbation,  especially  as  it  had 
never  been  complained  against. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  that  there  being  stipulations 
of  the  kind  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  last  up, 
proved  that  no  such  right  existed  without  a  treaty ; 
and  as  to  the  manner  in  which  a  search  should  oe 
made  being  laid  down,  it  was  no  security  against 
the  evil  he  dreaded.  He  denied  the  right  of  the 
President  to  apply  the  naval  force  of  the  United 
States  to  any  object  he  pleased.  When  a  force 
was  raised  for  a  particular  object,  he  agreed  that 
it  was  his  business  to .  direct  the  manner  in  which 
this  force  should  be  used ;  but  to  say  he  had  the 
right  to  apply  it  at  his  discretion,  was  to  make  him 
master  of  the  United  States ;  if  mat  were  the  case, 
he  said,  the  powers  of  that  House  were  gone. 
When  they  raised  men  for  the  protection  of  the  , 
frontier,  would  the  President,  he  asked,  send  them 
to  any  other  place  ?  He  insisted  upon  it  that  they 
had  a  right  to  say  the  vessels  should  be  kept  in  the 
river  Delaware,  if  they  pleased;  the  President 
might  afterwards  direct  their  conduct  If  a  con- 
trary doctrine  were  to  prevail,  if  they  did  not  give 
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up  the  right  of  declaring  war,  they  gave  up  the 
power,  which  would  inevitably  lead  to  war. 

Mr.  Brooks  did  not  apprehend  any  danger  from 
leaving  it  in  the  power  of  the  President  to  make 
use  of  the  frigates  as  he  pleased. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  that  after  having  determin- 
ed that  the  three  frigates  should  be  got  ready  for 
sea,  it  became  necessary  to  say  upon  what  busi- 
ness they  should  be  employed.  There  might  be 
different  opinions  on  the  subject,  but  it  was  neces- 
sary to  define  the  object.  If  not,  they  had  reason 
to  apprehend,  from  his  Speech,  that  the  President 
would  employ  them  as  convoys.  The  difficulties 
attending  such  an  employ  had  been  shown  when 
the  subject  of  galleys  was  under  consideration ; 
they  were  so  many  that  the  peace  of  the  country 
would  be  greatly  endangered  by  such  an  employ- 
ment of  the  frigates.  The  danger  was  greatly  in- 
creased by  the  disputed  article  of  our  treaty  with 
France,  which  the  President  would  be  under  the 
necessity  of  enforcing. 

•  In  ordinary  times,  he  said,  the  principle  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  was  a  good  one.  If 
we  had  frigates  in  service,  they  were  not  from  day  to 
day  to  say  how  they  should  be  employed ;  out, 
under  our  present  circumstances,  he  thought  the 
object  ought  to  be  defined,  and  that  they  ought  to 
depart  from  the  maxim  laid  down  by  that  gentleman. 
Mr.  Sewall  was  in  favor  of  striking  out  the 
clause.  If  the  President  were  to  be  limited  at  all 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  limit  him  with  re- 
spect to  convoys,  from  the  incompetency  of  three 
vessels  to  that  end  ;  but  these  frigates  were  to  be 
considered  as  the  public  force,  as  the  navy  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  true,  it  was  a  small  one ; 
but  it  was  such  as  Congress  had  thought  proper  to 
raise,  and  put  in  the  power  of  the  President.  And 
why  should  this  power  be  limited  ?  It  seemed  as 
if  they  supposed,  from  his  natural  disposition,  or 
from  some  other  cause,  he  would  abuse  it,  by  em- 
ploying the  vessels  contrary  to  law,  and  thereby 
involve  the  country  in  war. 

The  Constitution,  Mr.  S.  said,  had  defined  him 
to  be  commander-in-chief  of  the  navy,  and  having 
a  navy  the  command  of  course  devolved  upon  him. 
If  those  vessels  were  but  for  a  particular  purpose, 
they  might  designate  their  object,  but  they  were 
begun  in  1794,  and  the  act  gave  the  President  au- 
thority to  "  equip  and  employ  these  vessels."  If 
at  that  period,  when,  in  the  opinion  of  many  gen- 
tlemen, there  was  a  greater  prospect  of  war  than 
at  present,  no  object  was  pointed  out  for  the  ves- 
sels, he  did  not  see  why  any  should  now  be  point- 
ed out.  With  respect  to  the  disputed  articles  in 
the  French  Treaty,  they  had  already  expressed  an 
opinion  of  the  President,  which,  he  doubted  not, 
would  have  its  effect. 

Mr.  Williams  thought  that,  having  given  the 
President  a  discretionary  power,  in  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  they  ought  not  now  to  take  it  from 
him ;  because,  if  he  did  not  see  occasion  to  man 
the  frigates,  he  would  never  do  it ;  but  if  he  did 
see  occasion  for  manning  them,  they  ought  not  to 
take  from  him  the  power  of  employing  them  as  he 
pleased.  He  was,  therefore,  in  tavor  of  the  motion 
of  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey. 


Mr.  Giles  asked  whether,  to  ascertain  the  object 
upon  which  these  vessels  should  be  employed  was 
a  Legislative  or  an  Executive  act  ?  It  was  cer- 
tainly legislative.  They  ought  to  say  to  the  Pres- 
ident— Here  is  the  force,  and  there  is  the  object 
It  was  said,  they  had  already  given  an  opinion  to 
the  President,  with  respect  to  the  disputed  articles 
in  the  French  Treaty  ;  he  now  wished  a  law  to  be 
passed  in  conformity  to  that  opinion. 

He  said,  they  were  often  charged  with  a  want  of 
confidence  in  the  present  President.  He  was  free 
to  own  he  had  not  much  confidence  in  the  Presi- 
dent. His  Speech,  at  the  opening  of  the  session. 
had  destroyed  all  his  confidence ;  but,  bowers 
high  their  opinion  might  be  of  the  Executive, 
they  ought  not  to  lodge  improper  powers  in  his 
hands. 

Mr.  Harper  was  in  favor  of  the  motion.  He 
wished  to  provide  force,  and  not  to  direct  the  use 
of  it ;  he  believed  this  was  the  object  for  which 
they  were  called  together.  He  was  willing  to 
leave  the  use  of  this  force  to  the,  President,  be- 
cause he  could  employ  it  in  a  manner  only  appli- 
cable to  peace ;  to  employ  it  otherwise  would  be  a 
breach  of  his  power.  He,  therefore,  could  not  re- 
pel any  violation  of  our  rights  by  force,  except  pre- 
viously authorized  by  Congress. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Mr.  Harper  aid 
need  not  to  have  told  them  them  that  he  had  no 
confidence  in  the  present  Executive.  He  might 
have  said  in  no  Executive ;  for  it  was  well  known 
he  never  missed  going  out  of  the  way  to  say  rode 
things  of  the  late  President ;  but  he  did  not  belief 
this  was  the  best  way  of  discharging  their  duty. 
He  believed  the  public  cared  little  what  his  opin- 
ion of  the  President  was ;  he  thought  they  ought 
to  do  their  duty,  and  leave  the  President  to  do  his 
Mr.  H.  denied  that  they  had  the  right  to  direct  the 
public  force.  If  we  were  at  war  with  Great  Brit' 
ain,  they  should  have  no  right  to  say  to  the  Presi- 
dent, attack  Canada  or  the  Islands.  The  use  oi 
this  force  must  be  left  to  the  President;  if  he  abu- 
ses it,  upon  his  own  head  would  lie  the  responsi 
bility,  and  not  upon  them. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  nad  not  made  up  his  mind  on  thj 
subject.  If  the  power  of  employing  the  frigate 
was  wholly  left  with  the  President,  though  hehu 
not  the  power  of  declaring  war,  yet  he  might  a 
employ  them  as  to  lead  to  war,  particularly  wid 
respect  to  the  French  Treaty  articles.  On  thj 
other  hand,  it  seemed  to  be  a  poor  employmen 
for  these  frigates,  after  all  the  expense  which  the] 
had  cost,  to  Keep  them  within  the  jurisdiction  fl 
the  United  States.  They  could  not  cruise  then 
indeed,  without  danger  of  running  on  the  shoal* 
Understanding,  as  he  did,  that  by  voting  for  th 
striking  out  of  this  clause,  he  should  not  be  ffl 
eluded  from  voting  for  the  amendment  of  the  g« 
tleman  from  Virginia;  if  he  should  conclude  to  dl 
so,  he  should  vote  for  striking  out  the  section  u 
question. 

Mr.  Macon  proposed  a  clause  similar  in  eflee 
to  that  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Virgin)* 
to  be  inserted  in  plaoe  of  one  struck  out,  bat  ro 
Chairman  declared  it  not  in  order. 

Mr.  Dayton  said,  that  those  gentlemen  vb 
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were  not  prepared  to  vote  for  retaining  the  eleventh 
section,  must  be  prepared  to  say  these  frigates  shall 
be  employed  as  convoys.  It  was  to  avoid  this, 
that  he  had  moved  to  strike  it  oat.  He  again  ex- 
pressed his  wish  that  the  direction  of  this  force 
might  be  left  with  the  President. 

Mr.  Gilb8  declared  his  intention  of  voting  for 
striking  out  the  section,  and  to  risk  the  insertion 
of  another  afterwards. 

The  question  for  striking  out  was  carried  with- 
out a  division. 

Mr.  Giles  then  moved  to  insert  the  section  be- 
fore proposed  by  Mr.  Macon,  to  confine  the  use 
of  our  frigates  to  the  protection  of  our  coasts,  and 
commerce  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Otis  did  not  think  that  the  object  of  the 
mover  of  this  amendment  would  be  obtained  by 
it  since  he  believed  vessels  would  be  as  much  ex- 
posed to  danger  within  as  without  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States.  He  trusted  they  should 
leave  this  business  to  the  President ;  for  whatever 
personal  objections  gentlemen  might  have  to  him, 
(because  he  was  not  the  man  of  their  choice,)  he 
believed  the  people  at  large  would  be  willing  he 
should  have  this  power.  Indeed,  he  thought 
whatever  it  might  display  of  candor  in  gentlemen 
to  say  they  had  no  confidence  in  the  first  officer  of 
Government,  it  had  very  little  of  discretion  in  it. 
It  was  to  destroy  one  of  the  objects  of  the  session, 
which  was  to  show  to  the  world  that  we  are  not  a 
divided  people. 

Mr.  0.  did  not  say  that  Congress  had  not  a  right 
to  designate  the  object  of  this  force ;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  would  not  be  convenient ;  for,  said  he, 
suppose  either  of  the  Barbary  States  were  to  de- 
dare  war  against  us,  (and  tney  all  knew  there 
was  no  certain  reliance  upon  their  observance  of 
treaties.)  should  not  the  President  have  a  right  to 
send  those  vessels  into  the  Mediterranean  ?  Or, 
suppose  we  wanted  to  send  an  Ambassador  to  a 
foreign  country,  or  despatches  to  our  Minister 
residing  there,  shall  we,  said  he,  limit  his  power  in 
this  respect  ? 

It  seemed  to  be  the  object  of  gentlemen,  Mr.  O. 
aid.  to  hang  a  dead  weight  upon  every  measure, 
to  prevent  any  thing  effectual  from  being  done, 
that  an  idea  might  go  abroad  that  the  President 
had  called  them  together  unnecessarily.  If  gen- 
tlemen could  succeed  in  this,  the  people  might 
adopt  their  opinion,  and  believe  that  the  President 
was  unworthy  of  their  good  opinion. 

He  thought,  when  all  the  world  was  in  arms, 
and  we  did  not  know  how  soon  we  might  be  in- 
volved in  the  calamity,  it  behooved  us  to  be  upon 
our  guard,  and  to  give  the  President  such  powers 
as  should  enable  him  to  take  proper  measures  of 
defence  against  any  attack  that  might  be  made 
upon  us. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  every  thing  which  had 
been  introduced  about  confidence  or  the  want  of  it, 
in  the  President,  was  extremely  irrelevant  and  im- 
proper. For  gentlemen  to  charge  others  with  a 
want  of  confidence  in  the  President,  because  they 
happened  to  disagree  in  opinion,  was  extraordinary 
conduct.     His  reason  for  proposing  the  present 


amendment,  was  to  prevent  these  vessels  being  sent 
to  the  Mediterranean  or  the  West  Indies.  He  read 
an  extract  from  the  law  of  1794,  to  show  that  the 
object  of  the  frigates  was  there  designated  to  be 
against  the  Algerines.  His  object  was  now,  that 
they  should  be  employed  on  the  coast,  and  no 
where  else.  If  a  provision  of  this  kind  was  not 
agreed  to,  they  knew,  from  his  Speech,  upon  what 
business  the  President  would  employ  them.  He 
had  given  his  opinion  to  the  House  with  candor, 
and  he  wished  the  House  to  be  equally  explicit. 

Mr.  Gallatin  observed,  it  seemed  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
that  if  they  defined  the  object  upon  which  these 
vessels  were  to  be  employed,  they  should  be  charge- 
able with  disrespect  to  the  President.  We  have, 
or  we  have  not  a  right,  said  Mr.  G.,  to  define  the 
object.  If  we  have  not  the  right,  we  ought  not  to 
exercise  it ;  but  if  we  had  the  right,  there  could  be 
no  disrespect  shown  to  the  President,  by  an  exer- 
cise of  that  right.  It  might  be  improper,  but 
could  not  be  disrespectful.  If  once  such  an  argu- 
ment as  this  were  admitted;  it  would  be  introduced 
on  every  occasion  when  it  would  have  weight. 
Indeed,  the  gentleman  saw  that  such  an  assertion 
was  likely  to  have  its  weight  on  this  question, 
and  therefore  introduced  it.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  clause  from  the  Senate  did  not  define 
the  object  1  and  if  so,  whether  that  body  could  be 
charged  with  wanting  respect  for  the  President  ? 

The  object  of  the  frigates  had  never  been  de- 
fined, for  a  good  reason ;  because  they  were  never 
ordered  to  be  manned  till  now.  The  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  had  said  they  were  not  to  be 
used  for  any  hostile  purposes  whatever.  He  wished 
to  know  how  they  were  then  to  be  employed  ?  He 
thought  they  would  be  somewhat  expensive  pack- 
et boats,  to  carry  despatches  abroad.  He  knew 
only  of  two  purposes  for  which  they  could  be 
used;  that  is,  to  be  held  in  readiness  in  case  of  war, 
and  in  the  mean  time  to  be  employed  in  some  pur* 
pose  or  other,  which  he  thought  should  be  defined, 
and  not  left  in  doubt..  He  therefore  hoped  the 
amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Dana  said;  admitting  that  they  had  a  right 
to  define  the  object  of  this  armament,  it  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  insist  upon  exercising  it. 
He  agreed  that  they  had  a  right.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  leaving  the  business  to  the  President, 
except  that,  if  the  vessels  were  employed  in  con- 
voying our  commerce,  he  should  have  wished  to 
have  snared  the  responsibility  with  him.  He  de- 
nied that  the  danger  which  had  been  predicted 
could  arise  from  the  disputed  articles  in  the  French 
Treaty,  as  the  President  had  a  right  to  give  such 
instructions'  to  the  commanders  on  that  subject,  as 
he  saw  proper. 

Mr.  W.  smith  thought  the  proposition  vague, 
since  it  did  not  say  the  vessels  snould  not  be  used 
in  any  other  way.  Gentlemen  were  begging  the 
question,  when  tney  said,  that  if  the  business  were 
left  with  the  President,  tne  consequence  would  be 
that  the  vessels  would  be  employed  as  a  convoy, 
since  he  did  not  believe  they  were  equal  to  that 
object.  It  was  his  wish  that  the  hands  of  the  Pre- 
sident should  not  be  tied,  and  thought  it  extremely 
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imprudent  at  the  present  time,  to  discover  a  want 
of  confidence  in  tne  Executive. 

Mr.  Kittera  had  often  seen  that  House  at- 
tempt to  take  powers  which  did  not  belong  to  it. 
He  thought  this  one  of  those  cases.  They  had 
power  to  raise  an  army  and  navy,  but  the  use  of 
them  lay  with  the  President. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  they  had  been  called  to- 

5 ether  because  the  French  nad  committed  depre- 
ations  on  our  commerce,  and  refused  to  receive 
our  Minister.  He  took  notice  of  the  different  acts 
which  they  had  passed  this  session,  till  he  came 
to  this,  which,  in  his  opinion,  if  our  vessels  went 
out  to  sea,  would  lead  to  war,  and  therefore  he 
wished  to  have  them  limited. 

When  our  Commissioners  arrive  in  France,  said 
Mr.  S.,  the  French  Directory  will  ask,  "  For  what 
are  you  arming  ?  Your  Congress  has  been  called 
together  for  the  express  purpose  of  taking  mea- 
sures against  us:"  thev  would  add,  " disarm,  or 
we  will  not  treat  witn  you."  He  trusted  they 
should  not  put  it  in  the  power  of  any  branch  of 
Government  to  plunge  us  in  war.  It  had  been  said 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  we 
were  to  force  our  way  into  the  rebel  ports  in  the 
West  Indies ;  if  so,  war  must  be  the  consequence. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  surprised  to  hear  a  gentle- 
man declare  that  we  were  brought  to  such  a  situa- 
tion that  we  could  not  take  up  arms,  in  our  own 
defence,  without  offending  a  foreign  nation.  He 
was  the  more  affected  at  the  declaration,  because 
it  came  from  an  American  soldier.  "  M.  Barras, 
(says  the  gentleman,)  will  say  to  the  Commission- 
ers. '  Go  home  and  lay  down  your  arms,  and  we 
will  then  treat  with  you.' "  lie  hoped  the  gentle- 
man would  retract  this  humiliating  sentiment. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived,  52  to  44. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Friday,  June  23. 
PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 

The  House  again  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  protection  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  States ;  when 

Mr.  Venable  renewed  his  motion  to  alter  the 
sixth  section  of  the  bill,  so  as  to  fix  the  wages  to 
be  allowed  to  the  petty  officers,  midshipmen,  sea- 
men,, ordinary  seamen,  and  marines,  instead  of 
leaving  it  to  the  President  to  fix  them,  on  the 

ground  of  its  being  Legislative  and  not  Executive 
usiness. 

This  motion  was  opposed,  from  the  circum- 
stance of  wages  being  so  fluctuating  as  to  make  it 
impossible  to  say  now  what  would  be  a  proper 
rate  of  wages  to  be  given  when  the  vessels  were 
ready  to  receive  their  men ;  and  as  the  sum  was 
fixed  not  to  exceed  $15,000  dollars  per  month,  no 
mischief  could  arise  from  leaving  the  business 
with  the  Executive. 
The  question  was  put  and  negatived— 48  to  37. 
Mr.  Pabker  moved  to  add  two  new  sections  to 
the  bill.  The  first  was,  "  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  if  he  deem  it  necessary, 
to  increase  the  strength  of  the  revenue  cutters,  so 


as  that  the  number  of  men  do  not  exceed  —  to  ! 
each,  in  order  to  defend  the  seacoast,  and  to  repel 
any  hostile  vessels,  and  to  protect  the  commerce  of 
the  United  States  within  the  jurisdiction  thereof 
having  due  regard  to  their  duty  in  the  protection 
of  the  revenue." 

The  second  section  provided  "  that  the  additional 
compensation  allowed  to  the  men  employed  in  the 
revenue  cutters,  by  an  act  of  May  6, 1796,  should 
be  extended  to  the  additional  men  proposed  to  be 
employed." 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished,  instead  of  the  words,  '-if 
he  deem  it  necessary,"  in  the  first  clause,  to  intro- 
duce those  used  on  a  former  occasion,  when  the 
galleys  were  under  consideration,  viz :  "  if  circum- 
stances shall  hereafter  arise,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
shall  render  it  expedient." 

Mr.  W.  Smith  saw  no  difference  between  the 
two  phrases,  exeept  that  the  one  proposed  was  not 
so  well  expressed  as  the  original.  He  wished  the 
gentleman  to  say  in  what  the  difference  consisted. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  that  by  the  words  as  they 
now  stood,  they  referred  to  tne  President  what  it 
was  their  business  to  determine  for  themselves. 
He  wished  to  have  an  eye  to  any  future  occasion 
which  might  arise ;  but  if  the  clause  passed  as  it 
now  appeared,  the  President  might  immediately 
go  into  the  business. 

Mr.  Parker  consented  to  adopt  the  words  of 
Mr.  Nicholas. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  and  Mr.  Parker  introduced  two 
or  three  small  amendments,  which  related  to  the 
number  of  lieutenants,  sergeants,  corporals,  &c, 
to  be  employed ;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  having  been  gone  through  with, 

Mr.  R.  Williams  proposed  to  amend  the  first 
section  of  the  bill,  bv  adding,  after  empowering 
the  President,  should  ne  deem  it  necessary,  to  cause 
the  frigates  to  be  manned  and  employed, "  Provi- 
ded they  shall  not  be  employed  as  convoys." 

Mr.  Giles  hoped  this  amendment  would  be 
agreed  to.  He  wished  to  define  the  object  for 
which  these  vessels  should  be  employed,  that  there 
might  be  no  misunderstanding  on  the  subject 
Mr.  G.  insisted  that  the  French  nation  had  a  right 
to  inquire  of  our  Commissioners  for  what  we  were 
arming  ?  And  if  this  amendment  were  agreed  to, 
it  would  be  a  sufficient  answer. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  if  this  amendment  were 
agreed  to,  it  might  go  further  than  it  was  meant 
to  go.  The  frigates  might  not  be  able  to  protect 
the  trade  of  the  United  States  at  all.  He  did  not 
suppose  they  would  be  employed  in  convoying  our 
vessels  to  the  West  Indies ;  but  if  this  provision 
passed,  it  would  not  be  possible  for  them  to  pro- 
tect our  trade  from  the  Capes  of  the  Delaware  to 
the  Capes  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  S.  differed  in  opinion  from  the  gentleman 
last  up,  that  the  French  nation  had  a  right  to  take 
umbrage  at  our  arming.  When  two  nations  were 
at  peace,  and  one  of  them  began  to  arm,  it  was 
customary  to  inquire  what  was  the  object  of  it j 
but  when  two  nations  had  disputes  to  settle,  ana 
one  of  the  nations  had  committed  aggressions 
against  the  other,  it  was  common  for  tne  injured 
nation  to  arm  in  her  defence.    And,  if  the  French 
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nation  refused  so  treat  with  our  Commissioners 
until  they  answered  inquiries  respecting  our  arm- 
ing, he  believed  they  were  determined  upon  war. 
Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  if  he  understood  the  amend- 
ment to  go  to  the  length  which  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  represented  it  to  go,  he 
should  certainly  be  opposed  to  it ;  but  he  believed 
it  only  went  to  prevent  the  frigates  from  being  em- 
ployed as  convoys  to  foreign  ports.  Merchants,  he 
said,  who  carried  on  a  fair  course  of  trade,  would 
not  ask  for  convoys ;  they  would  wish  to  run  the 
risk  and  go  alone — for,  if  they  went  under  the 
convoy,  the  probability  would  be,  that  from  a  num- 
ber of  vessels  sailing  together,  they  would  glut  any 
market  to  which  they  might  go,  and  consequently 
lower  the  price  of  their  cargoes.  But  merchants 
who  wished  to  go  into  rebel  ports,  would  wish  to 
be  convoyed,  and  the  first  convoy  that  went  on 
such  business,  he  was  confident,  would  produce 
war. 

Mr.  S.  justified  the  expression  he  made  use  of 
yesterday,  with  respect  to  the  French  making  in- 
quiry into  the  cause  of  our  armament.  Not  that 
mer  could  take  any  notice  of  our  fortifications,  or 
our  military  regulations ;  but  when  we  were  about 
to  fit  out  a  naval  armament,  it  was  a  different 
thing,  and  the  maritime  Powers  of  the  world  had 
a  right  to  inquire  the  cause  of  our  arming.  Our 
Commissioners,  when  they  were  asked,  would  say 
they  knew  not.  The  Prencn  would  answer,  Inquire ; 
if  it  be  against  us,  we  shall  know  what  to  do ;  if 
not,  let  us  know.  To  avoid  this  inquiry,  he 
wished  to  designate  the  object. 

Mr.  Yen  able  said,  from  what  fell  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  he  supposed  he  would 
be  satisfied  with  a  small  amendment.  That  gen- 
tleman supposed  that  the  present  amendment 
would  prevent  the  frigates  from  convoying  our 
merchant  vessels  from  one  part  of  the  Union  to 
another.  This  might  be  remedied,  by  adding  "<o 
any  foreign  port  or  place." 

Mr.  R.  Williams  consented  to  make  this  a  part 
of  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Brooks  wished  to  know  whether  the  fri- 
gates were  to  be  prevented  from  taking  any  ves- 
sels bound  to  a  foreign  port  under  convoy  at  all, 
though  she  might  be  going  out  at  the  same  time 
with  vessels  bound  to  different  parts  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  Potter  hoped  this  amendment  would  ob- 
tain, as  he  did  not  believe  these  vessels  would  be 
equal  to  the  convoying  of  our  commerce.  He 
hoped,  before  the  session  closed,  they  should  pass 
an  act  for  arming  our  merchantmen,  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  the  best  protection  that  could  be 
given  to  our  commerce. 

The  question  was  put  and  carried— 47  to  45. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  an  additional  section,  u  to  con- 
fine the  duration  of  this  act  for  one  year,  and  from 
thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress, 
and  no  longer." 

Mr.  Sitgreavbs  thought  that  the  period  for 
which  the  seamen  and  marines  were  engaged  be- 
ing only  for  one  year,  there  needed  no  other 
limitation. 

Mr.  Corr  was  of  a  different  opinion.  It  was 
tale  the  men  could  not  be  engaged  for  a  longer 


period  than  a  year ;  but  those  engagements  might 
be  renewed  from  time  to  time.  For  his  part  he 
did  not  wish  to  a  permanent  naval  establishment 
in  this  country.  He  would  rather  see  the  frigates 
at  the  wharves  than  see  them  go  out  to  sea.  He 
trusted  a  majority  of  the  House  would  one  day  be 
of  his  opinion ;  and),  if  such  a  change  of  sentiment 
should  take  place,  he  wished  to  put  it  in  their 
power  to  annul  the  establishment. 

The  question  on  this  section  was  put,  and  there 
appeared  to  b,e  46  votes  for  it,  and  46  against  it, 
when  the  Chairman,  Mr.  Dent,  according  to  the 
power  given  him  by  the  rules  of  the  House,  de- 
clared the  question  was  not  carried. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  proceeded 
to  consider  the  amendments.  The  first  which 
came  under  consideration,  was  that  for  preventing 
the  frigates  from  being  used  as  convoys. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  hoped  this  amendment  would 
not  prevail.  He  was  at  a  loss  to  account  for  the 
change  of  sentiment  in  the  House  since  yester- 
day. He  thought  it  was  then  the  opinion  that 
they  ought  to  provide  the  force  ;  and,  when  pro- 
vided, leave  it  to  the  disposal  of  the  Executive, 
and  that,  if  he  thought  proper  to  employ  the  fri- 
gates in  the  protection  of  our  commerce  beyond 
the  jurisdiction  line,  he  should  be  authorized  to 
do  so.    He  yet  entertained  this  opinion. 

It  was  a  little  extraordinary,  he  said,  that  these 
gentlemen  who  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  quoted 
trie  articles  of  the  armed  neutrality,  should  forget 
one  of  the  most  important ;  he  meant  that  which 
sanctioned  the  right'  of  convoying  their  trade  in 
time  of  peace,  to  protect  their  neutrality  against 
the  aggressions  of  belligerent  Powers,  which  doc- 
trine had,  by  a  solemn  act  of  her  Government, 
been  acquiesced  in  by  France.  This  being  the 
case,  and  seeing  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  his  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  ses- 
sion, had  declared  his  opinion,  that  vessels  ought 
to  be  provided  as  a  convoy  to  our  commerce,  and 
knowing  no  principle  in  the  law  of  nations  to  the 
contrary,  he  was  surprised  the  right  should  be 
called  in  question.  He  hoped  no  act  of  that  House 
would  justify  such  a  sentiment. 

Another  glaring  inconsistency.  Gentlemen  ad- 
mitted that  the  frigates  were  to  be  employed  for 
the  protection  and  defence  of  our  commerce ;  but, 
he  asked,  how  this  could  be  effected,  if  they  were 
not  to  be  employed  in  the  wav  of  convoys  ?  He 
did  not  mean  for  a  number  or  ships  together,  but 
for  single  vessels.  But  it  was  said  that  citizens 
who  carried  on  an  honest  trade  would  not  ask  a 
convoy.  How  did  this  appear?  Had  no  attack 
been  made  upon  the  fair  commerce  of  this  coun- 
try ?  If  there  had  been  none  such,  he  would  allow 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  a  convoy  or  naval 
force;  but,  if  there  had  been  aggressions,  they 
must  have  been  upon  the  fair  trade  of  this  coun- 
try, and  persons  employed  in  this  trade  were  en- 
titled to  protection. 

Why,  he  asked,  were  they  always  told  of  our 
commerce  being  forced  into  the  rebel  ports  in  the 
West  Indies,  and  that  war  would  be  the  conse- 
quence? Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  the  Presi- 
dent would  wantonly  go  into  this  business?    He 
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hoped  tbey  should  do  what  the  circumstances  of 
the  country  required,  and  not  profusely  lavish 
money  which  could  answer  no  good  purpose,  since 
the  injuries  committed  within  our  jurisdiction, 
compared  to  those  sustained  on  the  high  seas,  were 
not  worthy  of  being  named.  If  any  protection 
was  given,  therefore,  it  should  be  extended  beyond 
the  jurisdiction  line. 
But  it  was  said  that  three  frigates  were  incom- 

g stent  to  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
tates ;  but  they  might  be  competent  to  protect  a 
part  of  it;  and  if  three  frigates  were  not  effectual, 
it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  provide  such  as 
would  be  effectual.  But  if  this  force  would  not 
be  able  to  meet  the  naval  power  of  any  European 
country,  it  would  be  able  to  keep  off  privateers 
and  picaroons,  and  therefore  be  of  some  service. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  that  if  the  gentleman  last 
up  had  been  present  when  the  subject  had  before 
been  under  discussion,  he  would  have  spared  his 
observations^  as  the  prmciple  of  a  convoy  had  been 
decided  against  by  a  large  majority.  Mr.  McD. 
went  over  the  arguments  whicn  had  been  several 
times  repeated  against  the  employing  of  convoys, 
and  concluded  with  hoping  the  motion  woula 
pass. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  acknowledged  he  was  absent 
when  the  subject  of  the  galleys  was  under  discus- 
sion ;  but  he  had  been  told  tnat  the  principle  had 
not  been  decided ;  but,  suppose  it  haa,  his  opinion 
was  not  to  be  influenced  by  a  majority  of  that 
House,  if  he  were  convinced  it  was  well  founded. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  heretofore  gentlemen  had  given 
up  the  idea  of  employing  these  vessels  as  a  con- 
voy, from  their  incompetency  to  that  object;  but 
now,  the  gentleman  last  up  came  forward  and 
said,  if  they  were  not  used  for  that  purpose,  they 
would  be  or  no  service  at  alL  He  allowed,  witn 
the  gentleman,  that  we  had  a  right  thus  to  employ 
them,  but  he  denied  that  it  was  expedient  to  do 
so.  The  President  had  committed  himself  on  this 
head,  and  he  thought  they  ought  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  of  retracting  his  opinion,  by  fixing 
the  object  for  which  the  vessels  should  be  em- 
ployed. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  he  felt  himself  called  upon 
to  give  his  reasons  for  voting  against  employing 
these  frigates  as  a  convoy  to  our  trade.  He  looked 
upon  the  force  as  wholly  inadequate.  But  it 
was  said  it  might  be  brought  to  operate  in  part. 
He  was,  however,  afraid  that  in  attempting  an 
object  to  which  they  were  not  equal,  they  might, 
in  the  West  India  seas,  endanger  the  loss  of  the 
vessels  themselves;  for.  when  the  privateers  and 
cruisers  in  those  seas  learnt  that  we  had  frigates 
out,  they  would  become  more  acrimonious  than 
ever. 

Mr.  S.  said,  it  could  not  be  supposed  that  the 
present  war  in  Europe  would  be  ot  long  duration, 
nor  could  it  be  expected  that  we  should  be  com- 
petent, whilst  it  lasted,  to  give  complete  protec- 
tion to  our  commerce;  he  thought,  therefore,  it 
would  be  much  better  to  trust  entirely  to  insurance 
than  to  risk  these  vessels  as  a  convoy.  And  if  the 
trade  was  not  worth  carrying  on,  after  having 
paid  the  insurance,  he  would  give  it  up.    He 


wished  to  avoid  taking  any  measure  which  might 
lead  to  war ;  for,  if  that  were  to  take  place,  we 
should  suffer  infinitely  more  than  we  now  suffered 
from  any  depredations  committed  upon  oar  com- 
merce. Our  trade  in  the  West  Indies,  he  said. 
was  in  some  degree  protected  by  the  rival  inte- 
rests of  the  contending  Powers  in  those  seas. 
They  had  heard  (and  he  owned  that  it  was  with 
no  pleasant  sensation  he  heard  it)  that  our  vessels 
had  sailed  under  British  convoys  in  that  quarter, 
so  that  the  trade  in  some  degree  protected  itself 
by  the  interests  which  it  holds  out  to  the  parties. 

If  the  frigates  were  to  be  employed  as  convoys, 
he  did  not  believe  the  rates  of  insurance  would 
at  all  be  lowered ;  for  he  did  not  find  that  even 
the  British,  with  all  the  force  they  had  in  the 
West  Indies,  could  effectually  protect  their  mer- 
chant vessels  against  the  French  privateers.  Be- 
sides, he  should  look  upon  the  loss  of  one  of  the 
frigates  as  a  very  unfortunate  occurrence;  it 
would  cast  a  damp  upon  the  germ  of  our  nary, 
and  would  be  a  discouragement  to  the  voting  of 
any  more  money  for  that  object.  This  he  should 
most  sensibly  regret.  The  frigates  might  be  of 
some  use  in  the  protection  of  our  coasts  and  juris- 
diction, without  running  any  of  the  risks  which 
he  thought  would  be  run  in  sending  them  out  as 
convoys.  Coming  from  a  large  commercial  city, 
as  he  did,  he  should  never  be  backward  in  his  sup- 
port of  an  effectual  naval  establishment;  but  for 
the  present,  he  thought  it  best  to  keep  the  frigates 
about  our  coast. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island,  that  the  arming  of  our  merchant  ves- 
sels would  be  a  good  defence  for  our  commerce;  but 
he  thought  there  would  be  little  chance  of  such  a 
measure  passing;  he  suggested  to  that  gentleman, 
therefore,  whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  cleare 
to  this.  As  to  the  amendment,  he  was  doubtful 
of  its  meaning.  Did  it  mean  the  frigates  might 
be  employed  to  convoy  vessels  bound  to  a  foreign 
port,  but  not  within  a  certain  distance  of  those 
ports?  or  did  it  mean  that  they  should  not  go  fur- 
ther than  three  miles  from  the  seacoasw  He 
thought  it  very  doubtful,  and  calculated  to  em- 
barrass the  Executive  in  his  proceedings. 

Mr.  Rut  ledge  was  of  opinion  the  vessels  would 
be  of  no  service,  if  not  used  as  convoys.  He  de-  j 
nied  that  they  could  be  used  to  advantage  in  the 
protection  of  our  coast,  since  small  vessels  would 
run  out  of  their  way  into  the  bays  and  rivers. 
This  force  might  be  of  great  service,  he  said,  in 
convoying  the  trade  of  the  United  States  to  a  cer- 
tain latitude,  and  then  returning.  The  papers  of 
this  city  had  informed  them  that  the  port  of 
Charleston  is  now  blockaded  up  by  an  English  | 
privateer;  the  citizens  there,  he  said,  were  in 
agony,  and  had  no  relief.  Would  this  be  the  case, he 
asked,  if  the  frigates  were  afloat,  and  properly  em- 
ployed? He  believed  not.  He  was  against  small 
vessels  being  employed  as  convoys,  but  there 
would  be  a  security  in  these  vessels  from  the  re- 
spectability of  their  commanders.  If  our  frigates 
were  to  meet  with  those  of  the  British  nation, 
was  it  to  be  supposed  they  would  insult  each 
other?  No ;  it  was  the  rascals  who  commanded  pri- 
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rateers  who  caused  all  the  mischief.    He  was  not 
afraid  of  the  commanders  of  frigates. 

Mr.  R.  thought  it  was  wasting  of  time  to  be 
conjuring  up  new  phantoms  of  danger.  He  thought 
they  might  safely  rely  upon  the  Executive,  who 
had  given  them  no  cause  for  distrust.  In  sea- 
faring language,  he  wished  to  launch  him  fairly, 
since  they  could  not  suppose  that  the  liberties  and 
interests  of  his  country  were  not  as  dear  to  him  as 
to  them,  and  that  he  would  not,  therefore,  put 
them  in  jeopardy. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  were  the  question  to  pro- 
tect British  property  on  board  our  vessels,  or  to 
say  we  would  force  a  trade  into  the  rebel  ports  in 
the  West  Indies,  he  should  vote  against  it ;  but  he 
understood  the  question  to  be  no  more  than  this, 
Will  you  suffer  the  Executive,  when  the  vessels 
are  in  a  state  fit  for  use,  to  employ  them  as  he 
shall  think  proper?  When  this  was  simply  the 
question,  he  was  so  far  from  doubting,  that  ne  was 
astonished  any  one  should  doubt  it;  for,  if  Con- 
gress were  to  fix  upon  what  the  vessels  should  be 
employed,  three  or  four  months  hence,  perhaps,  a 
different  object  would  appear  necessary.  Mr.  S. 
denied  that  there  was  any  analogy  between  the 
galleys  and  frigates — the  one  was  a  temporary, 
and  the  other  a  permanent  object.  He  also  de- 
nied that  the  President  would  be  obliged  to  en- 
force the  observance  of  the  French  Treaty,  if  he 
thought  there  would  be  danger  in  doin^  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  contended  that  the  frigates  and 
other  vessels  came  to  them  under  one  proposition, 
and  arguments  had  been  used  to  employ  both  as 
convoys;  that  principle,  however,  had  been  given 
up.  but  now  it  was  said,  if  they  would  not  risk 
the  use  of  the  frigates  as  convoys,  they  would  be 
of  no  use.  He  asked  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  what  would  be  the  consequence  if  one 
of  our  frigates  were  ready  and  could  repair  imme- 
diately to  Charleston?  Would  the  British  priva- 
teer desist  from  examining  the  vessels  going  out 
and  in?  He  supposed  she  would  not.  and  if  oppo- 
sition were  given  to  her,  a  battle  and  a  war  would 
be  the  consequence.  Nor  did  he  think  there  would 
be  any  security  from  the  description  of  men  em- 
ployed on  board  our  frigates;  he  apprehended 
more  from  them  than  he  should  do  from  men  who 
had  a  less  delicate  sense  of  honor.  He  trusted 
this  amendment  would  be  confirmed,  or  he  feared 
the  consequences. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  felt  himself  called  upon  by 
what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania respecting  his  having  changed  his  senti- 
ments since  yesterday.  The  amendments  were 
totally  different.  But  the  gentleman  said,  it  was 
an  improper  interference  with  an  Executive  right ; 
if  so.  it  was  equally  an  interference  with  an  Exe- 
cutive right  to  direct  the  use  of  the  cutters.  The 
amendment  had  been  amended  at  the  suggestion 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  but  now 
he  has  found  out  he  does  not  understand  it.  When 
he  voted  for  manning  the  frigates,  he  did  it  with 
a  view  of  defending  our  coasts;  but  now  another 
and  different  object  was  assigned  them.  He  was 
not  so  apprehensive  of  our  commanders  drawing 
us  into  war  from  their  too  high  sense  of  honor; 


but  he  feared  that  would  be  the  consequence  from 
our  situation  as  to  treaties. 

The  question  on  agreeing  to  this  amendment 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  50,  nays  48, 
as  follows: 

Yeas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burges, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph, 
John  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Galla- 
tin, William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg, 
William  B.  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Tompson 
J.  Skinner,  Samuel  8mith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney 
District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thos. 
Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg, 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham 
Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jun.,  James  A. 
Bayard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christo- 
pher G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik, 
8amuel  "Vy.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis, 
George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey 
Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  Robert 
Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman, 
Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes 
Kittera,  8amuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mat- 
thews, Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James  8chure- 
man,  8amuel  Sewall,  William  8hepard,  Thomas  8in- 
nickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  Geo.  Thatcher, 
Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  striking  out 
the  8th  and  9th  sections,  which  provide  for  nine 
additional  vessels  of  twenty  guns  each.  It  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  72,  nays  25  as 
follows : 

Ykas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thos.  Blount, 
Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burgea,  Samuel 
J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis, 
John  Dawson,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmen- 
dorph,  Thomas  Evans,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fowler, 
Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B. 
Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold, 
William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe 
Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  Jonathan 
N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes 
Kittera,  Matthew  Locke,  Samuel  Lyman,  Matthew 
Lyon,  James  Machir,  Nathaniel  Macon,  William  Mat- 
thews, Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John 
Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  Jno.  Nicholas, 
Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John 
Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel 
Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Thomas 
8innickson,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  8prigg,  jun., 
Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  8umter,  John  Swanwick, 
Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Tiigg,  Philip  Van 
Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  John 
Williams,  and  Robert  William* 
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Nats — John  Allen,  George  -Baer,  jun.,  James  A. 
Bayard,  Theophilua  Bradbury,  David  Brook*,  Christo- 
pher O.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  George  Bge,  Abiel 
Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chaunoey 
Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  William  Hindman,  Heze- 
kiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Samuel  Sitgreaves, 
William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Rich- 
ard Thomas,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg  Wads- 
worth. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  to  strike  out  the  words, 
"within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States," 
and  to  leave  to  the  President  the  employment  of 
the  cutters  as  he  pleased. 

This  question  was  negatived — 52  to  46,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yeas — John  Allen,  George  Baer)  jun.,  James  A. 
Bayard,  Theophilua  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christo- 
pher G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis, 
George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Fos- 
ter, Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen, 
Chaunoey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  Win.  Hind- 
man,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John 
Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lynym,  James  Machir,  William 
Matthews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  John  Rut 
ledge,  jun.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William 
Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jere- 
miah 8mith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Wm.  Smith,  of  Charles- 
ton, George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thom- 
son, John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bulges, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  John  Fowler, 
Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B. 
Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  William  Barry 
Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan 
N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew 
Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  Mc- 
Clenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony 
New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter, 
John  Reed,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  8amuel  Smith,  Wm. 
8mith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jun., 
Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  John  Swanwick, 
Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph 
B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  John  Williams,  and 
Robert  Williams. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  agreeing  to 
the  new  additional  sections  relative  to  the  revenue 
cutters.    It  was  carried — 82  to  14.  as  follows: 

YiA8— George  Baer,  jun.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard*  James  A.  Bayard,  Theophilua  Bradbury,  David 
Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burges,  Samuel  J. 
Cabell,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  James  6ochran,  William 
Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  George  Ege,  Lucas 
Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  John  Fowler,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Nathaniel 
Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie,  Henry 
Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger 
Griswold,  William  B.  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert 
Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  William  Hindman, 


Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jooo, 
John  Wilkes  Kitten,  8amuel  Lyman,  Matthew  Lyoa, 
James  Machir,  William  Matthews,  Blair  McCkaachm, 
John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  Joan 
Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  B. 
Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James  Senate- 
man,  Samuel  8ewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sin- 
nickson,  Samuel  8itgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel 
Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston, 
Richard  Sprigg,  jun.,  John  Swanwick,  Geo.  Thatcho, 
Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  Joba 
Trigg,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Abra- 
ham Venable,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  John  Williams,  ud 
Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  Thomas  Blount,  Joshua  Coil, 
John  Dawson,  William  B.  Giles,  Andrew  Gregg,  Mat- 
thew Locke,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Joseph  McDowell, 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  William  8mith,  of  Pinckney  Dis- 
trict, Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  and  Joseph  B. 
Varnum. 

Mr.  Coit  renewed  his  motion  for  adding  a  Dew 
section :  "  to  confine  the  continuance  of  the  act  to 
one  year,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the  next 
session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  C.  said,  if  gentlemen  wished  to  make  the 
Naval  Establishment  permanent,  he  supposed  that 
part  of  the  bill  which  relates  to  the  revenue  cut- 
ters was  only  meant  to  be  temporary. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  to  amend  the  section  by 
confining  the  limitation  to  the  part  relating  to  the 
revenue  cutters. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  if  this  motion  was  carried, 
it  would  ffo  to  negative  the  other.  If  this  bill 
passed  without  a  limitation  clause,  it  would  not 
only  give  us  a  permanent  Naval  Establishment, 
but  would  be  giving  to  the  President  forever  i 
power  which  the  Constitution  alone  placed  in  that 
House,  viz:  that  of  fixing  the  compensations  of 
persons  to  be  employed  under  this  act.  It  was  not 
now,  therefore^  a  question  of  confidence,  but  of 
giving  up  a  right  which  was  a  valuable  part  of 
the  powers  committed  to  them  by  the  Consti- 
tution. 

After  a  few  observations  from  the  mover,  and 
Mr.  Otib,  in  favor  of  the  motion,  and  some  objec- 
tions to  it  from  Messrs.  Baldwin,  Coit,  and  Gor- 
don, it  was  negatived — 55  to  40. 
The  amendment  of  Mr.  Coit  then  recurred. 
Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  to  fill  up  the  blank  with 
five,  four,  three,  and  two  years,  which  were  lost 
by  a  considerable  majority.  The  question  was 
then  taken  on  one  year,  and  carried,  there  being  55 
votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  section  as 
amended. 
This  question  was  carried — 53  to  43,  as  follows: 
Y»ab— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard.  Thos.  Blount, 
Richard  Bient,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burges,  Samod 
J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
John  Dennis,  George  Ege,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomsi 
Evans,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert 
Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Wm.  Gor- 
don, Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Hani- 
son,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jonea, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
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Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Elisha 
fi.  Potter,  John  Reed,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard 
Sprigg,  jun-,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomaa  Sumter,  John 
Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cort- 
Undt,  Joaeph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  John 
Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  Jan.,  James  A. 
Biyard,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christo- 
pher 6.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  George  Dent,  Abiel 
Foster,  Dwight  Poster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen, 
t'htancey  Goodrich,  Roger  Griswold,  William  B.  Grove, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hind- 
nan,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John 
Wilkes  Kitten,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  Harrison 
0.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James 
Schoreman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas 
Sinniduoci,  8amuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathan- 
id  Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  Geo.  Thatcher, 
Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen, 
Peteg  Wadsworth,  and  Robert  Williams. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading  to-morrow. 

A  confidential  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  when  the  House 
was  cleared,  and  the  doors  closed,  for  the  purpose 
of  reading  and  taking  the  proper  order  with  the 
said  communication. 


Saturday,  June  24. 

Mr.  Gallatin  presented  two  petitions;  one 
from  persons  in  the  vicinity  of  tne  Ohio,  com- 
plaining of  the  deficiency  in  the  quantity  of  land 
purchased  from  the  United  States ;  the  other  from 
upwards  of  100  persons  in  the  same  quarter,  com- 
plaining that  they  were  not  able  to  become  pur- 
chasers at  the  United  States  sale  from  the  conspi- 
racy of  speculators.  Referred  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  J.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
and  Unfinished  Business,  made  a  report  of  expir- 
ing laws ;  the  committee  also  expressed  a  doubt 
whether  the  act  passed  last  session  for  fixing  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress  on  the  first  of  Novem- 
ber, was  not  superseded  by  the  present  extraordi- 
nary meeting. 

A  committee  was  appointed  to  report  a  bill  on 
the  subject  of  expiring  laws,  but 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  thought  it  unnecessary  to  ap- 
point a  committee  on  the  subject  of  the  law  for 
fixing  the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  as  he  did  not 
think  the  present  extra  meeting  could  affect  that 
law;  since  it  was  the  province  of  the  President  to 
call  extra  sessions  of  Congress ;  but  it  was  the 
business  of  Congress  to  fix  the  annual  meetings, 
and  that  therefore  the  two  powers  could  not  T>e 
allowed  to  infringe  upon  eacn  other. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  differed  in  opinion,  and  wished 
the  report  to  lie  upon  the  table,  or  a  committee  to 
be  appointed  to  concur  with  the  Senate. 

A  committee  of  conference  was  appointed. 

PURCHA8E  OF  ARMS. 

Mr.  Blount,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
report  on  the  resolution  proposing  to  purchase 


arms,  reported  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  subject 
should  he  over  till  next  session. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  the  subject  important, 
and  wished  the  report  to  lie  upon  the  table,  which 
was  agreed  to. 

PROTECTION  OP  TRADE. 

The  bill  for  providing  for  the  protection  of  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  the  blank  for  filling  up  the  number  of 
men  to  be  employed  in  the  cutters,  was  filled  up 
with  thirty ;  on  the  question  being  about  to  be  put 
on  the  passing  of  the  bill, 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  some  statements  had  been 
received  from  the  War  Department,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed.  He  had  not  seen  a  copy  of  them, 
but  was  informed  there  were  yet  wanting  $197,000 
to  complete  the  frigates.  He  wished  information 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Parker  read  an  extract  from  the  account 
which'  had  been  printed. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  to  know  how  it  happened 
that  in  four  months  so  great  a  mistake  could  have 
occurred  as  to  the  expense  of  finishing  these  ves- 
sels. '  When  the  last  appropriation  of  $170,000  was 
made,  they  were  told  that  sum  would  be  sufficient 
to  make  tnem  fit  to  receive  the  men  on  board,  but 
now  they  were  called  upon  for  $197,000  more. 
He  thought  this  matter  ought  not  to  pass  over 
without  mquiry,  as  he  did  not  like  to  be  drawn 
from  step  to  step  to  do  what,  if  the  whole  matter 
had  been  seen  at  first,  they  might  not  have  con- 
sented to.  He  trusted  this  was  not  intentionally 
done,  but  he  owned  it  looked  very  suspicious. 

Mr.  Parker  believed  the  estimate  of  last  session 
was  only  to  make  the  vessels  ready  to  receive  the 
guns  on  board,  and  did  not  include  the  guns. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  as  he  meant  to  vote  against 
the  passage  of  the  bill,  he  would  briefly  state  his 
reasons  for  doing  so.  He  knew  only  of' two  argu- 
ments in  favor  of  the  bill ;  the  first,  that  it  was 
necessary  during  a  time  of  peace  to  lay  the  foun- 
dation of  a  navy ;  the  other  was,  that,  the  frigates  , 
being  built,  it  would  be  proper  to  man  them.  As 
to  the  propriety  of  having  a  navy,  he  did  not  mean* 
to  go  generally  into  the  subject,  but  he  would  make 
a  few  observations  as  to  our  situation  for  engaging 
in  an  establishment  of  this  kind.  Suppose  that 
navies  were  necessary  in  European  nations,  to 
increase  their  power  or  to  protect  their  commerce, 
these  considerations  did  not  apply  to  our  present 
circumstances.  In  order  to  prove  this,  it  was  only 
necessary  to  take  a  view  of  our  revenue,  and  the 
expense  of  a  fleet. 

The  amount  of  revenue,  from  the  1st  of  April, 
1796,  to  the  1st  of  April,  1797,  received  into  the 
Treasury,  was  $7,40&000— a  sum  which  by  far 
exceeded  that  of  any  former  year ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  permanent  revenue  of  the  United 
States  could  be  well  extended  beyond  that  sum. 
For  instance,  he  did  not  think  that  nine  millions 
could  be  raised  from  the  people  without  oppression. 
Indeed,  by  the  best  calculations  on  the  quantity  of 
circulating  medium  in  the  country,  it  was  not 
allowed  to  exceed  eight  millions ;  and  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  nation  could  raise  a  larger  sum  in 
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taxes  than  was  equal  to  the  amount  of  their  circu-  j 
lating  specie. 

He  should  therefore  vote  against  this  bill,  because 
he  did  not  believe  we  could  raise  revenue  equal 
to  the  expense  of  supporting  a  fleet ;  for,  although 
we  had  a  large  capital  in  hand,  we  had  but  a  small 
quantity  of  circulating  medium;  and,  from  our 
scattered  situation,  that  medium  circulated  much 
slower  than  in  small  compact  countries ;  and  it 
must  be  allowed  that  the  quantity  of  revenue  which 
could  be  raised  depended  on  the  amount  of  circu- 
lating medium. 

In  order  to  show  what  the  expense  of  a  Navy 
might  be  expected  to  be,  Mr.  mG.  made  the  follow- 
ing statement  of  the  cost  of  our  three  frigates : 
Amount  appropriated  in  1794  for  the 
six  frigates,  grounded  on  a  calcula- 
tion then  made  by  the  committee, 
of  $2,588  per  gun,  including  six 
months  provision  and  three  months 
pay  ....  $688,888  82 

The  above  sum  was  in  1796  appro- 
priated to  finish  the  three  frigates, 
together  with  a  sum  before  appro- 
priated for  galleys,  of       -  -       80,000  00 
In  1797  an  additional  sum  was  voted, 

of 172,000  00 

To  which,  adding  the  sum  voted  for 


captains 


10,000  00 


Makes  an  aggregate  of-  -  $950,888  82 

The  sum  now  requisite  to  finish  the 

frigates  is  stated  as  follows : 
Guns  and  military  stores  -  $94,809 
Hemp,  to  replace  a  quantity 

burnt       -  -  -     16,250 

Labor  and  tradesmen's  bills*   126,645 

237,704 
Deduct  the  balance  of  un- 
expended appropriation  -     40.068 

197,636  00 

Making  altogether         -  $1,148,524  82 

Deduct  materials  on  hand,  valued  at     135,074  48 

Total  cost  of  three  frigates,  as  per 
present  estimates  and  appropria- 
tions -  -  .  $1,014,450  34 

Pay  and  subsistence  for  one  year  is 
stated,  by  estimate,  at  -  $220,000  00 

Which  calculation  is  made  on  a  sup- 
position that  the  pay  of  warrant 
officers  shall  be  $14  per  month,  and 
that  the  whole  amount  of  pay  of 
petty  officers  and  crew  shall  be 
$10,156  a  month ;  but,  by  the  bill, 

•  In  March,  1795,  $172,000  were  said  to  be  sufficient 
to  complete  the  three  frigates.  In  June{  1797,  it  is  offi- 
cially stated,  that,  exclusively  of  money  requisite  for 
guns  and  military  stores,  $126,645  are  wanted  for  the 
same  purpose,  viz:  that  of  completing  die  three  frigates ; 
therefore,  no  security  that  the  sum  now  asked  will  be 
found  sufficient. 


the  pay  of  warrant  officers  is  $20 
a  month,  and  the  wjiole  amount  of 
pay" of  petty  officers  and  crew  is 
$15,000  per  month,  which  makes 
a  yearly  increase  of 


60,000  00 


Making  the  yearly  pay  and  sub- 
sistence for  three  frigates      -  $280,000  00 
Extraordinaries,  including    repairs, 
ammunition,  &c.  -  70,000  00 


Total  yearly  expenditure  - 


-  $350,000  00 


This  statement  showed,  Mr.  G.  said,  that  these 
frigates  had  cost  about  £2;000  sterling  a  gun,  though 
the  common  calculation  in  Great  Britain  was  only 
half  that  sum.  If,  from  building  the  frigates,  they 
turned  to  the  expense  of  manning  them,  the  same 
conclusion  would  be  drawn.    Thev  found  that  the 

Eay  of  an  able-bodied  seaman  in  tne  British  nary 
ad  lately  been  raised  from  269. 6d.  to  30*.  sterling 
a  month,  which  was  $6  66};  "but.  by  the  pre- 
sent law,  $15,000  a  month  were  allowed  for  the 
pay  of  the  petty  officers,  midshipmen,  seamen,  ordi- 
nary seamen,  and  marines,  which  averaged  from 
16  to  17  dollars  a  man. 

When  he  heard  gentlemen  stating  the  advan- 
tages of  the  naval  strength  of  Denmark  and  Swe- 
den to  those  countries,  he  could  not  agree  with 
them  altogether,  though  he  agreed  they  had  some 
weight ;  but  it  was  well  known  that  the  Grand 
Navy  of  Portugal  had  no  weight  whatever  in  the 
scale  of  the  large  navies  of  Europe ;  it  did  not  eTen 
enable  her  to  protect  her  trade :  for,  if  either  France 
or  Great  Britain  had  the  superiority  in  the  Medi- 
terranean, she  was  under  their  control.  He  be- 
lieved Denmark  and  Sweden  had  thirty  sail  of  the 
line  each,  and  he  wished  gentlemen  to  calculate 
how  muck  it  would  cost  us  to  have  such  a  Nary. 
A  fleet  of  a  few  vessels  would  not  then  be  able  to 
afford  protection  to  our  trade ;  and  it  was  wholly 
out  of  our  power  to  have  a  fleet  equal  to  that  oi 
Denmark  or  Sweden. 

Mr.  G.  went  to  the  second  argument  used  for 
passing  this  bill,  yiz :  that  the  frigates  being  now 
built,  it  would  oe  proper  to  arm  them.  He  be- 
lieved the  bill  to  be  as  unexceptionable  and  harm- 
less as  they  could  make  it,  and  the  only  objection 
he  had  to  it  was  the  expense.  If  we  were  to  have 
war,  the  frigates  being  built  he  should  certainly 
think  it  necessary  to  man  tiiem ;  and  if  the  bill 
went  no  farther  than  to  enable  the  President  to 
man  them,  in  case  of  a  war,  he  would  vote  for  it: 
but  it  authorized  the  President  to  man  them  when 
he  should  think  it  expedient,  and  as  he  has  told 
them  that  they  and  other  vessels  were  now  neces- 
sary, he  doubted  not  he  would  proceed  to  man 
them  immediately,  which  he  thought  would  be 
incurring  an  unnecessary  expense.  For,  if  there 
were  a  declaration  of  war  to-morrow,  more  men 
could  be  obtained  in  three  weeks  than  there  could 
be  in  a  state  of  peace  in  three  months.  He  there- 
fore thought  it  would  be  proper  to  reject  the  bill. 
though  he  had  no  hopes  it  would  be  rejected.  Du- 
ring the  present  session,  he  said,  he  had  voted  for 
a  number  of  things  which  he  did  not  think  ne- 
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cessary,  but  which  were  not  calculated  to  do  any 
harm.  He  would  gladly  have  done  the  same  witn 
respect  to  this ;  but  he  could  not  reconcile  himself 
to  the  additional  expense  of  half  of  a  million  of 
dollars  for  a  purpose  which  could  be  of  no  use  ex- 
cept in  case  of  war. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  believed  the  expense  of  these 
frigates  had  been  much  greater  than  any  future 
ones  would  be.  When  tney  were  told  they  had 
cost  £2,000  sterling  a  gun,  it  was  evident  there 
must  have  been  great  extravagance  in  the  expense, 
as  merchant  vessels  might  be  built  as  cheaply  in 
this  country  as  in  any  other.  He  supposed  the 
extra  expense  had  been  owing  to  the  want  of  some 
regular  establishment  to  overlook  the  business,  and 
because  it  had  been  undertaken  at  a  time  when. 
other  nations  were  at  war,  and  of  course  when 
materials  were  very  high.  Sixteen  thousand  dol- 
lars worth  of  hemp  had  indeed  been  burnt  by  ac- 
cident at  Boston.  As  to  the  terms  of  seamen, 
though  they  might  at  first  be  high,  when  the  ser- 
vice was  known  he  doubted  not  they  would  fall. 

But  it  was  said  a  small  naval  force  would  be 
of  do  use  to  us.  He  thought  it  would  be  of  great 
use,  from  our  contiguity  to  the  West  Indies ;  as, 
in  case  of  hostilities  committed  upon  us,  by  any 
European  Power}  we  might  at  once  fall  upon  their 
rich  possessions  m  that  quarter.  Our  experience 
in  this  war,  he  said,  had  proved  the  use  that  such 
a  fleet  would  be  of  to  us.  Indeed,  the  French 
had  frequently  charged  us  with  not  protecting  our 
trade,  and  seemed  to  reprimand  us  for  our  weak- 
ness. And,  when  they  heard  of  small  row-boats 
taking  our  merchant  vessels,  did  not  every  man 
wish  for  a  small  naval  force  to  protect  our  trade  ? 
He  trusted  they  did ;  and  these  vessels  would  be 
of  great  use  in  this  way.  Besides.  Mr.  S.  said, 
can  any  gentleman  believe  that  tne  European 
Powers  will  be  able  to  keep  up  their  present  enor- 
mous naval  establishments  for  any  length  of  time  ? 
He  did  not  believe  they  could.  Mr.  S.  did  not 
think  because  our  circulating  specie  was  not  more 
than  eight  millions,  that  our  taxes  could  not  ex- 
ceed that  sum ;  as,  besides  specie,  there  was  a  large 
quantity  of  bank  paper.  Nobody  would  believe 
that  the  circulating  specie  of  Great  Britain  amount- 
ed to  twenty-five  millions ;  yet  their  annual  taxes 
were  to  that  amount.  In  England  he  knew  the 
use  of  a  paper  medium  had  been  greatly  abused ; 
but  the  abuse  of  a  thing  could  not  argue  against 
the  use  of  it. 

Mr.  S.  was  firmly  of  opinion  that,  in  the  course 
of  time,  this  country  must  become  a  great  mari- 
time Power ;  and  he  doubted  not  that,  in  time  of 
general  peace,  armed  shins  would  be  built  for  half 
the  price  which  they  had  cost. 

He  honed,  therefore,  when  his  colleague  had  ob- 
tained his  wish  (in  which  he  had  willingly  con- 
curred with  him)  in  restricting  the  use  of  the  ves- 
sels, he  would  not  now  vote  against  the  passage  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  he  had  always  opposed 
the  establishment  of  a  navy,  and  was  the  question 
uow  whether  or  not  we  should  commence  a  navy 
he  should  certainly  be  against  it ;  but,  as  the  fri- 
gates were  so  far  advanced,  he  thought  they  ought 


to  finish  them,  especially  when  they  considered 
the  present  critical  situation  of  our  affairs ;  for,  if 
a  general  peace  did  not  take  place  in  Europe,  the 
war  would  probably  become  a  maritime  war,  and 
we  might  be  involved  in  it.  But  he  was  still  of 
opinion  that  if  we  must  go  into' an  expensive  na- 
val establishment  for  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce, we  had  better  have  none.  But,  say  gentle- 
men, where  will  you  find  revenue  ?  He  believed, 
though  we  had  no  armed  force,  a  considerable 
commerce  would  still  be  carried  on,  and  those 
who  declined  it  would  turn  their  attention  to  agri- 
culture and  manufactures,  from  which  any  defi- 
ciency of  revenue  would  readily  be  supplied. 

It  was  true,  as  had  been  stated,  that  they  had 
been  called  upon  from  time  to  time  for  additional 
sums  to  complete  these  frigates,  and  he  knew  not 
when  these  calls  would  end. 

Mr.  W.  went  into  a  calculation  of  the  expense 
of  these  vessels,  and  compared  the  situation  of 
this  country  with  Europe,  and  concluded  that  it 
would  be  our  best  policy  to  stand  aloof  from  all 
foreign  Powers.  Me  would,  however,  go  so  far 
for  the  protection  of  our  commerce  as  tne  build- 
ing of  six  frigates ;  further  he  should  not  choose 
to  go. 

Mr.  Giles  was  obliged  to  the  gentleman  last 
up  for  his  speech  against  the  present  bill,  though 
he  meant  to  vote  for  it ;  he  would  rather,  howev- 
er, that  he  had  spoken  in  favor,  and  voted  against 
the  bill.  Mr.  G.  said  he  should  vote  against  the 
passing  of  the  bill,  and  for  the  reasons  assigned 
oy  that  gentleman.  He  thought  a  navy  would  be 
a  great  evil  for  this  country.  Our  great  interests 
lay  in  the  soil ;  and  if  ever  the  vitals  of  the  coun- 
try were  to  be  drawn  together  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  our  commerce  on  the  sea,  he  should 
greatly  lament  it.  He  believed  the  despotism  of 
nations  kept  pace  with  the  ratio  of  expense  of 
their  Governments.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
was  more  and  more  convinced  that  it  was  the 
constant  aim  of  some  gentlemen  in  that  House  to 
increase  the  expenses  of  our  Government.  The 
propriety  of  establishing  a  navy  had  scarcely  ever 
been  seriously  considered ;  it  was  first  begun  un- 
der an  alarm,  and  it  had  been  continually  carried 
on  by  the  same  means.  Mr.  G.  adverted  to  the 
methods  employed  to  raise  men  by  pressing,  in  all 
countries  where  navies  were  established^  and  in- 
sisted that  navies  and  press-gangs  were  insepar- 
able ;  for.  said  he,  the  wages  of  seamen  are  now 
thirty  dollars  a  month,  and  when  men  are  wanted 
for  tne  frigates  the  price  will  doubtless  be  increas- 
ed, and  the  press-gang  must  be  resorted  to,  or  the 
navy  must  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  gentlemen  seem  to  abandon 
their  objections  to  this  bill  by  admitting  that  there 
was  no  probability  it  would  not  pass.  But  why  1 
Because  a  majority  of  the  House  either  think  the 
measure  is  proper  in  itself,  or  from  the  partic- 
ular circumstances  of  this  country.  It  was  surely 
a  singular  instance  of  modesty  in  gentlemen,  after 
this  concession,  to  argue  against  the  passing  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  H.  did  not  admit  that  these  frigates  were 
commenced  from  an  idea  of  laying  the  founda- 
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tion  of  a  large  Navy  Establishment,  but  from  par- 
ticular circumstances ;  and,  said  he,  shall  we,  at 
a  time  when  we  are  threatened  with  danger,  aban- 
don them  1  He  trusted  not ;  such  conduct  would 
be  absurd  in  the  extreme,  and  imply  a  character 
of  imbecility  which  he  hoped  their  councils  would 
never  deserve. 

Mr.  H.  agreed  that  our  Government  depended 
upon  the  affections  of  the  people  for  its  support ; 
but  how  were  these  affections  to  be  gained?  It 
was  by  protecting  them  with  a  dignified,  enlarged, 
and  confirmed  policy.  By  these  means  the  coun- 
try would  become  strong ;  and  if  the  people  saw 
their  Government,  from  the  paltry  idea  of  ex- 
pense, abandon  its  rights,  they  would  not  care  what 
became  of  it 

The  principles  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania would  be  correct  ii  national  rights,  dignity, 
and  honor,  could  be  settled  by  counting-house  cal- 
culations. If  so,  all  Governments  might  be  aban- 
doned ;  no  public  measure  could  be  carried  into 
effect ;  since  it  could  not  be  said  of  any  that  it 
produced  as  much  money  as  it  cost.  But  if  they 
were  useful  in  protecting  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  country,  they  were  certainly  more  to  be 
prized  than  money. 

Mr.  H.  denied  that  navies  in  every  country  were 
supported  by  press-gangs :  those  of  Holland,  Swe- 
den, Denmark,  France,  and  Portugal,  were  sup- 
ported without  impressment  j  and  in  England  a 
very  small  proportion  of  the  men  employed  on 
board  their  fleet  were  impressed.  It  was  only  in 
sudden  emergencies  that  this  practice  was  resort- 
ed to.  All  that  would  be  necessary  in  this  country, 
would  be  to  Rive  somewhat  higher  wages  than 
the  British.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  bill  would 
pass. 

Mr.  Allen  said,  he  had  some  objection  to  the 
passing  of  the  bill,  but  his  objections  were  to  the 
amendments  which  had  been  introduced  into  it, 
yet  he  did  not  know  but  he  should  vote  for  it 
tie  thought  there  was  a  provision  in  the  bill 
which  went  to  prostrate  this  Government  He  al- 
luded to  that  part  of  it  which  directed  the  manner 
in  which  this  force  should  be  used.  He  consider- 
ed this  as  a  violation  of  the  Constitution,  besides 
carrying  upon  the  face  of  it  an  idea  that  one  of 
the  branches  of  this  Government  could  not  be 
trusted  with  the  exercise  of  its  power.  Was  it 
possible,  he  asked,  for  a  Government  to  exist,  when 
this  confidence  was  refused  to  one  of  its  branches  ? 
What  were  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and 
abroad,  to  think  of  this  ?  Would  not  the  people 
of  this  country  think  it  their  duty  to  destroy  a 
power  which  could  not  be  trusted;  and  would  not 
foreigners  despise  it  1  If  seemed  as  if  this  were 
the  intention  of  gentlemen. 

Mr.  A.  also  objected  to  the  clause  limiting  the 
duration  of  this  bill ;  since  this  went  to  say  that 
they  not  only  distrusted  the  other  branches  of  the 
Government,  but  themselves.  A  thing  which 
must  in  its  nature  be  perpetual,  was  there  limited. 
He  deprecated  the  idea  of  expense  being  an  ob- 
jection to  this  measure.  Our  emancipation  from 
the  chains  of  Great  Britain,  he  said,  was  attended 
with  a  great  expense  j  but  was  it  not  believed  that 


the  liberty  and  independence  of  this  country  were 
of  superior  value  to  money?  He  trusted  they 
were.  He  could  only  suppose,  therefore,  that  men 
who  objected  against  the  expense,  must  themselves 
be  sordid  and  avaricious.  If  these  frigates  had 
been  provided  four  years  ago,  he  believed  all  oar 
present  difficulties  would  have  been  prevented,  and 
a  sum  vastly  less  than  that  of  which  we  had  been 
robbed  would  have  done  the  business.  Mr.  A.  de- 
nied that  ships  of  war  could  now  be  built  in  Eng- 
land for  £1,000  a  gun ;  that  was  formerly  the 
price,  but  they  now  cost  £1,500  per  gnn. 

Mr.  A.  concluded  that  it  was  not  wonderful 
that  men  who  had  been  opposed  to  every  valuable 
measure  which  had  been  brought  forward  since 
the  existence  of  the  Government,  should  also  be 
opposed  to  this. 

Mr.  Brooks  said,  he  should  vote  for  this  bill  be- 
cause he  believed  a  naval  force  must  sooner  or 
later  be  the  real  defence  of  this  country  ;  because. 
if  he  were  not  in  favor  of  a  Naval  Establishment, 
the  frigates  being  so  nearly  completed,  he  should 
wish  to  complete  them ;  and,  because,  upon  a  re- 
view of  our  situation,  he  could  not  think  we  were 
free  from  danger  in  respect  to  our  foreign  relation* 
and  that  though  three  frigates  would  not  be  an 
ample  defence,  they  would  be  better  than  none. 

Mr.  Giles  wished  to  make  a  remark  or  two 
upon  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  though  he  by  no  means  meant  to 
follow  him  through  all  his  ravings ;  he  had  charged 
this  bill  with  being  a  violation  of  the  Constitution, 
yet,  in  the  next  breath,  said  he  should  vote  for  it 
He  would  remind  that  gentleman  of  his  qualifica- 
tion oath,  wherein  he  had  sworn  to  support  the 
Constitution.  And  were  that  man  to  be  pro- 
claimed a  protector  of  the  liberties  of  his  country, 
exclaimed  Mr.  G.,  who  shall  first  declare  a  mea- 
ure  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  still  vote  for  it? 
The  idea  seemed  absurd.  Mr.  G.  defended  what 
he  had  before  said  about  all  navies  being  support- 
ed, more  or  less,  by  means  of  impressment. 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  always  been  of  opinion,  that 
the  expense  of  these  frigates  was  a  useless  expense ; 
he  did  not  believe  -  a  case  could  happen,  except 
within  our  own  jurisdiction,  where  these  ves- 
sels could  be  of  advantage  to  us;  but  notwith- 
standing this  was  his  opinion,  he  should  vote  for 
the  passing  of  this  bill  because  he  saw  the  senti- 
ments of  that  House  and  the  public  were  strongly 
in  its  favor,  from  a  persuasion  that  the  measure 
was  necessary,  and  that  the  thing  would  be  a  con- 
tinual topic  of  dispute  until  it  was  carried  into 
effect. 

He  was  willing,  therefore,  to  let  the  vessels  go 
to  sea,  believing  that  nothing  short  of  actual  expe- 
rience would  convince  the  supporters  of  this  mea- 
sure that  it  was  useless,  expensive,  and  injurious; 
and  hoping  that  by  one  year's  experience  of  the 
plaything^  finding  tnat  money  was  of  greater  valoe 
than  the  frigates,  all  parties  would  concur  in  re- 
linquishing it 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  that  the  arguments  which  had 
been  used  against  this  bill  for  the  protection  of  the 
trade  of  the  United  States,  went  to  show  that 
commerce  was  useless,  and  that  the  protection 
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f  it  would  be  expensive  beyond  any  profit 
rhich  could  be  derived  from  it ;  and  some  who 
oted  for  tbe  passing  of  the  bill,  did  it  from  the 
rofessed  motive  of  giving  the  thing  a  trial,  that  it 
light  afterwards  be  abandoned.  Gentlemen  who 
epended  upon  agriculture  for  every  thing,  he  said, 
eed  not  put  themselves  to  the  expense  ofprotect- 

S:  the  commerce  of  the  country ;  commerce  was 
e  to  protect  itself,  if  they  Would  only  suffer  it 
)  do  so.  Let  those  States  which  live  by  com- 
lerce  be  separated  by  the  Confederacy.  [Mr. 
rAHNUM  wished  to  know  whether  this  was  in  or- 
ei.]  Mr.  S.  went  on.  He  had  in  his  eye  people 
rho  lived  by  commerce,  and  he  could  not  under- 
land  that  they  lived  by  the  mere  good  will  of  the 
Inion.  Let  them,  said  he,  be  abandoned,  but  let 
t  be  done  before  they  are  reduced  to  poverty  and 
rretchedness.  Their  collected  industry  and  prop- 
rty  were  equal  to  their  own  protection,  and  let 
ther  parts  of  the  Confederacy  take  care  of  them- 
dves. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  the  gentleman  had  better 
it  a  resolution  on  the  table  to  produce  the  effect 
«  wished.  This  was  such  language  as  he  had 
K?er  before  heard  in  that  House. 

The  Speaker  declared  the  gentleman  had  been 
wholly  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Gallatin  rose  to  observe,  upon  what  had 
alien  from  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
vhen  the  Speaker  interrupted  him,  saying,  that 
ill  remarks  upon  what  had  fallen  from  that  gen- 
Jeman.  would  be  equally  out  of  order.  Upon  Mr. 
j.'s  observing,  he  did  not  mean  to  say  any  thing 
tpon  the  subject  of  a  separation,  he  was  suffered 
o  proceed. 

He  said  his  opposition  to  this  bill  did  not  arise 
Tom  a  disinclination  to  protect  commerce;  he 
ooked  upon  the  interests  of  agriculture  and  com- 
merce as  intimately  connected ;  but  it  was  because 
ie  believed  these  frigates  would  not  afford  that 
protection  which  was  expected  from  them. 

Tbe  question  was  then  taken  on  the  passing  of 
he  bill,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  78, 
nys  25,  as  follows : 

Yia8— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Theophilns 
Sudbury,  David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bur- 
}*,  Christopher  O.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Wil- 
iam  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Tames  Davenport,  Tho- 
ou  T.  Davis,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  George  Ege, 
'^cm  Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster, 
)"ight  Poster,  John  Fowler,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Vsthaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen, 
?Wncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
William  B.  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe 
harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  William 
ttndmtn,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James 
1.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Edward  Livingston, 
jUQuel  Lyman,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Wil- 
■to  Matthews,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  John 
Meholat,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R. 
pttcr,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  8chnre- 
Stmuel  8ewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  8in- 
■on,  8amael  8itgTeaves,  Jeremiah  8mith,  Nathaniel 
ith,  William  8mith,  of  Charleston,  Richard  8prigg, 
John  8wanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thorn- 
Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John 
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E.  Van  Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Peleg  Wadsworth, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  John  Dawson,  Albert 
Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  Andrew  Gregg,  Jonathan 
N.  Havens,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew' Locke,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  Antho- 
ny New,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinck- 
ney  District,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  8umter,  Joseph 
B.  Vamum,  and  Abraham  V enable. 

The  title  was  altered  from  "  An  act  for  the  pro* 
tection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States,"  to  "An 
act  providing  a  Naval  Armament." 

ADDITIONAL  APPROPRIATIONS. 

A  communication  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  was  read.  It  calls  for  sundry  additional 
appropriations  to  the  amount  of  $559,572.  It  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

LAYING  AN  EMBARGO. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  in  the  year  1794,  when 
this  country  had  a  misunderstanding  with  Great 
Britain,  it  was  thought  proper  to  invest  the  Presi- 
dent with  power  to  lay  an  embargo,  if  necessary, 
during  the  recess  of  Congress.  He  proposed  to 
trust  him  with  a  similar  power  at  present,  and,  for 
that  purpose,  proposed  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  pre- 
pare and  report  a  bill  empowering  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  lay  and  revoke  embargoes  during  the 
recess  of  Congress.'' 

Ordered^  To  lie  upon  the  table. 

DUTIES  ON  WINES  AND  8PIRIT8. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  for  laying  licenses  upon  retailers  of  for- 
eign wines  and  spirits.  The  bill  underwent  some 
discussion  as  to  the  propriety  of  making  the  price 
of  licenses  the  same  to  large  and  small  venders, 
and  as  to  the  amount  to  be  charged  upon  the  li- 
censes for  retailing  the  different  descriptions  of 
wine. 

The  difference  between  the  present  bill  and  that 
now  proposed,  is,  that  by  that  now  in  force,  one 
license  is  only  taken  for  selling  all  sorts  of  wine 
and  spirits ;  whereas,  by  the  new  bill,  a  separate 
license  is  to  be  taken  out  for  every  kina  of  foreign 
wine  and  spirits  sold. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Monday,  June  26. 

Lews  R.  Morris,  from  Vermont,  and  Lemuel 
Benton,  from  South  Carolina,  appeared,  produced 
their  credentials,  were  qualified,  and  took  their 
seats. 

DUTIES  ON  WINES  AND  SPIRITS. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  laving  a  duty  on  licenses 
for  selling  foreign  wines  ana  spirits  by  retail.  After 
some  amendments  of  little  importance,  except  a 
section  to  limit  the  duration  of  the  act  till  the  year 
1801  may  be  considered  as  important,  (on  wnich 
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question  some  debate  took  place,)  the  committee 
rose  and  reported  the  bill  with  the  amendments. 

The  House  took  up  the  amendments,  when  the 
amendment  agreed  to  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  reduce  the  allowance  to  the  collectors 
of  the  duties  from  five  to  two  and  a-half  per  cent., 
(the  compensation  made  by  the  present  law,}  was 
negatived  by  the  vote  of  tne  Speaker  there  being 
41  for  it,  and  41  against  it. 

The  clause  limiting  the  act  to  the  year  1801 
was  carried,  41  to  38. 

A  proposition  was  renewed  by  Mr.  Otis,  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Speaker  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  to  confine  the  licenses  to  four,  instead 
of  having  one  for  each  kind  of  wine  and  spirits, 
viz:  one  for  all  kinds  of  white  wine^  another  for 
all  kinds  of  red ;  one  for  foreign  spirits  distilled 
from  the  {rrape,-  and  one  for  every  other  kind  of 
foreign  spirits.  That  for  wine  was  negatived,  44 
to  34;  that  for  spirits,  42  to  37. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed. 

SUNDRY  BILL8. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  refusing 
a  conference  on  the  law  fixing  the  next  meeting  of 
Congress  in  November. 

The  bill  for  continuing  in  force  several  acts 
about  expiring,  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  Vahnum  moved  that  the  Members  should 
make  out  their  accounts,  respectively,  of  the  days 
they  attended  Congress,  and  of  the  days  they  were 
prevented  by  sickness ;  also  of  the  distance  to  their 
respective  homes.    Laid  on  the  table. 

THE  STAMP  DUTY. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  for  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
parchment,  and  paper ;  when,  the  first  section  be- 
ing under  consideration, 

Afr.  Kittera  moved  to  add,  "any  certificates  of 
naturalization dollars,"  as  he  thought  foreign- 
ers, who  were  admitted  to  all  the  rights  of  citizens 
under  this  Government,  could  not  be  against  pay- 
ing a  small  tax  on  their  admission  to  this  right. 

Air.  Macon  thought  this  tax  would  fall  very 
heavy  upon  persons  who  came  into  this  country 
to  live  by  their  labor — many  of  whom  were  not 
able  to  pay  their  passage,  but  were  indented  by 
those  who  Drought  them  for  a  number  of  years; 
and  who,  if  this  tax  were  paid,  would  have  so 
much  longer  to  serve. 

Mr.  Brooks  did  not  see  this  objection,  as  such 
persons  might  labor  all  their  lives  without  becom- 
ing naturalized. 

Air.  Gordon  said,  that  by  the  naturalization  act, 
no  foreigner  could  be  admitted  to  the  rights  of  a 
citizen  until  he  had  been  five  years  in  the  country, 
and  therefore  the  objections  ot  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  could  not  have  any  weight. 

The  amendment  was  carried. 

Mr.  Swanwick  moved  to  strike  out  five  dollars, 
and  insert  ten,  for  licenses  to  practise  as  a  coun- 
sellor, attorney,  dec.  He  thought,  if  these  gentle- 
men were  taxed  at  all,  ten  dollars  would  be  as  low 
a  sum  as  they  could  well  fix  upon  for  the  purpose. 


Mr.  Vahnum  thought  the  tax  should  be  much 
higher,  if  imposed  at  all.  He  spoke  of  the  high 
tax  laid  upon  the  professors  of  tne  law  in  Massa- 
chusetts. 

The  amendment  was  carried,  there  being  53  in 
favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Cochran  wished  the  tax  to  extend  to  law- 
yers who  practised  in  the  State  Courts,  as  well  as 
to  those  who  practised  in  the  Courts  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Nicholas  objected  to  this  proposition.  The 
lawyers,  in  some  of  the  States,  were  already  very 
highly  taxed;  besides,  he  doubted  the  right  of  the 
United  States  to  tax  the  lawyers  of  the  State 
Courts,  as  they  were  necessary  in  the  State  Gov- 
ernments. 

Mr.  Swanwick  did  not  expect  any  objection 
could  have  been  made  to  a  tax  so  reasonable,  es- 
pecially when  the  bill  proposed  to  tax  merchants 
so  heavily;  they  would  not  be  able  to  turn  them- 
selves without  a  stamp,  and  surely  the  lucrative 
profession  of  the  law  could  not  think  much  of 
paying  this  low  tax.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that  the 
merchant  did  not  ultimately  pay  the  duty,  but  the 
consumer;  and  he  doubted  not  the  lawyers  would 
not  fail  to  find  out  a  way  of  making  their  clients 
pay  the  duty.* 

Mr.  Dennis  objected  to  this  tax  on  the  same 
ground  with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  If  a 
tax  of  this  kind,  he  said,  were  laid  upon  the  law- 
yers of  the  State  Courts,  it  might  be  extended  to 
any  other  officer  of  the  Government,  and  thereby 
annihilate  the  State  Governments. 

Mr.  Livingston  was  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment, because  he  thought  the  State  lawyers  a  fair 
object  of  taxation.  He  denied  that  it  would  te 
unconstitutional,  or  that  it  would  operate  hardly 
upon  a  particular  class  of  men.  It  was  not  laid 
upon  any  particular  class;  but  upon  an  instru- 
ment which,  indeed,  to  exercise  their  profession 
lawyers  would  be  obliged  to  have ;  but  it  might  as 
well  be  said  that  the  tax  upon  rum  and  sugar 
would  fall  heavily  upon  the  sellers  of  those  arth 
cles,  and  that  therefore  no  rum  or  sugar  would  U 
sold.  The  one  tax  fell  upon  the  consumer,  and 
the  other  upon  the  client.  In  the  State  of  N<^ 
York,  Mr.  L.  said,  the  lawyers  were  not  taxet 
at  all. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  when  he  seconded  the  mo 
tion  for  striking  out  "five"  for  the  purpose  of  W 
serting  uten,M  he  did  not  intend  the  tax  to  be  ei 
tended  to  the  practices  in  State  Courts;  nordij 
he  think  the  Constitution  would  warrant  such  ai 
extension  of  it. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  was  in  favor  of  the  amend 
ment;  he  wished  to  fix  the  principle.  He  though 
that  the  State  lawyers  were  a  fair  object  of  tax* 
tion,  and  that  the  profits  of  their  business  woulj 
very  well  bear  it.  But  there  was  reason  for  mas 
ing  a  distinction  between  the  two  cases.  HI 
thought  there  would  be  a  hardship  in  extendi*! 
the  tax  to  practisers  in  county  courts,  as  th* 
would  cause  it  to  fall  in  some  places  very  heavill 
For  instance,  in  Pennsylvania,  there  must  be  I 
separate  admission  into  every  court  of  every  coul 
ty ;  so  that  one  man  would  probably  have  to  pa] 
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to  the  amount  of  from  two  to  three  hundred  dol- 
lars on  account  of  this  tax.  He  hoped  the  motion 
would  be  postponed  for  the  present,  and  modified. 
He  would  do  it  himself  if  time  were  given. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Sitgheaves  said,  he  understood  that  deeds 
for  the  conveyance  ot  lands  would  have  been 
amongst  the  articles  taxed.  He  thought  such  a 
tax  would  be  an  eligible  one,  and  in  order  to  learn 
what  were  the  objections  to  it,  he  proposed  to  add  to 
the  bill,  "any  deed  for  the  conveyance  of  real  es- 
tate   dollars." 

Mr.  R.  Williams  said,  this  proposition  had 
been  rejected  in  the  Committee  or  Ways  and 
Means,  on  the  ground  that  such  a  tax  would  clash 
with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  States.  He  had  the 
same  objection  to  this  that  he  should  have  to  lay- 
ing a  tax  upon  the  State  lawyers.  To  say  a  deed, 
w&ich  was  legal  by  the  laws  of  a  State,  could  not 
be  received  in  evidence,  except  it  was  stamped, 
would  be  tantamount  to  the  repealing  of  a  State 
law. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  this  subject  had  been  fre- 
quently under  discussion,  both  in  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  and  in  that  House.  On  this 
occasion,  the  majority  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  was  against  laying  a  tax  on  deeds. 
He  was  in  the  minority.  There  was  a  provision, 
Mr.  S.  said,  which  declared  that  no  paper  upon 
which  a  duty  was  imposed  by  this  act  should  be 
admitted  in  evidence;  but  there  was  afterwards  a 
clause  which  allowed  them  to  oe  admitted,  on  pay- 
ment often  dollars  over  and  above  the  duty  there- 
upon payable.  He  thought  the  tax  would  be  a 
Tery  good  and  a  very  profitable  one. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  this  was  a  tax  which  should 
be  gone  into  with  great  caution,  since,  if  it  were 
carried,  it  might  be  the  means  or  losing  the  whole 
bill.  He  thought  the  bill  would  be  better  passed 
without  this  provision ;  and  if  it  were  found  expe- 
dient, it  might  be  added  hereafter. 

Mr.  Giles  was  opposed  to  this  amendment,  as 
interfering  with  the  Governments  of  the  several 
8tates.  All  lands  (except  such  as  had  been  sold  by 
the  United  States)  were  held  from  the  States ;  and 
if  this  tax  were  to  oe  agreed  to,  he  believed  the  State 
Courts  would  not  refuse  to  admit  a  deed  in  evi- 
dence which  was  not  stamped.  Nothing  would 
give  so  much  alarm  to  the  States  as  a  subject  of 
this  sort. 

Mr.  Sewall  did  not  understand  the  distinction 
made  between  titles  to  land,  and  titles  to  money. 
He  thought  the  objection  made  to  a  tax  on  a 
feed,  might  be  made  with  equal  propriety  to  a 
tax  on  a  bond  or  a  note.  If  they  had  a  right  to 
ay  these  should  not  be  received  in  evidence  in  a 
State  Court,  unless  they  were  stamped,  they  had  a 
ight  to  say  the  same  with  respect  to  a  deed.  Ex- 
cept it  could  be  shown  that  the  farmer  was  less 
tble  to  pay  than  the  merchant,  he  thought  no  other 
objection  had  any  weight. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  thought  there  was  a  great 
lifference  between  a  note  of  hand  and  a  deed.  The 
State  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  former,  but  much 
nth  the  latter ;  since  every  State  held  grants  of 
ts  lands,  and  a  man  must  show  his  title  from  the 


original  grant,  before  his  title  could  be  said  to  be  a 
good  one.  He  did  not  doubt  the  people  being  able 
to  pay  the  tax ;  it  was  the  principle  which  he  con- 
tended against,  which,  if  carried  into  effect,  would 
cause  a  clashing  of  the  authorities  of  the  two  Gov- 
ernments. If  the  United  States  could  lay  a  tax  of 
this  sort,  they  might  lay  a  tax  upon  every  commis- 
sion issued  by  a  State. 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  see  the  smallest  difference 
between  the  two  cases  which  had  been  stated.  And 
when  they  came  to  the  13th  section,  he  should  en- 
deavor to  prove  that  to  say  a  piece  of  paper  should 
not  be  received  in  evidence  in  a  court,  which  was 
lawful  to  be  received  by  the  laws  of  the  State, 
would  be  a  violation  of  State  sovereignty.  He 
was  not  of  opinion,  with  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, that  they  should  take  up  the  subject  par- 
tially, rather  than  not  pass  the  bill.  He  thought 
it  best  to  consider  a  tax  upon  its  broadest  basis. 
It  was  not  fair  to  exclude  anything  which  stood 
upon  the  same  ground.  He  wished  the  principle 
to  be  thus  fairy  tested.  He  should,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  tax  on  deeds. 

Mr.  Lyon  hoped,  that  if  this  tax  was  agreed  to, 
purchases  of  a  small  amount  would  be  excluded. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said  there  would  doubtless  be  a 
difference  made  in  the  duty  between  large  and  small 
purchases.  He  also  disagreed  with  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut.  The  principle,  he  said,  was 
either  right  or  not ;  if  it  were  nght,  it  should  be 
made  general  ;  if  not,  it  ought  not  to  be  adopted. 

The  question  was  put,  and  negatived,  47  to  32. 

On  motion,  the  committee  rose,  and  had  leave 
to  sit  again. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 

.  A  message  from  the  Senate  was  received,  in- 
forming that  they  had  concurred  in  some  of  the 
amendments,  ana  rejected  others  made  by  this 
House  to  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  States.  It  appears  that  they  have  non- 
concurred  in  all  the  amendments  which  went  to 
prohibit  the  purchase  of  twenty-gun  ships,  and  re- 
straining the  frigates  from  being  employed  as 
convoys. 

Tuesday,  June  27. 
DUTIES  ON  WINE3  AND  SPIRITS. 

The  bill  for  laying  licenses  upon  the  retailers  of 
foreign  wine  and  spirits  was  read  the  third  time, 
when — 

Mr.  Reed  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  in  order 
to  reduce  the  sums  to  be  paid  for  the  licenses. 

Mr.  Varndm  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon 
its  passage. 

Mr.  Skinner  considered  the  bill  as  laying  a  tax 
upon  the  lower  order  of  the  people,  to  the  exclusion 
or  the  rich.  This  was,  in  some  degree,  the  case 
under  the  former  bill,  but  much  more  so  under  this. 
It  would  destroy  the  business  of  thousands  of  indivi- 
duals, as  he  doubted  not  one-half  of  the  present  retail- 
ers would  decline  the  trade.  He  did  not  think  the 
seven  licenses  would  be  so  productive  as  the  one 
was.  It  was  a  tax  upon  an  occupation,  and  bore 
very  unequally  ;  since  men  who  retailed  an  hun- 
dred hogsheads  a  year  would  pay  no  more  for  their 


391 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


392 


H.  op  R.] 


Protection  of  Trade. 


[June.  1797. 


licenses  than  he  who  retailed  but  one.  The  price 
of  the  license,  therefore,  could  not  be  added  to  the 
price  of  the  article.  If  the  duty  were  to  be  laid  at 
so  much  a  gallon,  whether  persons  sold  little  or 
much,  they  would  be  upon  the  same  footing.  If  one 
license  had  been  directed  to  be  taken  out  at  the 
price  of  the  whole  seven,  he  believed  it  would  have 
been  more  productive.  He  cited  the  example  of 
Massachusetts  to  prove  this.  Considering  the  bill, 
therefore,  as  he  did,  to  be  oppressive,  and  that  the 
situation  of  the  country  did  not  require  it,  he  should 
vote  against  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  yeas  and  nays  upon  its  passage  were  then 
taken,  and  stood — yeas  56,  nays  27,  as  follows : 

Yxas — John  Alien,  Thomas  Blount,  Theophilus 
Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  Matthew 
Clay,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  James  Davenport, 
John  Dawson,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Thomas 
Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  John  Fowler, 
Jonathan  Freeman,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie, 
Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,  Car- 
ter B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman, 
David  Holmes,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kitten, 
8amuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  John  Milledge,  Daniel 
Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah 
Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  Thomas 
Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  8mith,  Na- 
thaniel Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  William 
8mith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
8umter,  John  Swanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard 
Thomas,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John  E.  Van  Alen, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — George  Baer,  jr.,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
ton, Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burgee,  Samuel  J.  Cabell, 
Thomas  Claiborne,  John  Clopton,  William  Craik, 
Thomas  T.  Davis,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Nathaniel  Free- 
man, jr.,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Edward  Livingston, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Blair  McClenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  Anthony  New,  Harrison  G.  Otis, 
John  Reed,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Richard  8prigg,  jr., 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham 
Venable,  and  John  Williams. 

The  bill  to  continue  in  force  the  acts  and  sec- 
tions of  acts  therein  mentioned,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  bill  for  appointing  agents  to  carry  into  effect 
the  6th  article  of  the  British  Treaty  was  received 
from  the  Senate,  with  amendments.  They  were,  to 
strike  out  the  Attorney  General  from  the  different 
parts  of  it,  so  as  to  make  the  agents  appointed 
independent  of  him.  They  were  taken  up  and 
disagreed  to. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 

,The  bill  yesterday  received  from  the  Senate  for 
a  Naval  Armament,  with  their  disagreement  to  all 
the  amendments  of  any  importance,  was  taken  up. 
when — 

Mr.  New  said  he  wished  to  get  rid  of  this  bill, 
and  therefore  moved  that  it  be  postponed  till  the 
first  Monday  in  November. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  did  not  expect  that,  after  so  much 
time  had  been  spent  upon  this  important  bill,  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  would  have  been  proposed.  He 
called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  they  should  go  on  to  consi- 
der the  amendments. 


The  question  on  postponing  the  consideration 
was  taken,  and  decided — yeas  29,  nays  61.  as  fol- 
lows: 

Ysab — David  Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  Blount, 
Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bnrges,  8amuel  J.  Cabell,  Tho- 
mas Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joahoa 
Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John 'Dawson,  John  Fowler, 
Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  Andrew  Gregg, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon, 
Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDow- 
ell, Anthony  New,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  Wm.  Smith, 
of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Stanford,  Philip  Vu 
Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and  Abraham  Venable. 

Nats— -John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christopher 
G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Janes 
Davenport,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Loess  Elmen- 
dorph, Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster, 
James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich, 
William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hunt, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas 
Hartley,  William  Hindman;  David  Holmes,  Hexefah 
L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkei 
Kittera,  Edward  Livingston,  8amuel  Lyman,  Jamei 
Machir,  William  Matthews,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Mor- 
gan, Lewis  R.  Morris,  John  Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  0t», 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  Juoei 
8chureman,  Samuel  8ewall,  William  8hepard,  Thomai 
Sinnickson,  Samuel  8itgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Na- 
thaniel Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  Richard 
8prigg,  jr.,  John  8wanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Rich- 
ard Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  Abraham  Trigg,  John 
Trigg,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  John 
Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

The  amendments  were-  then  taken  up,  and  the 
first  being  under  consideration,  viz :  that  prohibit- 
ing the  frigates  from  being  used  as  convoys- 
Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  to  recede  from  this  amend- 
ment.   The  motion  was  negatived — 48  to  46. 
Mr.  Nicholas  then  moved  to  adhere. 
This  motion  occasioned  some  debate,  on  the 
ground  of  propriety  ;  as  it  appears  the  usual  mode 
is,  in  such  cases,  for  the  House  to  insist ;  after 
which,  a  conference  takes  place :  whereas  an  ad- 
herence precludes  conference,  as  the  Senate  must 
then  either  recede,  or  the  bill  is  lost. 

The  question  was  taken  on  adhering,  by  yeas 
and  nays — 46  to  50,  as  follows : 

Ys  as— David  Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  Btoont, 
Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bnrges,  8amod 
J  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clop 
to",  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  fohn  Dtwsn» 
George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  John  Fowler,  X* 
thaniel  Freeman,  Jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.Gil* 
James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Hanna,  Cutff 
B  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Wal- 
ter Jones.  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew 
Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicho- 
las, Tompson  J.  8kinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckse/i 
District,  Richard  3prigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thorn* 
8umter,  John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trig* 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and  Abraham 
Venable.  ' 

Nats— John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bi* 
win,  Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  ChriatopM 
G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Sam* 
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W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  Thomas 
Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Henry  Glen,  Chaunoey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Ro- 
ger Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley, 
William  Hindman,  Hesekiah  L.  H owner,  James  H.  Im- 
hj,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir, 
William  Matthews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris, 
Harrison  G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John 
Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  8chureman,  Samuel 
Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  8amuel 
Sitgreavee,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thorn- 
m,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wads- 
worth,  John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

The  striking  out  of  the  eighth  and  ninth  sec- 
tions, which  related  to  the  providing  of  nine  ves- 
sels of  twenty  guns  each,  came  next  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  they  should  recede  from 
this  amendment,  as  circumstances  might  arise  du- 
ring the  recess,  which  might  require  these  vessels 
before  the  frigates  could  be  got  ready.  There  was 
a  bill  for  providing  galleys,  but  he  was  doubtful 
whether  it  would  pass.  He  wished  power,  there- 
fore, to  be  given  to  the  President  to  equip  these 
ressels.  He  believed  merchant  vessels  might  be 
purchased  for  the  purpose,  and  that  they  would  be 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  our  bays  and  rivers. 

The  motion  was  put  and  negatived;  and  mo- 
tions to  recede  from  all  the  other  amendments 
shared  the  same  fate. 

A  committee  of  three  was  appointed  to  confer 
with  the  Senate  on  the  subject  or  their  difference. 

DUTIES  ON  STAMP8. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  laying  duties  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,  when    . 

Mr.  Nicholas  moved  to  strike  out  the  clause 
exempting  bank  notes  from  duty,  as  he  could  see 
no  reason  why  notes  upon  which  a  profit  was 
made,  should  be  exempted  from  duty  more  than 
others.  He  trusted  all  notes  would  be  placed  on 
the  same  footing. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  gentlemen  did  not  mean, 
by  moving  to  strike  out  this  exemption,  to  destroy 
the  bill.  He  thought  the  observation  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  yesterday,  against  em- 
barrassing the  bill  by  doubtful  objects,  bad  weight. 
On  this  ground,  though  he  was  before  of  opinion 
deeds  ought  to  nave  been  inserted,  he  did  not  vote 
for  inserting  them.  He  trusted  the  gentleman  had 
not  fully  considered  the  subject,  and  that  when  he 
did  sot  he  would  not  persist  in  bis  motion. 

Mr.  Nicholas  believed  if  the  favorite  object  of 
every  gentleman  were  to  be  exempted,  there  would 
be  nothing  left  upon  which  to  lay  a  tax.  If  to 
oppose  this,  were  to  defeat  the  bill,  he  meant  to 
defeat  it ;  as  he  wished  the  tax  to  go  to  all  objects 
of  the  same  kind.  He  had  no  idea  of  favoring  one 
interest  at  the  expense  of  another ;  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, his  amendment  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Lyon  expected  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  was  about  to  have  given  some  reasons 
why  bank  notes  ought  not  to  be  taxed  as  well  as 
•there;  but  he  was  disappointed.    He  believed 


those  who  issued  these  notes  got  a  good  profit  from 
them,  and  that  it  was,  therefore,  reasonable  they 
should  pay  their  proportion  towards  the  support 
of  Government. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  the  tax  an  improper  one. 
Banks  were  taxed  in  another  part  of  the  bill,  on 
the  transfer  of  their  shares.  A  tax  on  bank  notes, 
he  said,  would  introduce  a  vast  deal  of  confusion 
throughout  the  country.  As,  for  himself  he  did 
not  care  any  thing  about  it;  but  he  believed,  if  it 
were  agreed  to,  it  would  produce  so  many  objec- 
tions against  the  bill  as  to  prevent  its  passing. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  against  stamping  bank  notes, 
as  they  were  not  stamped  in  any  country  what- 
ever. Indeed  they  were  different  from  other  notes, 
as  they  were  the  representatives  of  specie ;  they 
might,  therefore,  as  well  stamp  dollars  or  guineas. 
In  short,  the  subject  was  too  important  and  intri- 
cate to  be  gone  into  at  this  late  period  of  the 
session. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  in  proportion  as  the  tax  was 
general,  it  would  be  just.  What  was  the  object 
of  the  t>ill  ?  It  was  to  tax  that  right  which  an 
individual  possesses  in  society,  of  transferring  his 
property,  and  the  evidences  of  it ;  it  was  also  to 
tax  him  for  the  right  he  had  of  using  his  credit. 
Though  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  last  up 
might  appear  specious,  that  a  bank  note  was  the 
representative  of  specie,  it  was  not  very  solid ;  it 
was  the  representative  of  the  credit  of  the  bank, 
and  circulated  for  its  interest  An  individual,  if 
he  had  sufficient  credit^  might  issue  notes  as  well 
as  a  corporation ;  and,  in  that  case,  his  notes  would 
be  charged  with  the  duty,  whilst  tnose  of  a  corpo- 
ration would  not.  From  whence,  said  Mr.  V.,  is 
this  reasoning  drawn  ?  It  was  arawn  from  the 
doctrine  of  favoritism — it  was  meant  to  favor  the 
moneyed  interest,  which  was  already  sufficiently 
encouraged  by  their  incorporation.  There  seemed 
to  be  no  objection  to  the  principle ;  but  merely  to 
the  convenience  of  the  thing.  It  it  could  be  shown 
that  the  tax  would  materially  operate  upon  the 
circulation  of  bank  notes^  so  as  to  injure  the  ope- 
ration of  money  transactions,  it  might  have  some 
weight  with  him ;  but  it  was  none}  to  say  this  bill 
must  pass,  and  therefore  let  us  avoid  any  thing  in 
which  there  may  be  any  difficulty.  Such  asser- 
tions went  only  to  this,  where  you  can  tax  the 
Sroperty  of  an  individual,  do  it ;  but  do  not  med- 
le  with  corporations,  as  this  would  be  attended 
with  some  difficulty.  He  wished,  if  the  bill  passed, 
that  it  should  operate  equally. 

Mr.  Coit  wished  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
would  withdraw  his  motion,  until  he  took  the 
sense  of  the  committee  upon  one  which  he  pro- 
posed to  make,  and  which  was  calculated,  if  agreed 
to,  to  supersede  the  one  he  had  made.  He  would 
state  what  it  was.  It  was  his  opinion  that  small 
notes  should  be  exempted  from  duty.  He  should 
propose,  therefore,  that  there  should  be  charged  on 
all  notes  exceeding  fifty  dollars  and  not  exceeding 
one  hundred  dollars,  ten  cents,  and  that  all  of  less 
value  should  go  free. 

After  a  few  remarks  upon  this  motion,  in  which 
it  was  observed  that  it  would  defeat  the  bill  en- 
tirely, as  it  would  only  be  to  make  so  many  more 
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notes  at  fifty  dollars,  if  the  sum  were  larger.  Mr. 
Coit  consented  that  the  fifty  should  be  struck  out 
and  left  blank ;  when  the  question  was  taken  and 
negatived,  there  being  only  twenty-five  votes  for 
it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  renewed  his  motion. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  hoped  it  would  not  prevail.  It 
had  been  admitted  that  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
the  stamping  of  bank  notes  would  embarrass  their 
circulation,  it  would  be  a  good  objection  to  the 
tax.  He  believed  he  could  easily  show  that  it 
would  not  only  impede  their  circulation,  but  de- 
preciate their  value.  T  he-tax  would  not  certainly 
oe  made  to  operate  upon  notes  already  issued,  but 
upon  those  issued  after  the  act  took  place ;  so  that 
it  would  be  necessary  that  every  citizen  through- 
out the  United  States  should  be  acquainted  with 
the  date  of  their  law,  which  would  do  away  all 
confidence  in  bank  paper.  The  result  of  this  un- 
certainty would  be  that  the  banks  would  have  to 
call  in  all  their  outstanding  notes,  which  would 
cause  an  immediate  depreciation  of  their  value. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  so  objectionable  a 
measure  would  not  be  entered  upon, 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  had  bad  his  doubts  with 
respect  to  the  propriety  of  stamping  bank  notes ;  he 
was  not  sure  whether  it  might  not  have  a  dan- 
gerous effect  on  their  circulation.  On  a  further 
consideration  of  the  subject,  however;  all  his  doubts 
had  vanished.  He  now  thought  this  amendment 
essential,  just,  and  right.  Indeed,  when  they  pro- 
posed to  lay  a  stamp  duty  upon  ail  bills  and  notes, 
there  appeared  to  be  no  good  reason  why  the  notes 
of  any  incorporation  whatever  should  be  excepted. 
He  had  heard  only  one  objection ;  which  was,  that 
these  notes  differed  essentially  from  others,  because 
they  were  the  real  representatives  of  specie  kept 
in  the  bank  from  whence  they  were  issued.  He 
could  not  see  the  distinction  endeavored  to  be 
drawn.  Private  notes  were  always  given  for  some 
consideration,  whether  for  cash  or  other  property, 
was  of  no  consequence  to  them.  Indeed,  it  they 
turned  their  attention  to  the  nature  of  bank  notes, 
they  would  be  found  to  be  a  very  fair  object  of 
taxation. 

Where  an  individual  gave  his  note,  it  was  not 
likely  that  he  would  derive  any  profit  from  it ; 
many  of  such  notes  were  what  was  called  "  accom- 
modation notes;"  all  were  acknowledgments  of 
debt,  and  therefore  no  proof  of  wealth ;  but  bank 
notes  were  never  issued  except  to  produce  a  profit 
to  the  bank,  therefore,  to  exempt  them  from  duty, 
would  be  to  exempt  tnose  which  were  best  entitled 
to  pay. 

The  only  objection  would  be,  any  inconveni- 
ence which  might  take  place  to  counterbalance  the 
benefit  to  be  derived  from  the  tax.  It  had  been 
supposed  that  a  depreciation  would  take  place  in 
the  value  of  the  notes  in  consequence  of  this  tax. 
In  order  to  show  that  this  was  not  probable,  he 
supposed  the  tax  would  be  laid. 

Bank  notes  were  issued  and  reissued ;  but  when 
an  individual  gave  a  note,  after  it  was  paid,  there 
was  an  end  of  it.  Bank  notes  might  be  issued 
twenty  times,  or  oftener ;  it  was  necessary,  there- 
fore, to  tax  them  in  a  different  way  from  other 


notes.  He  supposed  the  same  provision  might 
be  adopted  here  as  was  adopted  in  England.  They 
might  be  allowed  to  be  issued  for  a  certain  number 
of  years — say  three.  This  would  remedy  every 
kind  of  inconvenience  arising  from  reissuing.  As 
to  notes  now  in .  circulation,  the  way  to  prevent 
inconvenience  would  be  to  fix  the  time  after  which 
all  notes  should  be  renewed  by  stamped  notes.  The 
consequence  would  be,  that  all  notes  would,  by 
degrees,  be  returned  to  the  bank,  and  no  difficulty 
would  arise  from  doing  so.  Six  or  nine  months 
might  be  allowed  for  this  purpose.  This  was  the 
way  in  which  all  the  banks  in  England,  except 
the  Bank  of  England,  were  subject  to  the  stamp 
duty ;  that  bank,  he  believed,  had  paid  a  certain 
sum  to  be  excused  from  the  tax.  Pernaps  the  same 
privilege  might  be  allowed  here. 

In  laying  this  tax,  Mr.  G.  said,  they  should  not 
tax  the  money  transactions  of  banks  equal  to  those 
of  individuals.  There  were  deposites  made  in 
banks  for  which  no  notes  were  issued,but  which 
were  merely  entered  upon  the  bank  books.  They 
discounted  not  only  with  those  deposites,  but  with 
their  notes,  which  was  the  reason  why  they  made 
dividends  of  nine  and  ten  per  cent  The  amount 
of  deposites  in  the  bank  books  was  generally 
larger  than  the  amount  of  notes  in  circulation.  It 
was  so  with  all  the  banks  in  Philadelphia,  except 
it  might  be  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

By  laying  a  stamp  duty,  therefore,  upon  bank 
notes,  they  did  not  lay  a  tax  upon  all  the  money 
transactions  of  a  bank ;  he  believed  not  more  than 
upon  one  third,  or  at  most  not  more  than  one  half 
ot  what  they  traded  upon  beyond  their  capital ; 
for  a  bank  he  said  did  not  touch  its  capital  in  any 
other  way  than  in  discounts.  Their  notes  were  is- 
sued upon  the  deposites  from  individuals ;  it  would 
therefore  be  highly  unjust  to  except  these  notes 
from  the  proposed  duty. 

As  to  what  had  been  said  about  a  duty  being 
laid  upon  transfer  of  bank  shares,  that  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  present  question. 

Mr.  Nicholas  noticed  what  had  fallen  from  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  on  the  subject  of 
depreciation,  and  showed  by  the  regulations  under 
which  the  tax  would  be  paid,  that  it  could  not  take 
place. 

Mr.  Rutledob  thought  bank  notes  a  proper  ob- 
ject of  taxation,  and  had  not  heard  one  good  rea- 
son why  they  should  be  exempted  from  the  pro- 
posed duty.  The  argument  of  his  colleague  (Mr. 
Smith,)  that  bank  notes  now  in  circulation  would 
be  affected,  and  their  currency  checked,  he  would 
answer,  by  observing  that  the  duty  could  not  ope- 
rate upon  notes  now  in  circulation;  it  was  not 
proposed  to  have  them  called  in,  but  to  have  those 
stamped  which  shall  be  issued  after  a  certain  day. 
He  did  not  think  the  weight  and  importance  which 
generally  attach  to  the  observations  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Sitoreaves)  attach 
to  those  now  offered  by  him.  With  respect  to  the 
circulation  of  bank  notes  being  embarrassed  by  the 
necessity  there  would  be  for  the  people  at  We 
being  acquainted  with  the  date  of  the  law  .the  ob- 
jection would  apply  to  private  as  well  as  bank 
notes.  The  people  throughout  the  country  must  in- 
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form  themselves,  and  the  most  ignorant  will  inform 
themselves  of  the  date  of  the  act ;  and,  whenever 
a  bank  note  or  a  private  note  shall  be  offered  to 
them,  they  will  always  inquire  if  it  was  issued 
subsequent  or  previous  to  a  certain  day.  The  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  (Mr.  Brooks)  was  cer- 
tainly incorrect  in  saying  that  "  bank  paper  was 
not  stamped  in  any  country  whatever."  In  Great 
Britain,  Mr.  R.  said,  the  paper  of  all  private  banks 
is  stamped  ;  that  of  the  Bank  of  England  has  been 
exempted  from  the  stamp  duty,  by  the  bank  hav- 
ing paid  the  Government  a  sum,  in  gross,  by  way 
of  commutation.  Although  the  moneyed  interest 
has  always  been  well  and  largely  represented  in 
England,  yet  bank  notes  are  taxed  there,  and  the 
circulation  of  them  has  not  been  embarrassed  by 
this  duty ;  on  the  contrary,  the  system  of  banking 
has  been  wonderfully  extended  throughout  that 
kingdom.  In  every  part  of  it  bank  notes  are  cur- 
rent ;  every  town  and  village  has  its  banks ;  they 
are  as  universal  as  their  churches.  Mr.  R.  asked, 
where  would  be  the  propriety  of  taxing  notes  issued 
by  fifty  individuals  in  their  individual  capacity, 
and  exempting  those  issued  by  them  when  they 
associated,  called  themselves  a  Banking  Company, 
and  issued  notes  to  three  times  the  amount  of  their 
capital  1  The  measure  seemed  to  him  unwise,  and 
he  was  sure  it  would  be  unpopular.  He  could  not 
conceive  why  people  who  had  no  other  property 
than  stock,  which,  in  many  instances,  yielded 
an  interest  of  fifteen  per  cent.,  should  not  contri- 
bute to  the  support  oi  Government.  A  vast  pro- 
portion of  stockholders  are  foreigners,  persons  who 
do  not  contribute  in  any  way  to  the  support  of 
Government,  not  even  by  personal  services.  He 
never  would  consent  to  exempt  them  from  taxa- 
tion, when  we  were  burdening  the  active  enter- 
prising merchant  and  the  industrious  and  hard- 
working farmer.  He  could  not  believe  that  a  small 
duty  laid  on  bank  notes  would  embarrass  the  cir- 
culation of  them,  but  he  was  persuaded  it  would 
prove  an  abundant  source  of  revenue. 

Mr.  Swan  wick.  The  greatest  objection  which 
the  banks  in  England  seemed  to  have  to  the  tax, 
was,  that  it  might  ascertain  the  quantity  of  notes 
they  had  in  circulation.  In  order  to  prevent  this, 
the  Bank  of  England  commuted  with  Government 
for  a  certain  sum ;  but  the  notes  of  all  the  private 
banks  were  stamped.  He  thought  it  reasonable 
that  this  kind  of  notes  should  be  stamped  as  well 
as  others,  though  he  would  have  the  tax  low ;  for 
he  saw  no  reason  why  merchants  should  pay,  and 
bankers  be  excused  from  the  duty,  since  great 
emolument  was  derived  from  these  notes,  by  the 
consent  of  the  community,  and  the  community, 
in  return,  had  a  right  to  expect  assistance  from  the 
banks. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  believed,  if  an  original  proposi- 
tion had  been  brought  forward  to  tax  banK  notes, 
it  would  have  been  thought  a  very  serious  thing, 
and  they  should  have  paused  before  they  consent- 
ed to  the  proposition.  Gentlemen  who  advocated 
this  proposition,  allowed  it  would  require  many 
provisions  to  carry  it  into  effect.  What  those  pro- 
visions were  he  could  not  pretend  to  say.  He 
thought  bank  notes  had  been  too  much  confound- 


ed with  notes  of  individuals,  and  they  were  quite 
different  things.  Those  of  individuals  were  most- 
ly larger,  the  greatest  part  of  bank  notes  were  for 
five  dollars.  Notes  of  individuals,  if  not  stamped, 
could  not  be  received  in  evidence ;  but  he  did  not 
know  what  must  be  the  penalty  on  bank  notes  be- 
ing issued  without  stamp.  Besides,  he  said,  to  lay 
a  duty  upon  the  notes  issued  by  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  would  be  a  violation  of  its  charter, 
for,  by  that  charter,  it  was  said,  the  notes  of  that 
bank  should  be  received  at  the  custom-house  in 
payment  of  duties.  It  had  been  said  a  commuta- 
tion might  be  allowed,  but  that  would  be  equally 
contrary  to  the  charter ;  besides,  if  such  a  thing 
were  to  be  done,  he  did  not  know  who  could  do  it ; 
it  would  not  be  the  proper  business  of  the  Presi- 
dent, and  that  House  would  have  difficulty  in  say- 
ing what  would  be  a  proper  sum  to  be  paid  for  the 
purpose.  He  again  feared  the  introduction  of  this 
principle  would  destroy  the  bill. 

Mr.  Co  it  did  not  tnink  it  was  quite  so  clear  a 
thing  as  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  think  it,  that 
bank  notes  ought  to  be  stamped.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve the  analogy  between  the  bank  and  private 
notes  was  so  strong  as  had  been  represented.  If 
the  facts  were  as  represented,  that  every  bank  note 
was  to  be  considered  as  producing  a  profit  to  the 
banker,  there  would  be  good  ground  for  the  tax ; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  this  was  not  the  case.  For 
instance,  if  the  Dank  gave  their  note  for  one  hun- 
dred dollars;  it  was  equal  evidence  with  the  note 
of  an  individual,  that  they  had  received  the  value 
of  one  hundred  dollars.  But  if  they  went  further,  it 
would  be  found  the  analogy  did  not  hold.  The 
note  of  the  individual  was  at  ascertain  date,  but 
that  of  the  banker  was  on  demand ;  and  they  were 
every  day  liable  to  be  called  upon  for  the  money 
of  which  the  note  was  the  representative  j  so  that 
they  were  obliged  to  keep  the  money,  or  money 
at  least  to  a  great  amount,  ready  to  take  up  their 
notes  whenever  presented.  Banks  could  not,  there- 
fore, be  considered  as  receiving  a  profit  on  all  the 
notes  they  issued ;  but  only  upon  tie  difference  be- 
tween the  amount  of  notes  issued,  and  the  cash  they 
are  obliged  to  keep  by  them  to  answer  their  demands. 
The  analogy,  therefore,  did  not  hold ;  and,  if  bank 
notes  were  taxed,  it  must  be  upon  a  different  prin- 
ciple from  that  on  which  the  notes  of  individuals 
are  taxed. 

Mr.  Potter  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and 
he  trusted  that  gentlemen  who  were  always  ready 
to  go  into  every  species  of  expense,  would  not  flincn 
when  the  object  was  to  raise  money.  He  had  this 
morning  voted  for  a  bill  laying  additional  tax  on 
licenses,  which  he  believed  would  be  found  in  some 
degree  oppressive,  but  he  did  it  because  he  knew 
revenue  was  wanted*  He  hoped  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  would,  on  this  occasion,  con- 
cur in  the  proposed  tax.  He  doubted  not  unex- 
ceptionable means  might  be  devised  for  collecting 
it ;  if  not,  it  might  be  given  up. 

Mr.  Harper  was  against  the  amendment,  not  be- 
cause he  was  satisfied  bank  notes  were  not  a  pro- 
per object  of  taxation,  but  because  he  did  not  wish 
to  embarrass  the  bill  with  a  subject  which  they 
had  not  time  to  consider. 
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Mr.  Swanwick  again  spoke  in  favor*  of  the  tax. 

Mr.  Otis  was  against  the  amendment ;  not  be- 
cause he  thought  such  a  tax  would  be  improper, 
but  from  the  difficulties  which  would  attend  the 
•carrying  it  into  effect.  Besides,  he  said,  if  the 
notes  were  to  revert  to  the  bank  every  two  or  three 
years,  it  would  cause  a  run  upon  them  for  cash, 
instead  of  renewed  notes,  which  might  be  very  in- 
convenient. 

Mr.  Venable  did  not  think  the  run  upon  the 
bank  which  the  gentleman  had  mentioned  could 
take  place,  as  the  notes  would  have  to  be  renewed 
three  years  from  the  time  issued,  and  all  their  notes 
would  not  be  issued  on  one  day.  Mr.  V.  again 
insisted  that  this  tax  should  be  general;  and  if 
they  had  not  time  to  make  it  so,  it  ought  to  be  put 
off  till  they  had.  Not  to  include  bankers  would 
be  to  lay  a  tax  upon  the  people  whose  complaints 
of  its  hardships  could  not  be  heard.  He  depre- 
cated this  as  unjust. 

Mr.  Harper  could  not  conceive  that  the  great 
body  of  merchants  and  farmers  throughout  the 
United  States  were  people  who  could  not  make 
their  complaints  heard,  if  they  had  them  to  make. 
The  proprietors  of  banks,  Mr.  H.  said,  already  paid 
taxes  in  a  variety  of  shapes ;  many  of  them  were 
merchants,  and  would,  of  course,  pay  the  tax  im- 
posed on  tne  notes  of  individuals. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  against  going  into  a  tax  on 
bank  notes  at  present,  but  denied  that  there  would 
be  any  cause  of  complaint  from  the  people  on  ac- 
count of  the  taxes  imposed  by  this  bill.  He  wished 
to  make  a  beginning  with  a  stamp  tax  at  present ; 
it  might  not  be  completed  these  seven  years. 
Gentlemen  might  as  well  go  on  and  propose  a  tax 
on  newspapers,  which,  whatever  might  be  said 
against  it,  ne  believed  might  be  laid  without  in- 
fringing the  liberty  of  the  press ;  but  a  thing  of 
this  Kind  would  require  a  great  deal  of  detail. 

Mr.  Claiborne  was  in  favor  of  including  bank 
notes;  not  to  do  this,  he  said,  would  be  to  catch 
small  fish,  and  let  the  large  ones  pass. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  that  the  provisions  for  lav- 
ing this  tax  would  be  by  no  means  difficult. 
Indeed,  three-fourths  of  the  bill  was  copied  from 
the  British  statute,  and  that  part  respecting  bank 
notes  could  be  as  easy  copied  as  any  other  part. 
The  observations  respecting  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  were  not  deserving  of 
a  reply.  There  was  only  one  of  two  things  which 
could  be  done,  either  to  tax  bank  notes,  or  to  ex- 
cuse all  other  notes  from  the  tax. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  could  not  submit  to  hear  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  those  who  opposed  this 
motion,  to  screen  the  moneyed  interest  of  this 
country  from  paying  a  tax.  He  had  no  such 
views.    He  had  no  objection  to  tax  the  banks  in 

Eroportion  to  the  amount  of  their  business ;  but 
e  could  not  agree  to  its  being  done  in  this  way. 
If  gentlemen  would  estimate  how  much  the  stamp 
duty  of  a  bank  would  produce  to  the  United 
States,  he  would  vote  for  a  sum  of  this  kind,  by 
way  of  commutation.  Charges  could  rarely  be 
made  against  the  side  of  the  House  with  whom 
he  generally  acted,  for  not  being  willing  to  vote 
for  revenue;    a  contrary  charge  was   more  fre- 


quently made.  He  trusted  the  amendment  would 
not  be  agreed  to;  but  that  if  the  tax  were  laid,  it 
would  be  by  way  of  commutation. 

The  question  was  taken  and  carried,  there  being 
fifty-five  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  committee  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  resolution  respecting  an  adjournment  was 
received  from  the  Senate,  and  disagreed  to.  The 
disagreement  being  read,  Mr.  Giles  moved  the 
same  resolution  filled  with  Monday  next;  but 
Mr.  Willi ams  opposed  it,  and  moved  to  adjourn. 


Wednesday,  June  28. 
DUTIES  ON  8TAMPS. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
on  the  bill  for  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
parchment,  and  paper,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair; 
when,  a  duty  on  debentures  being  under  conside- 
ration, 

Mr.  J.  Williams  observed  that  the  duty  on 
debentures  was  to  be  only  one  dollar,  without  dis- 
crimination. This  he  did  not  think  rifht;  there 
was  only  one  per  cent,  paid  on  drawbacks,  which 
was  a  loss  to  Government ;  so  far  as  it  respected 
the  drawback  on  ad  valorem  duties  there  was  no 
loss,  but  as  it  respected  articles  weighed,  measured, 
or  guaged,  there  was  a  loss  to  Government.  As 
the  time  of  the  present  session  would  not  admit  of 
an  alteration  in  the  present  system  of  drawbacks, 
he  would  not  bring  it  forward ;  but  would  do  it 
at  the  next  session,  in  which  he  was  persuaded 
there  might  be  a  saving  to  our  revenue  of  $300- 
000,  and  do  every  justice  to  all  concerned.  At 
present,  he  would  content  himself  by  augmenting 
the  duties  proposed  by  the  bill.  He  therefore 
made  the  following  motion,  viz:  for  a  debenture 
under  $500.  one  dollar;  for  a  debenture  for  $500, 
and  under  $2,000,  two  dollars;  and  for  a  deben- 
ture for  $2,000  and  upwards,  three  dollars. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  W.  Smith 
and  Co  it,  and  supported  by  Mr.  Swanwick.  It 
was  carried,  54  votes  being  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  strike  out  the  exception 
respecting  bonds  or  notes  payable  at  or  within 
sixty  days,  paying  only  two-fifths  of  the  duty  im- 
posed on  other  bonds  and  notes. 

Mr.  SwANwrcK  hoped  this  amendment  would 
not  prevail.  The  large  cities,  he  said  had  a  large 
circulation  in  notes  of  this  description,  and  if  this 
exception  were  struck  out,  the  law  would  fall  too 
heayy  on  them.  He  thought  the  committee  had 
done  well  in  making  the  provision  reported:  he 
thought  it  was  fair  and  equitable. 

Mr.  Lyon  saw  no  reason  why  these  notes 
should  be  favored  more  than  others.  He  knew  a 
stamp  tax  would  go  out  with  a  bad  name;  if 
however,  it  was  made  general,  so  that  it  might  he 
productive,  and  bear  equally  upon  all  classes  of 
men;  he  was  willing  to  bear  his  part  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  law. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  said,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
introduce  anything  as  an  object  of  taxation  which 
would  not  bear  hard  upon  somebody.  If  this  ex- 
ception was  not  struck  out,  he  said,  the  duty 
would  be  evaded  in  the  country,  as  notes  there 
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were  given  on  demand,  though  a  long  credit  was 
taken. 

Mr.  Venablb  did  not  think  the  exception  would 
produce  the  effect  supposed  in  the  country.  The 
provision  was  intended  to  favor  accommodation 
notei,  which  were  often  renewed.  He  hoped  it 
would  stand. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  thought  this  motion  deserved 
attention.  He  himself  was  in  the  habit  of  lending 
money,  as  were  most  men  of  property  in  the 
country,  (for  which,  though,  he  never  received 
more  than  legal  interest,)  on  notes,  which  were 
always  payable  on  demand.  He  believed,  there- 
fore, that  if  this  exception  stood,  it  would  defeat 
the  tax. 

Mr.  Blount  said,  this  provision  was  intended  to 
apply  to  city  transactions;  and  he  thought  mer- 
chants in  large  cities,  who  had  the  advantages 
which  banks,  gave  them,  could  very  well  afford  to 
pay  it ;  as  a  person  there,  though  of  far  inferior 
property,  could  raise  one  thousand  dollars  sooner 
than  a  merchant  in  the  country,  who  was  not 
near  any  such  institution,  could  raise  one  hundred. 
It  was  true,  that  this  tax  would  produce  a  large 
sum  of  money ;  but  he  thought,  nevertheless,  it 
would  be  a  just  tax. 

Mr.  Potter  was  opposed  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  .said,  as  the  bill  now  stood,  the 
tax  would  fall  pretty  heavily  on  commercial  men; 
is  not  only  notes,  but  policies  of  insurance,  de- 
bentures, dbc.,  were  taxed.  He  was  of  opinion 
they  would,  if  the  exception  stood,  pay  four-fifths 
of  the  whole  duty;  but,  if  the  provision  was 
struck  out,  the  law  would  operate  very  heavily 
upon  a  class  of  men  who  at  present  paid  almost 
the  whole  of  our  revenue.  In  order  to  make  their 
custom-house  payments,  they  were  obliged  to  re- 
new their  notes  every  sixty  days,  and  it  would 
hear  very  oppressively  upon  them,  if  they  were  for 
erery  renewal  to  pay  a  fresh  tax.  Tne  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  had  said,  that  merchants 
in  cities  could  obtain  money  easier  than  merchants 
in  the  country  could;  but  the  gentleman  should 
also  recollect  that  they  were  a$  much  greater  ex- 
pense in  living. 

Mr.  Blount  allowed  that  the  merchants  in 
large  cities  were  the  collectors  of  a  great  part 
of  our  present  revenue,  as  they  would  also  be 
under  the  proposed  law;  but  he  denied  that  they 
ultimately  paid  it.  Mr.  B.  again  spoke  -of  the 
advantage  which  they  possessed  in  being  able  to 
raise  money  by  accommodation  notes  to  pay  du- 
ties, or  for  any  other  purpose.  He  was  himself  a 
merchant;  but,  having  no  bank  near  him,  if  he 
wanted  a  sum  of  money  for  a  payment,  he  would 
he  obliged  to  sacrifice  property  to  raise  it;  whereas, 
a  merchant  in  the  city,  who  has  any  credit,  (no 
natter  what  his  property  may  be,)  has  only  to 
draw  one  of  these  notes  to  raise  it.  He  therefore 
thought  that  this  description  of  persons,  and  this 
paper,  could  better  afford  to  pay  a  tax  than  any 
other. 

Mr.  One  believed,  if  gentlemen  wished  to  de- 
fray the  bill,  they  could  not  take  a  more  effectual 
way  to  do  it  He  was  sure  that  many  of  the 
mends  of  the  bill  could  not  vote  for  it,  it  this  ex- 


ception was  struck  out.  These  notes,  he  said, 
were  circulated  in  the  place  of  money,  and  a  tax 
upon  them  would  be  the  same  as  a  tax  upon  mo- 
ney. He  believed  the  idea  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina>  of  the  advantages  derived  from 
banks  was  too  highly  raised.  He  believed  every 
man  who  got  money  of  the  banks  paid  seven  and 
a  half  per  cent,  for  it.  This  tax,  he  said,  would 
operate  as  a  discouragement  to  negotiations  at 
banks,  and  be  an  additional  tax  upon  them. 
They  would  now  be  taxed  in  three  different  ways, 
viz:  on  a  transfer  of  bank  shares,  on  their  notes, 
and  by  this  tax,  which  would  discourage  bank 
negotiations. 

If,  indeed,  it  were  the  object  of  gentlemen  to 
destroy  these  institutions,  he  thought  they  were 
taking  a  direct  way  to  do  it.  He  hoped  this  was 
not  their  view,  but  that  they  acted  thus  from  mis- 
taken views.  Suppose,  said  he,  a  note  was  not  ne- 
fotiable  at  the,  bank ;  in  that  case,  he  was  told,  as 
igh  a  premium  as  thirty  per  cent,  was  paid  for 
cash.  The  case  was  very  different  in  the  country ; 
if  money  were  to  be  obtained  at  all,  no  more  than 
legal  interest  was  paid  for  it.  As  the  thing  related 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  it  was  peculiarly 
improper.  That  bank  had  always  lent  money  to 
this  Government  on  favorable  terms.  Indeed,  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  gaining  forty  thousand  dollars 
a  year  by  it ;  and  that  institution  had  lost  fifty 
thousand  dollars  in  stock  sold  to  reimburse  the 
loan  made  to  the  United  States.  To  take  any 
measure,  therefore,  to  discourage  this  institution 
would  be  highly  impolitic  and  improper. 

Mr.  Gallatin  did  not  well  understand  how  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  came  to  be  brought  into 
this  discussion.  Although  Government  had  deri- 
ved some  advantage  from  that  institution,  it  had 
also  lost  a  great  deal.  If  they  spoke  of  the  stock 
sold,  they  should  take  into  view  also  the  six  per 
cent,  stock,  sold  at  a  loss  of  ten  or  thirteen  per 
cent. 

He  said,  the  duty  on  these  notes,  would  not  fall 
upon  the  bank,  but  upon  individuals.  If,  indeed, 
the  capital  of  the  bank  was  so  large  as  to  be  able 
to  answer  all  the  demands  which  could  be  made 
upon  it  in  this  way,  that  might  be  the  case ;  but 
that  was  not  so.  The  bank  would  have  to  pay 
the  duty  upon  bank  notes ;  but  upon  notes  offered 
for  discount,  individuals  must  pay  the  duty. 

The  only  question  was,  the  quantum  of  duty.  It 
was  said,  that  it  was  not  just  that  notes  at  sixty 
days  should  pay  as  much  duty  as  those  drawn  at 
nine  or  twelve  months.  It  was  true  that  notes  at 
sixty  days  were  renewed  five  or  six  times  a  year ; 
but  these  notes  were  mostly  for  large  sums,  upon 
which  the  duty  was  lower  in  proportion  than  upon 
small  sums,  of  which  the  country  notes  at  long 
dates  chiefly  consisted.  He  supposed  nine-tenths 
of  the  latter  were  under  fifty  dollars,  and  nine- 
tenths  of  the  sixty-day  notes  above  one  hundred 
dollars,  so  that  this  consideration  would  operate  an 
equality  of  the  tax. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  this  motion  objectionable 
upon  a  ground  which  had  not  been  stated.  The 
object  of  the  bill  was  to  tax  such  paper  as  was  of 
no  use ;  and  it  was  evident  that  four-fifths  of  the 
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notes  at  sixty  days,  were  not  discounted,  and  there- 
fore no  advantage  was  derived  from  them.  Where 
a  man  offers  a  note  for  discount,  and  gets  the  cash 
for  it,  it  was  reasonable  that  he  should  pay  the  tax ; 
but  where  the  note  was  not  discounted,  it  would 
not  be  right  to  pay  a  tax ;  yet  if  all  these  notes 
were  to  be  stamped,  this  would  be  the  case.  How, 
then,  was  the  difficulty  to  be  avoided?  In  no  other 
way,  he  believed  but  by  making  the  duty  low. 
You  must,  therefore,  said  he,  endeavor  to  come  at 
the  proportion  of  notes  discounted  ;  and  he  believ- 
ed this  did  not  amount  to  more  than  three-fifths  of 
the  number  issued,  which  was  the  estimate  made 
in  the  bill. 

He  supposed  the  gentleman  from  North  Caroli- 
na would  not  say  that  necessity  and  misfortune, 
which  were  precluded  from  any  benefit  from 
banks,  should  pay  a  tax ;  but  those  who  derived 
an  advantage  from  those  institutions.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  this  provision  would  be  retained. 

Mr.  H.  denied  that  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  had  been  the  cause  of  loss  to  the  Govern- 
ment ;  but  that  the  loss  alluded  to  had  been  occa- 
sioned by  a  scarcity  of  money.  The  bank  gained 
nothing  oy  that  loss. 

The  Chairman  reminded  Mr.  Harper  of  the 
question. 

Mr.  Harper  said  he  knew  what  the  question 
was;  and  would  take  the  opportunity  of  saying, 
that  if  any  other  person  besides  he  who  was  de- 
livering them  were  to  judge  upon  the  propriety  or 
impropriety  of  arguments,  there  was  an  end  of  the 
freedom  of  debate. 

The  Chairman  again  called  him  to  order,  and 
Ae  sat  down,  with  saying,  he  would  have  order 
observed  with  rigor,  but  with  impartiality. 

Mr.  Allen  wished  to  consider  the  vote  of  yes- 
terday, respecting  bank  notes.  Some  conversation 
took  place  on  a  point  of  order,  which  ended  in  a 
motion  of  Mr.  N.  Smith,  to  strike  out  all  that  re- 
spected laying  a  duty  on  bonds  and  notes. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  there  seemed  to  to  be  a  va- 
riety of  views  on  this  subject  in  the  House.  Some 
were  in  favor  of  a  stamp  duty,  others  against  it; 
some  wished  to  go  certain  lengths,  which  were 
acknowledged  to  be  just ;  but  gentlemen  got  up 
and  said,  if  such  and  such  a  provision  were  insert- 
ed, their  friends  would  vote  against  it ;  so,  say 
they,  let  us  get  a  little,  rather  than  lose  the  bill. 
This,  he  said,  was  not  a  fair  way  of  meeting  the 
subject.  If  the  bill  were  carried  into  effect  at  all, 
he  wished  it  to  operate  equally  upon  the  whole 
community. 

This  stamp-tax  was  known  to  have  taken  a 
similar  course  at  a  former  time.  It  was  said,  mo- 
ney could  not  be  raised  in  any  other  way ;  yet,  be- 
cause a  single  item  is  introduced  which  they  dis- 
like, gentlemen  turn  round,  and  are  willing  to 
vote  against  the  whole  bill.  If  every  thing  insert- 
ed in  the  bill  be  not  agreeable  to  them,  they  will 
not  agree  to  pass  the  bill.  Mr.  V.  said,  he  should 
introduce  no  amendment  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying the  bill,  but  he  should  bring  forward  eve- 
ry subject  which  he  thought  necessary  to  render 
the  bill  just  and  equal. 

Mr.  Allen  would  agree,  and  he  believed  his 


friends  would  also  agree,  to  limit  the  duration  of 
this  bill  to  the  end  of  the  next  session;  during 
which,  they  might  pass  a  law  including  all  the 
subjects  gentlemen  might  think  it  necessary  to 
propose.  * 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  his  amendment  went  to  de- 
stroy that  part  of  the  bill  which  proposed  to  lay  a 
tax  on  bonds  and  notes.  For  himself,  considering 
a  stamp  duty  as  a  novelty  and  experiment,  he 
thought  it  better  to  begin  it  upon  those  matters 
which  did  not  relate  to  all  the  domestic  transac- 
tions of  the  country,  that  the  great  bulk  of  the 
people  might  view  it  as  an  object  at  a  distance, 
not  operating  upon  tbem j  but,  if  a  tax  were  laid 
upon  notes,  it  would  affect  every  man  in  the  com- 
munity, and  the  bill  would  be  at  once  impolitic 
and  unpopular ;  whereas,  the  tax  might  be  gradu- 
ally introduced,  and  ultimately  become  a  very  pro- 
ductive branch  of  revenue. 

This  was  not  his  only  reason  for  making  this 
motion.  He  wished  to  close  this  session  as  soon 
as  possible,  and  he  foresaw  that  if  they  extended 
the  tax  to  bonds  and  notes,  and  whatever  might, 
in  consequence,  be  introduced,  they  should  not  be 
able  to  get  through  the  bill  in  a  month.  He  wished 
these  subjects  to  be  deferred  till  next  session. 

There  was  another  reason,  in  his  mind,  which 
had  frequently  been  hinted  at.  There  were  gen- 
tlemen who  were  friendly  to  a  stamp-tax  in  any 
shape ;  and  there  were  those  who  were  inimical 
to  it  in  any  shape.  The  latter  he  foresaw  would 
introduce  every  objectionable  article  into  it,  in 
order  to  defeat  the  bill.  In  this,  the  event  bad 
shown  he  was  not  mistaken.  He  wished  a  stamp 
act  to  go  out  at  present  in  as  simple  a  form  as 
possible,  so  that  they  might  build  upon  it  hereaf- 
ter, as  occasion  should  require.  And  he  would 
undertake  to  predict  that  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Venable)  who  expressed  so  much  zeal 
on  the  occasion,  and  many  others,  would  not  vote 
for  it  at  all,  whatever  amendment  might  be  intro- 
duced into  it.  When  this  were  the  case,  those  of 
them  who  wished  to  get  the  bill  through  in  some 
shape,  should  be  careful  how  they  shackled  it  If 
banlc  notes  were  to  be  taxed,  there  would  be  no 
chance  of  passing  the  bill. 

Mr.  Blount  supposed  he  was  one  of  those  whom 
the  gentleman  last  up  predicted  would  vote  against 
the  bill  in  any  shape ;  but,  since  revenue  must  be 
had,  and  he  knew  no  other  way  of  getting  it,  if 
the  bill  was  made  general  and  impartial  he  should 
vote  for  it.  The  motion  now  before  the  commit- 
tee would  take  away  the  most  profitable  Dart  of 
the  bill.  He  had,  indeed,  wished  that  this  bill 
might  not  have  been  brought  forward ;  he  should 
vote  for  it,  provided  it  was  made  to  operate  equal- 
ly  j  but  he  was  against  stealing  upon  the  people 
with  this  tax.  He  wished  them  to  know  at  once 
from  whence  the  revenue  was  to  be  drawn. 

Mr.  Swanwick  said,  the  gentleman  from  Coo* 
necticut  seemed  to  wish  to  tax  a  few  objects,  upon 
which  might  be  grafted  hereafter  a  large  reve- 
nue. There  was  some  force  in  his  objections,  but 
he  thought  there  was  more  in  the  imperious  neces- 
sity under  which  they  were  called  upon  for  reve- 
nue.   In  order  to  have  lessened  the  objections  to 
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he  clause  laying  a  duty  upon  bank  notes,  he 
neant  to  have  moved  an  amendment  which  should 
lave  given  power  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
ury.  under  the  direction  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  compound  with  the  banks  for  an 
tnnual  sum  proportioned  to  the  amount  of  their 
lividends.  He  believed  the  proprietors  of  those 
nstitutions  themselves  would  nave  too  much 
Mthotism  to  object  to  such  a  proposition.  He 
rusted,  at  any  rate,  that  they  should  agree  to  pass 
Jus  bill  in  some  form ;  indeed,  he  could  not  see 
low  gentlemen  could  return  home,  after  passing 
aws  incurring  expense,  without  providing  the 
neans  of f>aying  that  expense. 

Gentlemen  from  the  country  having  preferred  a 
ftamp  tax  to  a  land  tax,  though  he  did  not  like  it 
>o  well,  since  they  had  gone  into  the  business,  he 
toped  it  would  pass. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  in  favor  of  simplifying  the 
business. 

Mr.  Coit  spoke  on  the  same  side  of  the  ques- 
ioa.  He  saia  a  tax  was  proposed  in  the  bill  in- 
troduced in  1790,  and  rejectee!. 

Mr.  Rutleooe  said,  if  the  motion  to  strike  out 
totes  payable  at  sixty  days,  and  shorter  dates,  had 
tot  been  suspended,  he  should  certainly  have  voted 
'or it;  but  as  the  present  sweeping  motion  pro 
psed  striking  out  the  whole  clause,  in  which  are 
Jicluded  notes  of  every  description,  and  all  kinds 
i  specialties,  he  would  be  precluded  from  voting 
is  he  had  intended.  He  could  not  see  the  pro- 
priety of  exempting  from  the  duty  bonds,  bank, 
ind  other  notes,  and  bills  of  exenange.  In  his 
(pinion,  they  would  prove  more  fruitful  articles  of 
axation  than  any  contained  in  the  bill,  and  a 
unail  duty  upon  them  would  give  much  revenue 
rithout  injuring  credit.  He  should  have  voted  for 
tempting  notes  at  short  dates,  (provided  they  had 
tot  been  classed  with  all  other  specialties,)  because 
/  a  duty  is  laid  upon  them,  it  will  have  a  very 
partial  operation,  and  affect  almost  exclusively  the 
nost  important  part  of  the  community.  It  would 
fe  a  tax  upon  the  merchants,  whose  embarrass- 
ments he  was  not  disposed  to  add  to.  They  were 
now  staggering  under  the  difficulties  occasioned  by 
the  circumstances  which  had  rendered  necessary 
Jus  extraordinary  convention  of  Congress.  With 
much  of  their  capital  locked  up  in  the  West  Indies, 
tad  unpaid  bills  to  the  amount  of  seven  or  eight  mil- 
ions  or  dollars,  which  were  given  on  the  French 
jovemment  by  its  colonial  agents  for  property 
alien  by  them  at  an  arbitrary  valuation,  our  mer- 
'hants  were  soliciting  relief  from  the  banks.  The 
»nks  anticipated  the  return  of  this  property  by 
iucounting  their  notes,  and  he  trusted  tne  Gov- 
ernment would  not  increase  the  embarrassments 
>f  this  much  injured  class  of  its  citizens  by  tax- 
ng  the  notes  they  offer  to  the  banks,  four-fifths  of 
*nich.as  had  been  observed  by  his  colleague,  were 
wt  discounted.  Mr.  R.  said,  he  was  yesterday  of 
>pinion.  that  it  would  be  politic  to  tax  bank 
lotes ;  and,  although  most  of  his  friends  were  of 
i  different  opinion,  yet  everything  they  had  said 
>nly  served  to  fortify  his,  and  his  vote  of  to-day 
rould  confirm  that  of  yesterday. 

Mr.  Sewall  said  he  yesterday  voted  for  a  duty 


on  bank  notes,  and  he  should  to-day  vote  for  this 
amendment.  He  thought,  in  the  present  circum- 
stances of  this  country,  it  would  be  impolitic  to 
tax  credit.  In  a  general  point  of  view,  it  was 
the  case  in  all  new  countries,  that  they  were  in 
want  of  a  circulating  medium  of  exchange. 
This  was  supplied  by  credit.  The  farmer  in  the 
Spring  of  the  year  was  in  want  of  seed,  for 
which  he  obtained  credit  till  the  Fall,  when  his . 
crops  were  disposed  of.  This  credit  they  were 
about  to  tax,  which  would  fall  upon  the  man  who 
gets  the  credit,  and  not  upon  him  who  gave  it. 
But,  thoogh  this  kind  of  notes  were  struck  out, 
he  should  be  for  taxing  bank  notes,  upon  which  a 
profit  was  made. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  if  this  part  of  the  bill  was 
struck  out,  they  might  as  well  do  away  the  whole, 
as  what  would  remain  would  only  operate  upon 
lawyers  and  merchants,  and  he  diet  not  know 
why  they  should  single  out  them  from  the  rest  of 
the  community  for  a  tax.  The  gentleman  last 
up  said,  to  tax  notes  would  be  to  tax  credit,  which 
was  in  some  degree  true ;  but  he  believed  few 
farmers  could  get  credit  on  their  notes,  who  would 
not  be  as  soon  trusted  in  an  open  account  $  but  if 
not,  he  did  not  think  a  quarter  of  a  dollar  could 
be  a  great  object  to  such  persons.  With  respect 
to  bank  notes,  he  thought  the  gentleman  perfectly 
correct.  He  thought  there  should  not  be  any 
discriminations  with  respect  to  the  time  at  which 
notes  were  drawn,  but  as  to  the  amount.  If  the 
bill  were  passed  in  the  skeleton  form  in  which 
some  gentlemen  seemed  to  wish  it,  they  should 
hereafter  always  have  to  contend  against  all  the 
interest  that  could  be  made  against  inserting  new 
objects.  He  wished  the  bill,  if  passed  at  all,  to 
be  productive ;  if  it  were  so  by  being  made  gene* 
ral,  he  would  vote  for  it  but  not  otherwise. 

Mr.  Potter  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 
He  yesterday  voted  for  bank  notes,  because  notes 
of  a  different  kind  were  taxed,  but  he  would  now 
vote  to  do  away  the  whole.  He  did  it  for  an- 
other reason,  because  he  wished  the  bill  to  pass 
with  only  a  few  articles ;  other  species  of  paper 
might  afterwards  be  added. 

After  a  few  words  between  Mr.  N.  Smith  and 
Mr.  Gallatin,  the  motion  was  put  and  nega- 
tived—57  to  42. 

Mr.  Allen  then  moved  that  the  committee 
rise,  in  order  that  he  might  move  the  House  to 
adjourn  the  consideration  of  the  bill  till  the  next 
session  of  Congress. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  the  mover. 
Messrs.  Sitgreaves  and  Havens,  and  opposed 
by  Messrs.  W.  Smith,  Swanwick,  Kutledge,  and 
Otis.  It  was  negatived,  there  being  only  16 
votes  for  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  then  renewed  his  motion  to  strike 
out  the  exception  in  favor  of  notes  at  60  days. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  negatived— 49  to 
43. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  an  amendment  to  exclude 
from  duty  all  notes  of  twenty  dollars  and  under. 

Mr.  Havens  supposed  this  would  include  bank 
notes  below  that  sum  also. 

Mr.  Harper  said  he  had  not  bank  notes  in 
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view,  but  small  notes  which  were  given  in  the 
country,  and  to  stamp  which  would  be  found 
very  troublesome.  It  would  be  a  question  with 
the  committee,  whether  they  would  afterwards 
add  a  clause  to  preclude  bank  notes  from  this 
exception. 

Mr.  Swanwick  was  in  favor  of  this  exception. 
In  England  all  notes  under  forty  shillings  were 
exempted  from  duty.  With  respect  to  bank 
'notes,  he  meant  to  introduce,  as  he  had  intima- 
ted, a  compounding  clause  to  include  them. 

The  question  was  carried  without  a  division. 

Mr.  Otis  moved  to  add,  "  foreign  and  inland 
bills  of  exchange;"  which,  after  some  conversa- 
tion, was  agreed  to  be  expressed  in  the  words  of 
the  English  statutes,  and  carried,  there  being  74 
votes  in  its  favor. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that,  instead  of  all  bank 
certificates  being  ten  cents,  that  "all  under  $100 
should  be  10  cents,  and  all  above  $100,  25  cents." 


After  some  conversation,  in  the  course  of  which 


cents." 

Mr.  Giles  moved  for  the  committee  to  rise. 

Mr.  Gallatin  wished,  before  the  committee 
rose,  to  offer  two  amendments,  which  he  meant 
to  propose  on  the  subject  of  bank  notes.  They 
were,  first,  "  every  note  issued  by  any  banks  now 
established  within  the  United  States,  or  which 
may  hereafter  be  incorporated  by  lawful*  authori- 
ty, shall  be  subject  to  the  following  duties,  viz : 
all  notes  not  exceeding  $50,  three  cents  for  every 
five  dollars  j  for  $50  and  not  exceeding  $100,  fifty 
cents ;  for  $100  and  not  exceeding  $500,  one  dol- 
lar \  for  all  above  $500,  two  dollars."  His  idea 
was  that  the  stamp  should  be  permanent ;  it  was 
necessary,  therefore,  to  have  a  higher  duty  on 
them  than  on  common  notes. 

In  order  to  remedy  the  difficulty  with  respect 
to  notes  at  present  in  circulation,  he  meant  to 
propose  an  amendment  to  the  following  effect, 
viz :  "  and  if  any  person  shall,  after  the  —  day 

of ,  offer  in  payment  any  note  issued  by  any 

bank,  <fcc.,  on  unstamped  paper,  he  shall  forfeit 

the  sum  of dollars."    He  said  there  was 

already  a  penalty  for  issuing  a  note  without  a 
stamp,  of  one  hundred  dollars,  which  he  believed 
would  be  sufficient  And  he  thought  these  pro- 
visions, with  the  commutation  clause  proposed 
by  Mr.  Swanwick,  would  be  sufficient  regula- 
tions with  respect  to  bank  notes.  The  amend- 
ments were  laid  on  the  table. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE,  Ac 

Mr.  Parker,  from  the  committee  of  conference 
with  the  Senate,  on  the  -amendments  to  the  bill 
providing  for  a  Naval  Armament,  reported  that 
thev  had  come  to  no  agreement ;  and 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  they  had  receded  from  their  disagree- 
ments to  all  the  amendments  of  this  House,  ex- 
cept their  disagreement  to  the  first,  which  for- 
bids the  use  of  the  frigates  as  convoys,  and  that 


they  adhered  to.  Also,  that  they  had  passed  a 
bill  fixing  the  time  of  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  Giles  called  up  his  resolution  proposing 
an  adjournment  of  the  two  Houses  on  Monday 
next ;  but,  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  W.  Smith,  its 
consideration  was  postponed  till  Saturday,  there 
being  54  votes  for  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith,  from  the  Committee  of  Way  sand 
Means,  reported  a  bill  making  additional  appro- 
priations lot  the  support  of  Government  for  the 
year  1797,  which  was  twice  read,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  a  report  to  make  from  th.e  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  confidential  Message  of  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States,  which  would  require 
the  galleries*  to  be  cleared.  They  were  cleared 
accordingly. 


Thursday,  June  29. 
NEXT  MEETING  OF  CONGRE8S. 

*  A  bill  was  received  from  the  Senate  fixing  the 
time  of  the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  for  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next.  The  bill  was  twice 
read,  and  committed  for  to-day. 

The  House  accordingly  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  and,  after  considera- 
ble debate  as  to  the  propriety  of  passing  any  law 
at  all,  (many  members  believing  the  former  act  to 
have  existence,  notwithstanding  this  present  extra 
session,)  and  on  the  propriety  of  meeting  at  a  later 
day  than  heretofore  fixed,  the  bill  was  at  length 
passed,  for  meeting  on  the  second  Tuesday  in  No- 
vember, with  a  clause  repealing  the  former  act. 
We  have  before  stated  that  doubts  were  enter* 
tained  whether  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March  lad* 
for  fixing  the  next  (not  the  next  annual)  meeting 
of  Congress,  was  not  superseded  by  this  eitti 
meeting  of  Congress.  In  order  to  avoid  any  mis- 
understanding on  the  subject,  this  law  was  pasaL 
though  it  did  not  appear  to  be  generally  believed 
that  the  act  was  necessary,  and  it  met  with  con- 
siderable opposition,  on  the  ground,  that  to  alio* 
this  to  be  the  case,  would  give  the  President  the 
power  to  repeal  a  law,  and  to  do  away  the  pro- 
visions of  tne  Constitution  on  this  subject.  Th< 
bill  was  ordered  to  be 'engrossed  for  a  third  reading 
to-day. 

PROTECTION  OF  TRADE. 

Mr.  Parker  called  up  the  bill  from  the  SenaM 
relative  to  providing  a  Naval  Armament,  uptff 
which  there  had  been  a  conference  of  the  tw<j 
Houses.  The  Senate  agreed  to  recede  from  thai 
disagreement  to  all  the  amendments  of  the  Houa 
except  the  first,  which  prohibited  the  frigates  froa 
being  used  as  convoys. 

Mr.  P.  hoped  the  House  would  recede  from  tk 
amendment,  rather  than  risk  the  loss  of  the  m 
He  had  before  given  it  as  his  opinion  that  it  wouu 
be  wrong  to  shackle  the  bill  with  such  a  clause,* 
he  believed  the  President  was  the  proper  person  t<j 
direct  the  use  of  this  force;  but  it  naving  been 
feared  by  many,  from  the  President's  Speech  al 
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the  opening  of  the  session,  that  those  frigates,  if 
left  to  him,  would  be  employed  as  convoys,  he  was 
willing  to  go  all  the  lengths  he  had  gone;  but 
from  the  change  of  circumstances  which  had 
taken  place,  he  could  not  suppose,  if  nothing  had 
been  said  in  that  House  on  the  subject,  he  would 
now  use  them  as  convoys.    The  nine  vessels  pro- 

dby  this  bill  to  have  been  fitted  out  were  re  - 
[shed;  of  course  no  vessels  could  be  got 
ready  as  convoys  for  several  months,  when  it 
might  probably  be  too  late  to  use  them. 
Mr.  P.  went  at  some  length  into  arguments  to 

Krove  that  these  vessels,  with  others  which  might 
e  built,  would  be  of  vast  service  to  the  United 
States ;  and  had  we  had  them  long  ago,  he  said 
we  should  have  been  a  happy,  great,  and  not  a  de- 
graded people.  He  concluded  by  comparing  our 
number  of  merchant  ships  with  that  of  Great 
Britain,  and  showed  with  what  force  she  protected 
ber  commerce.  He  did  not  wish  this  country  to 
follow  her  example  altogether,  but  he  was  desirous 
that  we  should  nave  such  a  force  to  throw  into 
the  scales  of  one  of  the  belligerent  Powers,  in  time 
of  war,  as  should  command  respect  for  us.  * 

Mr.  Stanford  trusted  the  House  would  not 
recede  from  their  amendment.  He  would  sooner 
bare  gone  into  the  arming  of  merchantmen,  and 
ill  the  other  plans  recommended  by  the  President, 
than  leave  these  vessels  to  be  used  as  convoys ; 
since  he  believed  that,  if  tbey  were  not  confined 
to  the  seacoast  the  peace  of  the  country  would  be 
committed  to  citizens  who  were  mostly  carried 
iway  by  an  enthusiasm  no  way  friendly  to  peace. 
To  recede  from  this  amendment,  which  had  been 
idopted  with  so  much  caution  and  after  so  full  a 
discussion,  would  manifest  an  instability  which  he 
never  wished  to  see  in  that  House.  It  would  be  to 
five  the  power  to  make  a  feeble  warlike  effort, 
which  could  not  be  supported. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  taken  upon  re- 
ceding from  this  amendment,  and  decided  in  the 
iffirmative — yeas  51,  nays  47,  as  follows : 

Yias — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ud,  Tbeophilui  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Christopher 
G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Samuel 
W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent, 
Homas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan 
freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chaoncey  Goodrich,  William 
jordon,  Roger  Griswold,  William  B.  Grove,  Robert 
Soodloc  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman, 
ifaekiah  L.  Hoamer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes 
Ettera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mat- 
hews, Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison'G. 
ft*,  Joaiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Read,  John 
lotledge,  jr.,  Jamea  8chureman,  8amnel  Sewall,  Wil- 
■mShepard,  Thomas  8innickaon,  Samuel  8itgreaves, 
feremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  8mith,  of 
^Mriestan,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark 
rhooison,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and 
fohn  Williams. 

Nats— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
in, Thotnaa  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
femsey  Barges,  Samael  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
lUtthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Thomas  T. 
hn*,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  John  Fowler, 
ttthaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B. 


Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Henna, 
Cajter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David 
Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew 
Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClen- 
achan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New, 
John  Nicholas,  Tompaon  J.  Skinner,  William  Smith,  of 
Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, Thomas  8umter,  John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg, 
John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum, 
Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

CffiCUIT  COURT,  NORTH  CAROLINA. 

Mr.  Blount  said  the  Judge  of  the  Circuit 
Court  of  North  Carolina  having,  for  the  fourth 
time,  neglected  to  hold  a  court  in  that  State,  it 
became  necessary  to  pass  a  law  to  compel  process. 
He  proposed  a  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  ap- 
pointing a  committee  to  prepare  and  report  a  bill 
tor  that  purpose,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  com- 
mittee appointed. 

DUTIES  ON  8TAMPS. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of1  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  for  imposing  stamp  duties, 
when  the  clause  of  Mr.  Gallatin  yesterday  pro- 
posed to  the  committee,  on  the  subject  of  bank 
notes,  being  under  consideration, 

Mr.  One  supposed  that  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  whole  amount  of  paper  issued  by  the  banks, 
returned  and  were  re-issued  every  year,  and  thus 
the  banks  must  pay  tax  upon  two-thirds  of  their 
capital  in  the  first  year  alter  the  law  passed,  and 
which,  according  to  a  rough  calculation,  relation 
being  had  to  the  different  denominations  of  notes, 
amount  to  nearly  one  per  cent,  on  their  capital 
The  tax  ought  to  be  levied  upon  such  new  notes 
only  as  should  be  issued  hereafter ;  all  that  were 
now  in  existence  were  protected  by  the  charter, 
and  any  law  relating  to  them  would  be  retro- 
spective; and  as  one-fifth  of  the  whole  number  of 
notes  would  be  renewed  every  year,  a  tax  upon 
them  would  be  found  to  bear  as  hard  as  upon 
other  notes  and  bills,  which  seldom  comprised 
more  than  the  fifth  part  of  the  transactions  of  an 
individual.  It  ought  also  to  be  considered,  that 
the  paper  issued  by  the  bank  generally  became 
worn  and  dirty,  and  incapable*  of  receiving  a 
stamp,  so  that  in  less  than  two  years  the  whole 
amount  of  paper  must  be  re-issued,  and  the  entire 
tax  assessed  in  the  same  period.  This  plan  would 
also  be  inconsistent  witn  that  of  a  commutation, 
which  had  been  proposed. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Sneaker)  did  not  think 
that  this  proposition  precluded  the  provision  of  a 
commutation.  He  was  in  favor  of  taxing  bank 
notes,  but  he  wished  also  to  hold  out  a  commuta- 
tion, and  such  a  one  as  should  induce  all  the  banks 
to  embrace  it ;  for,  if  this  were  not  the  case,  they 
would  not  be  taxed  equally,  as  the  notes  of  banks 
did  not  bear  a  just  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
their  dividends.  This  clause  would  not,  there- 
fore, preclude  the  commutation,  but  render  it  pro- 
per, and  a  clause  could  be  brought  in  excusing 
such  banks  from  the  duty 'as  came  into  the  pro- 
posed plan. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  his  ideas  corresponded  ex- 
actly with  those  of  ine  gentleman  who  had  just 
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spoken.  The  scheme  suggested  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  of  not  taxing  the  notes  at 
present  in  circulation,  would  excuse  bank  notes 
from  all  tax,  as,  according  to  his  own  account, 
only  about  one-fifth  of  the  notes  issued  came  in 
in  the  course  of  a  year,  so  that  it  would  be  five 
years  before  a  new  tax  could  operate  upon  all 
their  notes,  and  it  was  probable  the  bill  might  not 
pass  for  more  than  three  or  four.  That  gentle- 
man supposed  that  bankers  notes  ought  not  to  be 
charged  more  than  others ;  if  this  were  the  case, 
they  might  be  reckoned  to  run  for  four  or  five 
years,  while  those  of  individuals  were  at  six  and 
twelve  months.  The  note  of  an  individual,  for 
fifty  dollars,  was  to  pay  ten  cents ;  he  calculated 
a  bank  note,  therefore,  for  a  like  sum,  which  he 
supposed,  upon  an  average,  to  run  four  years, 
thirty  cents. 

With  respect  to  the  notes  at  present  in  circula- 
tion, Mr.  6.  said,  they  ought  all  to  be  called  in 
before  a  certain  time,  and  after  that  day  no  note 
should  be  negotiable  which  was  not  stamped. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  was  not 
correct  when  he  said  that  this  tax  would  amount 
to  one  per  cent,  upon  the  capital  employed  in 
banks.  The  calculation  of  the  amount  of  the 
tax  upon  a  bank  which  he  had  made,  would  amount 
to  $10,000  a  year,  whereas  one  per  cent,  upon  the 
capital  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  would 
amount  to  $200,000 ;  but  he  said  (as  he  had  be- 
fore stated)  that  the  notes  issued  by  a  bank  were 
not  equal  to  .its  capital,  or  any  thing  like  it.  He 
could  not.  indeed,  say  what  the  amount  of  the 
notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  might  be 
which  were  received  for  duty,  from  one  end  of  the 
United  States  to  the  other ;  tut  he  knew  banks  in 
general,  in  large  cities,  did  not  employ  more  than 
two-fifths  of  their  capital  in  this  way.  He  knew 
it  to  be  a  fact  with  respect  to  a  bank  of  the  largest 
property  in  the  United  States,  except  the  bank  of 
the  United  States.  He  thought  oi  proposing  the 
commutation  to  be  one  per  cent,  upon  the  amount 
of  the  dividend  paid  by  each  bank,  which  he  sup- 
posed would  be  deemed  a  reasonable  sum. 

Mr.  Otis  explained. 

Mr.  Sewall  thought  the  observation  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  yesterday,  as  to  the  na- 
ture of  bank  notes,  had  weight.  He  agreed  with 
him  that  they  were  very  different  from  the  notes 
of  individuals,  as  they  were  always  obliged  to 
keep  cash  in  readiness  to  take  up  their  notes,  while 
individuals,  knowing  exactly  the  time  when  the 
money  for  theirs  would  be  wanted,  could  make 
use  of  it  in  the  mean  time.  Therefore,  if  they 
taxed  bank  notes,  they  ought  not  to  tax  them  in 
the  same  proportion  with  those  of  individuals  at  a 
certain  date.  Notes  of  individuals,  under  twenty 
dollars,  were  to  be  exempt  from  duty,  while  every 
note  issued  by  a  bank  was  proposed  to  be  taxed. 

Every  banker's  note  of  fifty  dollars  was  to  be 
charged:  with  thirty  cents,  while  those  of  indivi- 
duals, which  might  run  for  two  or  three  years, 
were  charged  only  with  ten  cents.  Every  three 
or  four,  years  they  would  have  to  pay  this  sum. 
If  a  fair  commutation  were  to  be  maae,  they  should 
first  fix  the  tax  upon  just  principles. 


Mr.  Nicholas  thought  if  there  was  no  objec- 
tion to  the  commutation,  there  could  not  reasona- 
bly be  any  made  to  the  tax,  because  if  the  com- 
mutation were  reasonable  they  would  not  choose 
to  pay  the  tax ;  but,  if  they  should  choose  to  pay 
the  tax,  instead  of  the  commutation,  it  would  be 
evidence  that  the  tax  was  too  low. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  did  not  see  the  force  of  the  ar- 
gument of  the  gentleman  last  up.  As  the  com- 
mutation was  to  bear  some  proportion  to  the  rate 
of  duty,  it  became  necessary  to  Hx  the  rates  upoa 
a  fair  basis.  If  the  rates  were  fixed  too  high,  they 
ought  to  reduce  them.  He  did  not  see  the  pro- 
priety of  selecting  moneyed  corporations  for  the 
purpose  of  laying  a  high  duty  upon  them.  He 
moved  to  strike  out  the  three  cents  for  every  fire 
dollars,  and  leave  it  a  blank. 

Mr.  Dayton  hoped  this  proposition  would  be 
agreed  to,  as  by  a  vote  upon  the  question  in  blank 
they  would  fix  the  principle  whether  or  not  bank 
notes  were  to  be  taxed,  and  the  scale  could  be  af- 
terwards fixed.  If  there  was  the  difference  al- 
leged between  bank  notes  and  the  notes  of  indiri- 
duals,  it  would  be  sufficiently  considered  in  the 
commutation.  He  should  not,  indeed,  be  willing 
to  agree  to  any  scale  without  a  commutation,  for 
the  reason  he  had  before  mentioned.  For,  said  he, 
take  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the  Bank 
of  North  America,  and  the  notes  issued  by  them 
bear  no  sort  of  proportion  to  their  respective  capi- 
tals. If  the  tax  were  to  be  laid  upon  the  notes  is- 
sued, the  Bank  of  the  United  States  would  pay  a 
much  larger  sum  than  the  other  in  duty. 

Mr.  Gallatin  observed  that  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  had  said  they  were  about  to 
select  moneyed  corporations  as  objects  on  which  to 
lay  a  high  duty.  He  had  made  a  calculation  to 
show  that  this  was  not  the  case,  but  that  what  was 
proposed  was  no  more  than  iust  and  reasonable. 
and  that  instead  of  the  tax  being  one  per  cent 
upon  their  capital,  it  was  not  more  than  one  twen- 
tieth or  one  twenty-fifth  part  of  one  per  cent. 

He  would  state  the  facts,  and  beg  gentlemen  to 
correct  him  where  he  was  mistaken.  In  the  first 
place  he  would  state  the  capital  of  all  the  banks 
of  the  United  States  at  $20,000,000;  the  whole 
amount  of  bank  notes  at  less  than  $8,000,000.  He 
would  divide  these  $8,000,000,  one-half  into  notes 
under  fifty  dollars,  and  one-half  above  that  sum. 
as  follows : 

$4,000,000  in  notes  under  fifty  dollars, 
which  which  would  give  about  eigh- 
ty thousand  notes,  (for  though  they 
would  be  of  different  sizes  they  paid 
in  the  same  proportion,)  at  thirty 

cents -      $24,000 

$2,000,000  of  one  hundred  dollars  and 

upwards,  at  fifty  cents     ...        10,000 
$2,000,000  of  three  hundred  dollars  and 
upwards  -----. 


Allow  for  mistakes     .... 

Which  includes  all  the  notes  in  circu- 
culation  in  the  United  States  - 


$38,000 
2,000 


$40,000 
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As  to  the  principle  of  taxation  itself,  that  bank 
totes  of  fifty  dollars  should  pay  thirty  cents  when 
totes  of  individuals  only  pay  ten  cents,  justice  re- 
tires the  difference,  on  the  same  principle  that 
totes  of  sixty  days  had  been  charged  with  only 
wo-fifths  of  the  duty  charged  upon  others. 

Mr.  G.  stated  the  following  account  of  a  bank 
d  Philadelphia,  whose  capital  was  $2,000,000, 
w<l  to  which  Government  owed  nothing ;  which, 
le  said,  would  apply  to  every  other  bank  in  the 
ame  circumstances,  with  little  variation : 

To  the  original  fund  ....  $2,000,000 
To  deposites.  about  ....  900,000 
To  bank  notes 600,000 


Total  debts  - 

8v  notes  discounted  - 
fy  cash  in  vaults     - 

Total  credits 


-  $3,500,000 

-  $3,000,000 

-  600,000 

-  $3500,000 


As  banks  were  thus  able  to  transact  business  to 
(he  amount  of  three  millions  of  dollars,  though 
their  original  fund  was  only  two  millions,  he  ac- 
counted for  their  sharing  dividends  of  nine  per 
cent,  on  their  stock.  It  would  be  observed  that 
(he  two  millions  capital  were  not  touched  for  notes, 
and  yet  they  were  charged  with  selecting  these 
bodies  of  men  upon  whom  to  lay  a  heavy  tax. 

Mr.  G.  concluded  by  saying  he  had  no  preju- 
dice against  banks.  lie  knew  they  were  liable  to 
tbuse,  but,  upon  the  whole,  he  believed  them  to 
be  useful.  He  believed  the  scale  he  had  formed 
was  correct,  but  should  withdraw  it  for  the  pre- 
lent,  in  order  to  give  an  opportunity  of  trying  the 
principle. 

Mr.  Swanwick  proposed  a  tax  upon  the  certifi- 
cates of  insurance  companies,  the  same  as  upon 
certificates  of  bank  shares,  which  was  carried. 

Mr.  Nicholas  moved  to  except  from  the  patents 
charged  with  a  duty,  patents  of  lands  granted  for 
military  services.     Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  add,  "  on  any  certifi- 
cate of  the  debt  of  the  United  States,  ten  cents." 

Mr.  Swanwick  was  sorry  that  his  colleague  had 
nade  this  motion,  as  if  it  were  carried  it  would 
certainly  endanger  the  bill.  He  thought  such  a 
fax  very  doubtful  in  principle,  and  certainly  very 
impolitic,  as  it  represented  a  debtor  laying  a  tax 
upon  bis  own  debt.  It  was  also  problematical 
whether  it  would  not  do  more  mischief  than  good. 
The  difficulty  of  borrowing  money  was  very  well 
known,  and  it  would  certainly  not  assist  the  bu- 
siness to  lay  a  tax  upon  the  evidences  of  our  debt. 

The  question  was  put  and  the  motion  negativ- 
ed. 49  to  31. 

Mr.  Sbwall  moved  an  exception  in  favor  of 
"custom-house  bonds  and  other  bonds  of  public 
offices.w  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Swanwick  brought  forward  his  section  for 

*  This  sum  which  amounted  to  one 'third  of  the 
unount  of  the  notes  and  depositee,  was  a  general  rule 
far  regulating  the  quantity  of  cash  kept  to  answer  their 
canent  demands* 


allowing  the  banks  an  opportunity  of  paying  a 
certain  sum  annually,  in  place  of  a  tax  on  their 
notes,  according  to  tne  amount  of  their  dividends, 
which,  after  undergoing  some  slight  alterations, 
was  agreed  to. 
The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Friday,  June  30. 

DUTIES  ON  8TAMPS. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  laying  stamp  duties,  and 
the  section  being  under  consideration  which  em- 
powered all  inspectors  of  the  revenue,  and  all 
other  officers  of  inspection,  to  stamp  any  vellum, 
parchment,  or  paper,  which  might  be  brought  to 
them  for  that  purpose — 

Mr.  Gallatin  observed,  that  he  thought  this 
the  most  dangerous  clause  in  the  bill,  since  it 
would  be  allowing  two  hundred  men  to  stamp  at 

Fleasure,  without  having  any  check  upon  them, 
t  could  not  be  supposed  that,  out  of  so  many  men, 
who  generally  received  a  small  sum  for  their  ser- 
vices, some  of  them  would  not  abuse  a  trust  so 
unlimited,  since  there  might  appear 'the  greatest 

f probability  that  they  might  do  it  with  impunity, 
ndeed,  he  should  not  be  surprised  if  as  much  of 
the  duty  collected  was  kept  back  as  came  into  the 
Treasury.  He  wished  supervisors  of  the  revenue 
only  to  be  entrusted  with  this  power.  He  made 
a  motion  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  did  not  know  that  it  would  be 
in  their  power  wholly  to  guard  against  fraud.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  subordinate  officers  of 
our  Government  were  as  honest  as  those  of  any 
Government  in  the  world.  If  they  were  to  con- 
fine the  issuing  of  these  stamped  papers  to  super- 
visors alone,  persons  would  have  to  go  an  immense 
distance  to  get  their  papers,  &c.,  stamped.  If  it 
were  the  intention  of  the  law  to  require  all  stamps 
to  be  affixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
the  first  instance,  then  he  might  transmit  them  to 
every  officer  throughout  the  United  States.  He 
did  not  suppose  this  plan  would  be  approved,  but 
it  would  be  desirable  to  have  an  officer  em- 
ployed in  every  neighborhood  to  stamp  such  paper 
dbc.,as  should  be  taken  to  him.  Mr.  S.  thought 
from  the  experience  they  had  of  the  faithfulness 
of  their  officers,  that  they  might  be  relied  upon  in 
this  business,  particularly  as  they  would  be  obliged 
to  take  an  oath  on  their  entrance  upon  the  duties, 
and  another  as  to  the  truth  of  their  accounts. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  they  should  make  their 
impositions  upon  the  people  in  such  a  way  as  that 
the  money  would  be  likely  to  reach  the  Treasury. 
If  our  people  were  honest,  they  ought  not,  he  said, 
to  throw  temptations  in  their  way  to  be  other- 
wise. As  to  swearing  a  man  to  do  his  duty,  he  be- 
lieved it  to  have  little  effect ;  and,  as  to  swearing 
him  after  he  had  done  it.  it  was  a  thing  which  he 
never  heard  of  in  any  tree  country.  It  was  re- 
quiring a  man  to  be  a  witness  against  himself.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  they  should  not  agree  to  it.  Mr. 
N.  spoke  of  the  connexion  which  this  clause  had 
with  that  which  aaid  unstamped  paper  should  not 
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be  received  in  evidence,  which  he  should  move  to 
strike  out  when  they  came  to  it. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  it  was  unnecessary  to 
lodge  this  power  any  where.  He  believed  the  best 
way  of  doing  the  business  would  be  for  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  have  a  proper  quantity  of 
every  kind  of  stamps  prepared,  and  sent  to  every 
part  of  the  Union.  The  duty  would  be  much  bet- 
ter collected  in  this  way  than  any  other,  and  all 
liability  to  fraud  would  be  done  away.  If  only 
supervisors  were  to  bave  stamps,  persons  might 
have  to  ride  three  hundred  miles  to  get  their  paper 
stamped,  which  would  do  away  the  use  of  the 
provision  altogether ;  but,  if  the  power  was  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  only,  stamps  would  be 
purchased  like  any  other  article  of  merchandise, 
and  sold  by  every  shopkeeper  in  the  country.  He 
therefore  moved  to  strike  out  this  section 

Mr.  Lyon  apprehended,  if  ever  a  stamp  act  took 
place,  that  a  measure  like  the  one  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  last  up  would  be  attempted.  Paper- 
makers  and  sellers  in  all  parts  of  the  country  would 
be  obliged  to  send  their  paper  to  Philadelphia  to 
be  stamped,  or  come  thither  to  purchase  their  pa- 
per ready  stamped.  This  was  what  the  people  in 
this  business  would  not  patiently  submit  to. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  thought  the  supervisors  of  the 
different  States,  being  always  men  of  character, 
for  whom  good  security  was  also  given,  might  ve- 
ry well  be  trusted  with  the  power  of  stamping ; 
but  he  should  not  like  to  see  it  further  extended. 

Mr.  Claiborne  said,  if  we  are  to  have  a  stamp 
law,  he  thought  paper,  &c.,  should  only  be  stamped 
at  Philadelphia,  and  bought  by  every  person  who 
chose  it  as  an  article  of  merchandise.  If  the  busi- 
ness were  managed  in  any  other  way,  it  would  be 
liable  to  great  abuse. 

Mr.  Sewall  observed,  that  if  every  inspector  of 
the  revenue  were  to  be  employed  in  stamping, 
fraud  might  certainly  be  expected;  and  it  the 
business  was  wholly  to  be  done  at  the  seat  of 
Government,  though  it  might  be  the  most  pro- 
ductive way,  it  would  be  attended  with  much  in- 
convenience to  the  great  body  of  the  people.  Pa- 
per and  parchment  would  have  to  be  transported 
at  an  immense  expense  to  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try. He  thought  the  motion  for  confining  the 
stamping  to  supervisors  was  most  likely  to  answer 
the  purpose.  They  would  know  what  kind  of  pa- 
per would  be  most  wanted  in  their  several  States. 
He  would  also  think  it  necessary  to  license  some 
person  in  every  town,  who  should  be  paid  by  Go- 
vernment for  delivering  out  the  stamps,  so  as  to 
prevent  any  inducement  to  the  making  an  impro- 
per charge. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  this  a  very  important 

Erovision  of  the  bill,  and  he  could  not  agree  with 
is  colleague  as  to  the  propriety  of  striking  it  out. 
Mr.  Coit  was  opposed  to  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  and  also  to  that 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania.  Two  ob- 
jects were  to  be  obtained,  viz:  to  raise  revenue, 
and  to  make  the  law  as  easy  to  the  people  as  pos- 
sible. The  plan  of  stamping  all  at  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, he  acknowledged,  would  be  a  secure 
way,  but  it  would  be  inconvenient  to  the  people ; 


and  he  would  rather  err  on  the  other  side  than 
on  this.  He  thought  the  bill  best  as  it  stood,  and 
he  was  influenced  in  his  opinion  by  the  practice 
hitherto  resorted  to.  Every  bill  reported  on  the 
subject  had  gone  upon  this  basis. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  all  the  paper  made  use  of 
in  the  country  were  to  be  stamped,  there  would 
be  some  ground  for  the  observation  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Vermont ;  but,  when  they  considered 
that  the  quantity  of  paper  stamped  would  not 
amount  to  one-hundreth  part  of  the  whole  of  what 
was  sold  in  any  section  of  the  country,  he  thought 
the  objection  ought  to  have  but  little  weight 

The  question  for  striking  out  was  put  and  ne- 
gatived-—46  to  31.  The  motion  was  then  put  for 
striking  out  the  inspectors,  which  was  carried. 

Mr.  W.  SyiTH  proposed  to  amend  the  section 
by  adding,  after  u  supervisors  of  the  revenue.8 
"and  such  inspectors  of  the  revenue  and  other 
persons  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  ap- 
point for  the  purpose." 

This  motion  was  put  and  negatived,  and  the 
original  one  carried,  confining  the  duty  to  the  su- 
pervisors. 

Mr.  Gallatin  proposed  the  proposition  which 
he  had  announced  his  intention  of  bringing  for- 
ward, viz:  laying  a  penalty  on  any  person  offering 
a  bank  note  in  payment  after  a  certain  day.  not 
•duly  stamped,  except  it  should  have  been  is- 
sued by  a  bank  who  had  compounded  for  the  duty 
in  the  manner  directed  by  this  act. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  an  individual  who  had  a 
note  of  this  kind  might  offend  innocently,  since 
he  might  not  know  which  bank  had  compounded, 
and  which  had  not. 

Mr.  Otis  thought  if  the  penalty  was  made  to 
fall  upon  the  person  issuing  the  note  at  the  bank, 
it  would  be  better  than  to  fall  upon  the  person 
offering  or  receiving  it  in  payment. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  the  idea  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  was  a  different  provision  from 
that  he  had  offered.  He  meant  to  lav  no  penalty 
upon  the  issuing  the  paper,  as  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  know  at  what  time  a  note  of  an  old  date 
was  re-issued ;  therefore,  as  no  check  could  be  put 
upon  the  re-issuing,  he  thought  it  best  to  provide 
against  the  circulation.  As  to  the  objection  that 
an  individual  might  unknowingly  present  a  bank 
note  of  this  description,  this  did  not  affect  the 
principle  of  his  amendment ;  as,  in  another  part 
of  the  bill,  (but  not  in  this,)  a  provision  might  be 
inserted  making  it  necessary  for  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  make  known  every  composition 
which  was  made  with  the  different  banks. 

Mr.  Sewall  said  it  was  a  strange  thing  to  at- 
tack the  banks  in  this  indirect  way,  by  which  in- 
dividuals would  be  criminated  in  consequence  of 
the  banks'  misconduct.  The  effect  would  be  im- 
mediately to  call  in  all  the  notes  of  the  different 
banks  before  the  duty  took  place,  for  which  they 
would  be  obliged  to  issue  gold  and  silver.  Bat, 
if,  instead  of  this,  the  penalty  were  made  to  fall 
upon  the  person  issuing  any  such  note,  this  diffi- 
culty would  not  occur.  His  colleague  bad  spo- 
ken of  a  plan  of  this  kind.  An  officer  of  a  bank, 
issuing  an  unstamped  note,  would  be  liable  to  be 
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nformed  of  by  any  person  who  received  such 
tote  from  him,  and,  as  he  would  be  disinterested, 
t  would  not  be  likely  that  he  would  run  the  risk, 

Mr.  Gallatin  interrupted  Mr.  S.  to  say  that  he 
ras  convinced  the  mode  which  he  proposed  was 
*st;  he  therefore  withdrew  his  motion,  and  re- 
[nested  the  gentleman  to  prepare  one  conformably 
o  the  ideas  which  he  had  expressed. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  proposed  a  new  section  to  the 
till,  laying  fifty  cents  upon  every  pack  of  playing 
ards  sold  within  the  United  States. 

This  amendment  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Gal- 
.atin,  Coit,  and  Dayton,  as  introducing  a  new 
winciple  into  the  bill,  as  it  had  hitherto  been 
fholly  confined  to  taxes  on  transactions  between 
nan  and  man ;  but  if  this  were  introduced,  they 
night  go  on  to  introduce  other  articles  of  manu- 
iciure,  such  as  a  tax  on  hats,  leather,  dec,  as  a 
lutjr  oq  these  might  also  be  collected  by  means 
if  stamps. 

The  mover  and  Mr.  J.  Williams  spoke  in  fa- 
in- of  the  tax,  as  being  a  proper  object  of  taxa- 
ion,  easily  to  be  come  at,  and  would  be  very 
iroduciive. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived  without  a 
imsion. 

Mr.  Nicholas  moved  to  strike  out  a  clause 
rhich  went  to  prevent  any  unstamped  writing, 
ipoo  which  a  duty  was  laid  by  this  act,  from  being 
•leaded  or  given  in  evidence  in  any  court,  or  ad- 
orned in  any  court  to  be  available  in  law  or 
quity,  until  it  shall  be  stamped.  He  believed 
hey  had  no  right  to  any  such  thing.  After  a 
tale  had  determined  that  such  paper  was  good 
vidence,  they  had  no  right;  he  said,  by  any  fiscal 
emulation,  to  say  it  should  not  be  received  in 
ridence,  since  they  might  as  well  do  away  any 
ther  arrangement  of  a  State  Government.  He 
lid  not  think  the  provision  essential.  He  believed 
he  same  effect  might  be  produced  by  means  of  a 
enalty ;  if  it  could,  he  saw  no  reason  for  taking 
be  mode  proposed,  which  might  be  embarrassing, 
tod  reduce  the  United  States  to  a  degrading  sit- 
iation.  Suppose,  said  he,  this  law  were  to  pass, 
ud  a  State  court  should  not  consider  themselves 
wind  by  it,  he  knew  of  no  direct  way  in  which 
(could  be  brought  before  the  courts  of  the  United 
fates.  Viewing  it,  as  he  did,  in  the  light  of  an 
ttaek  upon  State  sovereignty,  he  felt  if  his  duty 
t>  oppose  it. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  hoped  this  provision  would  not 
<  struck  out.  He  considered  it  as  essential  to 
he  carrying  of  the  law  into  execution.  He  did 
tot  understand  the  gentleman  when  he  doubted 
rhether  the  State  courts  were  bound  to  carry 
ato  effect  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  If  they 
tid  a  power  to  pass  the  law  (and  he  supposed 
*atlemen  would  not  be  disposed  to  doubt  that) 
hey  had  the  Constitutional  power  of  carrying  it 
a  to  effect,  the  judges  of  each  State  being  equally 
ouod  with  the  judges  of  the  United  States  to 
arry  their  laws  into  effect.  Mr.  S.  read  a  part 
f  the  Constitution  to  this  end.  He  seemed  to 
hink,  also,  that  if  the  judges  of  the  State  should 
tfuse  to  carry  the  law  into  effect,  there  would 
«  no  means  of  drawing  the  subject  into  the  Fed- 
5th  Con.— 14 


eral  courts.  He  believed  in  the  Judiciary  act, 
there  was  a  provision  for  bringing  into  the  courts 
of  the  United  States  any  cause  in  which  the 
States  shall  give  a  decision  contrary  to  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  He  trusted,  therefore,  as 
he  believed  the  provision  was  material,  they 
should  not  part  with  it. 

Mr.  Venable  observed  that  the  gentleman  last 
up  had  quoted  one  part  uf  the  Constitution  and 
not  another,  which  was  applicable  to  the  subject; 
wherein  it  speaks  as  having  left  certain  powers 
in  the  Governments  of  the  individual  States. 
Amongst  these  was  the  power  of  regulating  what 
concerned  the  property  of  individuals  in  the  sev- 
eral States,  which  could  not  be  infringed.  It  was 
never  intended  when  the  Constitution  was  adopt- 
ed, that  the  Federal  Government  should  interfere 
in  any  cause  between  individuals  to  say  what 
papers  should,  and  what  should  not,  be  received 
in  evidence. 

The  Government  of  the  United  States  had  cer- 
tainly a  right  to  lay  taxes ;  but  it  did  follow  that 
they  should  pursue  any  particular  mode  in  doing 
this,  but  merely  in  an  effectual  way.  In  doing 
this,  they  ought  not  to  infringe  upon  the  sover- 
eignty of  any  State.  He  thought  a  penalty  would 
answer  every  purpose  required. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  the  doctrine  of  gentlemen 
went  to  this,  that  State  Governments  were  not  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  any  measure  which  they 
wished  to  effect,  and  that  they  might  prostrate 
them  at  pleasure.  This,  he  conceived,  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  people  at  the  time  this  Con- 
stitution was  adopted.  With  respect  to  the  State 
judges,  he  allowed  that  they  were  bound  to  sup- 
port the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United 
states.  They  were  also  judges  of  the  laws  and 
Constitution  of  the  United  States.  They  will 
say  you  had  no  right  to  pass  this  law,  and  will 
not  execute  it  for  you.  There  had  been  frequent 
instances  of  this  sort  in  the  State  to  which  he 
belonged.  It  was  the  same  to  say  that  the  laws 
of  any  State  were  inconvenient,  as  to  say  this 
proposition  was  right.  He  was  himself  a  judge 
in  an  inferior  grade,  and  his  conscience  would 
justify  him  in  resisting  this  law,  because  he  thought 
it  did  what  they  had  no  right  to  do. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said  if  tbe  gentleman  was  a 
judge,  (and  he  did  not  doubt  it.)  he  was  a  singular 
judge — the  only  one,  he  trusted,  whose  conscience 
would  compel  nim  19  say  that  this  law,  if  passed, 
ought  not  to  be  executed.  He  was  extremely  at 
a  loss  to  know,  either  as  judge  or  legislator,  now 
he  conceived  this  law  to  destroy  the  sovereignty 
of  the  States.  He  supposed  this  law  to  come  into 
court  where  that  gentleman  was  not  judge,  and 
the  Government  would  go  on  to  execute  their 
laws  as  usual,  in  all  cases  where  they  did  not 
interfere  with  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Sewall  thought  this  clause  necessary.  He 
did  not  wish  the  act  to  go  into  execution  so  that 
every  person  who  did  not  comply  with  it  should 
be  looked  on  as  criminal;  he  would  rather  be 
without  the  tax  than  this  should  be  the  case. 
There  was  no'  difficulty,  he  said,  between  the 
mode  proposed  for  collecting  of  this  tax  and  that 
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in  practice  for  the  collection  of  duties  on  imposts 
and  excise.  In  the  act  for  collecting  the  imposts, 
it  was  said  that  what  was  bona  fide  a  man's  prop- 
erty by  the  laws  of  his  State,  should  not  be  so, 
except  certain  conditions  were  complied  with. 
He  alluded  to  goods  imported  from  abroad,  which 
must  be  entered  at  the  custom-house  of  every 
port,  and  the  duties  paid,  or  secured  to  be  paid, 
before  he  is  permitted  to  take  them  from  on  board 
his  vessel.  The  only  difference  between  the  two 
cases  was,  that  in  one  goods  were  the  object,  and 
in  the  other  money. 

The  stamp  duty,  Mr.  S.  said,  might  be  prop- 
erly compared  to  the  excise,  as  there  were  much 
the  same  powers  given  for  carrying  it  into  effect. 
And  if  Congress  thought  this  law  necessary,  and 
passed  it,  there  could  be  no  question  in  a  State 
court  whether  the  law  was  good  or  bad.  It  must 
be  carried  into  execution.  He  thought  the  pro- 
vision a  good  one,  as  it  was  a  peaceable,  easy 
mode  of  bringing  the  duty  into  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  when  he  first  attended  to 
this  bill,  the  objections  urged  against  this  clause 
had  some  weight;  but  on  attending  to  the  sub- 
ject, it  appeared  to  him  that  there  was  not  suffi- 
cient force  in  them  to  give  his  vote  for  the 
amendment.  They  had  agreed  in  the  revenue 
law,  that  a  penalty  might  be  inflicted,  either  of 
money  or  of  any  other  property.  And  although 
this  law  seemed  to  operate  in  courts,  yet  its  gene- 
ral operation  was  upon  the  writing.  For  to  say 
no  writing  shall  be  admitted  in  evidence,  except 
stamped,  was  to  say  the  writing  should  in  that 
case  be  vojd,  and  it  amounted  to  no  more  than  a 
forfeiture  of  the  value  of  the  writing  in  question, 
and  therefore  he  saw  no  difference  between  the 
two  cases.  He  confessed,  however,  that  though 
the  clause  had  no  operation  but  upon  the  paper, 
it  seemed  to  operate  upon  courts,  and  he  would 
rather  have  it  on  the  note ;  but,  as  he  thought  the 
thing  was  the  same,  he  should  vote  for  the  clause 
as  it  stood. 

Mr.  Venable  said  the  gentleman  last  up,  him- 
self having  had  doubts  on  the  present  question, 
could  not  be  surprised  that  other  gentlemen  had 
doubts  also.  He  was  a  little  surprised  to  hear 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Sewall.) 
who  mostly  reasoned  with  great  acuteness,  bring 
up  a  subject  relative  to  commerce,  as  it  was  well 
known  that  every  thing  relative  to  the  regulating 
commerce  belonged  to  the  General  Government. 
This  was,  therefore,  a  wholly  different  case.  Mr. 
V.  again  went  into  arguments  to  show  the  pro- 
priety of  expunging  this  clause. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  this  question  was  one  of 
the  most  delicate  and  difficult  of  decision.  He  had 
not  himself  made  up  his  mind  whether  such  a 
power  was  vested  in  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  or  not.  He  found  that  the  judges  of  the 
individual  States  were  bound  to  decide  upon  the 
law  made  in  conformity  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States.  The  question  therefore  re- 
verted how  far  the  law  was  in  conformity  to  the 
Constitution.  Mr.  G.  made  several  Constitu- 
tional observations  on  the  subject,  and  concluded 
with  remarking,  that  he  meant  to  vote  against 


this  clause,  because,  though  useful,  he  did  not 
think  it  essentially  necessary.  He  believed  the 
law  might  be  carried  into  effect  by  means  of  pe- 
nalties, without  having  recourse  to  this  mode. 
He  supposed  the  whole  amount  of  duty  produced 
by  this  act  would  be  about  $100,000,  and  nine- 
tenths  of  the  sum  would  be  collected  without 
dispute. 

Mr.  Oris  thought  the  difference  of  opinion  on 
this  subject  arose  from  confounding  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  State  Courts,  with  the  law  upon  which 
it  was  executed. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  that  wherever  there  vis 
a  concurrent  jurisdiction  of  the  General  and  State 
Governments,  the  former  was  always  paramount. 
He  referred  to  the  case  of  licenses  imposed  on 
spirits  by  the  United  States  at  a  time  when  many 
of  the  States  had  already  licenses  of  the  same 
kind.  No  objections  were  made  to  that  law.  bat 
fresh  licen'ses  were  every  where  taken  from  the 
United  States. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived  by  56 
to  32. 

The  proposition  of  Mr.  Gallatin  for  admit- 
ting of  a  composition  from  the  banks  in  lieu  of 
the  tax,  came  next  under  consideration— the  blank 
in  which  was  moved  to  be  filled  with  one  per 
cent.;  when 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  if  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  was  right  in  his  calculation  yester- 
day, the  whole  amount  of  duties  arising  from  the 
banks  would  be  $8,000  a  year,  and  therefore  they 
ought  not  to  go  farther  in  fixing  the  composition. 
whereas  one  per  cent.,  according  to  the  same 
statement,  will  produce  more  than  double  that 
sum ;  for,  if  the  whole  capital  of  the  banks  in  the 
United  States  be  twenty  millions,  and  their  ave- 
rage dividend  ten  per  cent.,  that  will  produce  two 
millions,  which  at  one  per  cent,  will  give  $20,000. 
He  therefore  moved,  in  order  to  bring  the  matter 
nearer  to  a  fair  equivalent,  to  strike  oat  one  per 
cent,  and  insert  one-half  per  cent. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  what  the  duty  would  pro- 
duce was  uncertain  5  they  could  with  more  cor- 
rectness say,  that  one  per  cent,  was  a  reasonable 
composition  on  the  dividends,  than  what  might 
be  produced  by  the  duty.  He  knew  of  no  tax  law 
upon  property  that  could  be  made  for  less  thafi 
five  per  cent,  to  clear  the  expense  of  making  it- 
Mr.  W.  Smith  thought  they  should  first  hi  the 
rates  to  be  paid  on  bank  notes  before  they  deter- 
mined upon  the  composition. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  the  rates  were  be- 
fore under  consideration,  the  gentleman  froa 
South  Carolina  objected  to  it,  because,  if  fixed  t« 
high,  he  said  it  would  influence  the  compositici 
He  therefore  moved  to  have  it  struck  out;  btf 
now,  when  a  composition  was  under  considera- 
tion, he  turns  round  and  says  it  would  be  better 
first  to  fix  the  rates.  He  thought  one  per  cent.1 
reasonable  composition,  and  that  it  would  be  be« 
first  to  fix  that.  J 

Mr.  Smith  denied  that  he  wanted  first  to  m 
the  composition ;  it  was  his  wish  to  strike  out  thj 
rates,  to  reduce  them,  that  he  moved  to  leare  tM 
sum  blank.  ' 
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The  question  was  put  and  carried,  there  being 
51  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Gallatin  then  renewed  his  motion  for 
fixing  the  scale  of  duty  to  be  paid  on  bank  notes. 
It  was,  on  notes  not  exceeding  fifty  dollars,  three 
cents  for  every  five  dollars ;  those  not  exceeding 
one  hundred  dollars,  fifty  cents ;  those  above  one 
hundred  dollars,  and  not  exceeding  five  hundred 
dollars,  one  dollar ;  for  all  above  five  hundred  dol- 
lars, two  dollars. ' 

Mr.  Dayton  said  there  were  many  notes  under 
fire  dollars,  for  which  there  was  no  provision. 

Mr.  Gallatin  thought  "  the  rate  of"  would 
hare  included  the  small  ones ;  and,  to  dissipate 
every  doubt  on  the  subject,  he  moved  to  replace 
4three  cents  for  every  five  dollars,"  with  "three- 
fifths  of  a  cent  for  every  dollar." 

Carried,  39  to  24. 

Certificates  of  naturalization  were  agreed  to  at 
twenty  dollars ;  bank  shares  under  one  hundred 
dollars  at  the  rate  of  five  cents  for  every  hundred 
dollars. 

Mr.  Sewall  proposed  his  amendment,  provid- 
ing that  if.  after  the day  of ,  any  bank 

which  shall  not  have  compounded  with  Govern- 
ment, as  directed  by  this  act,  shall  issue  any  bank 
Botes,  &c,  without  a  stamp,  it  shall  forfeit  a  sum 
equal  to  the  amount  of  the  note  so  issued.  Agreed 
to. 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill  with 
the  amendments. 
And  the  House  adjourned. 


Saturday,  July  1. 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  for 
Jominuing  in  force  several  acts  and  parts  of  acts, 
we  taken  up,  one  of  them  negatived,  and  another 
[mended.  The  Senate  afterwards  sent  the  bill 
town,  with  the  amendments  concurred  in. 
^The  bill  for  continuing  process  in  the  Circuit 
"Ourtin  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  was  read  the 
bird  time,  and  was  about  to  be  passed ; 

Mr.  J.  Williams  wished  to  know  what  was  the 
ftfee  of  the  neglect  of  the  Circuit  Court  Judges, 
ihich  gave  occasion  for  this  bill. 

Mr.  Blount  said,  that  he  had  reeeived  a  letter 
rom  Georgetown,  South  Carolina,  informing  him 
bat  the  cause  of  the  omission  was,  that  Judge 
/base's  horse  had  tired. 

The  bill  was  passed. 

NATURALIZATION. 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  the  present  naturalization 
tw  allowed  foreigners  too  soon  to  become  citi- 
ng of  the  United  States;  he  wished  the  law, 
terefore,  to  be  revised,  and  proposed  the  follow- 
ig  resolution : 

**  Ruohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  pre- 
ff*  and  report  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  establishing  an 
inform  role  of  naturalization." 

Ordered,  To  lie  on  the  table. 

DUTIES  ON  8TAMPS. 

TheTfouae  then  took  up  the  amendments  re- 
nted by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  the 
11  laying  a  stamp  tax;  when,  the  amendment  be- 


ing under  consideration  imposing  a  tax  of  twenty 
dollars  on  certificates  of  naturalization, 

.Mr.  Swanwick  said,  this  tax  would  operate,  in 
some  degree,  as  a  poll  tax,  and  he  thought  twenty 
dollars  too  considerable  a  sum  for  this  purpose. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  the  sum  could  not  be  alter- 
ed but  by  recommitting  the  bill. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed  the  sum  might  be  de- 
creased, though  it  could  not  be  increased  in  the 
House. 

The  Speaker  confirmed  the  opinion  that  it 
would  be  in  order  to  lessen  the  sum. 

Mr.  Swanwick  then  moved  that  the  twenty 
dollars  be  reduced  to  four.  In  a  subsequent* part 
of  the  bill,  four  dollars  were  charged  as  a  stamp 
upon  any  letters  patent ;  and  if  this  were  thought 
sufficient  for  a  thing  of  this  kind,  which  would 
probably  prove  very  lucrative  to  the  party,  he 
thought  it  would  be  quite  enough  for  a  foreigner 
to  pay,  when  he  took  upon  himself  all  the  rights 
of  a  citizen.  This  tax  might  operate  upon  per- 
sons who  might  not  have  twenty  dollars  in  the 
world.  When  they  spoke  the  other  day  on  the 
subject  of  rich  moneyed  corporations,  it  was 
hoped  they  should  be  moderate  upon  the  tax  im- 
posed upon  tbem ;  he  trusted  they  should  not  be 
less  so  when  the  poor  emigrant  was  concerned. 

Mr.  Sewall  hoped  the  amendment  would  not 
be  made.  Every  foreigner  who  came  to  this 
country  had  a  full  opportunity  of  getting  a  living 
without  enjoying  the  rights  of  a  citizen ;  and  he 
knew  not  why  he  should  become  a  citizen,  if  he 
did  not  think  the  privilege  worth  twenty  dollars, 
and  was  willing  to  pay  it. 

Mr.  Goedon  gave  it  as  a  reason  for  not  dimin- 
ishing this  sum,  that  loreigners  might  live  here 
five  years  without  being  obliged  to  serve  any  pub- 
lic offices,  such  as  constable,  dfce. 

Mr.  Brooks  did  not  think  this  sum  excessive. 
He  would  not  have  the  rights  of  citizenship  made 
too  common.  He  had  no  objection  to  the  admit- 
ting of  foreigners  into  this  country  ;  but  there 
were  foreigners  came  here,  fugitives  from  justice, 
and  others,  who  never  would  be  of  any  advantage 
to  any  country.  These,  for  the  small  sum  of 
twenty  dollars,  might  become  citizens;  he  would 
not  have  tbem  admitted  for  less,  as  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have  some  security  for  the  attach- 
ment of  persons  to  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  such  men  as  would  be  of  advantage  to 
the  country  would  not  think  the  sum  too  large. 

Mr.  Gallatin  denied  that  the  argument  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  would  apply ;  and  that 
a  person's  paying  a  sum  of  money  would  be  no 
proof  that  he  was* well  affected  to  the  Govern- 
ment. A  convict  or  a  highwayman  might  possi- 
bly pay  twenty  dollars  with  greater  ease  than  the 
worthiest  man. 

Mr.  G.  said,  he  objected  to  the  sum  of  twenty 
dollars,  because  it  would  operate  in  a  very  im- 
proper manner.  A  single  man  might  in  a  short 
time  save  the  money  necessary  to  purchase  his 
citizenship ;  but  he  Knew  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons, who  came  to  this  country  with  large  fami- 
lies, very  valuable  emigrants,  and  upon  whom  we 
had  more  security  for  their  good  behaviour  than 
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upon  single  men,  upon  whom  this  tax  woald  fall 
very  heavy. 

lie  objected  to  the  tax,  also,  as  related  to  the 
children  of  those  persons.  He  knew  a  great  num- 
ber of  emigrant  families,  with  a  number  of  chil- 
dren, whose  heads  were  not  at  present  citizens  of 
this  country ;  and  these  children,  if  their  fathers 
should  not  be  able  or  neglect  to  become  a  citizen, 
though  they  may  have  received  their  education 
here,  and  formed  the  strongest  attachment  to  the 
Government  and  country,  yet,  before  they  become 
citizens,  they  will  each  of  them  have  to  pay 
twenty  dollars.  This  would  be  extremely  hara, 
and  it  would  not  only  be  hard,  but  it  might  be- 
come dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the  country ;  be- 
sides, that  the  property  of  every  person  not  being 
a  citizen  would  want  that  security  which  it  would 
otherwise  have.  Nor  did  he  conceive  it  would 
be  perfectly  safe  to  have  one-fourth,  if  not  one- 
third  part  of  the  inhabitants  of  a  country  living  as 
foreigners  in  its  bosom.  These  men,  speaking  the 
same  language  and  having  the  same  manners, 
after  they  had  been  in  the  country  ten  or  fifteen 
years,  would  look  upon  the  refusal  to  admit  them 
to  the  common  right  of  citizens,  except  upon  the 
payment  of  twenty  dollars,  as  unjust  and  oppres- 
sive. If  so  large  a  sum  was  charged,  Mr.  G.  said, 
provision  should  be  made  in  favor  of  the  children 
of  such  fathers  as  should  not  themselves  have 
been  citizens.  As  four  dollars  might,  perhaps,  be 
thought  too  small  a  sum,  he  should  move  to  strike 
out  "  twenty,"  and  leave  the  sum  blank. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  observed,  that  it  had  been  urged 
in  favor  of  this  large  sum  that  foreigners  would 
not  be  obliged  to  become  citizens,  as  they  might 
get  a  living  in  the  country  without  doing  so.  But 
was  it  not  of  advantage,  he  asked,  that  foreigners 
should  become  citizens,  and  not  tnat  a  great  part 
of  the  people  of  our  country  should  be  living 
amongst  us  without  owing  allegiance  to  our  Go- 
vernment ?  But  it  was  said  these  emigrants 
might  be  highwaymen,  or  men  of  bad  character ; 
but  did  not  the  naturalization  law  require  that 
every  person  applying  to  be  made  a  citizen  should 
produce  two  witnesses  to  speak  of  their  moral 
character?  And  surely,  after  a  residence  of  five 
years,  and  a  guard  of  this  kind,  there  could  not 
ne  any  reason  for  such  arguments.  It  should  seem, 
from  what  was  said  on  this  occasion,  that  twenty 
dollars  was  to  be  the  price  upon  which  we  were 
willing  to  admit  the  worst  characters  to  the  privi- 
lege of  citizenship. 

But  it  was  said,  that  if  this  tax  were  not  laid, 
the  rights  of  citizenship  would  become  too  com- 
mon. This  was  a  doctrine  contrary  to  any  thing 
he  had  heard  before  on  the  subject.  Since  the 
year  1776,  it  had  uniformly  been  the  language  of 
this  country  that  we  had  in  the  Western  world 
opened  an  asylum  for  emigrants  from  every  coun- 
try. This  was  our  language:  ''Come  and  join 
us  in  the  blessing  we  enjoy,  in  a  country  large 
and  fertile,  and  under  a  Government  founded 
upon  the  principles  of  liberty  and  justice."  Were 
the  inhabitants  of  this  country  all  born  in  it? 
.Certainly  not — a  great  majority  were  foreigners ; 
even  in  the  Government  itself  there  were  many 


foreigners.  And  should  they,  because  they  came 
a  little  sooner,  or  had  better  fortune  than  others. 
say  to  their  less  fortunate  brethren, "  You  shall 
not  be  admitted  to  the  privilege  of  citizenship  but 
on  the  payment  of  twenty  dollars,  though  we  re- 
ceived it  without  money  and  without  price!"  It 
was  said,  a  man  might  soon  earn  twenty  dollars 
to  pay  for  this  privilege;  but  supposing  he  could 
soon  earn  fifty  dollars,  he  did  not  think  that  a  good 
reason  for  laying  this  tax. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  had  al- 
leged as  a  reason  for  this  high  tax,  tiat  foreigners 
were  excused,  before  they  oecame  citizens,  from 
sharing  in  the  burdensome  offices  of  the  commu- 
nity ;  but  he  thought  this  was  a  reason  for  ad- 
mitting foreigners  earlier,  in  order  to  share  such 
offices  with  our  citizens.  For  it  would  be  a  cu- 
rious thing  if  there  should  be  occasion  for  the  set* 
vices  of  these  men  in  defending  the  country,  if 
they  should  refuse  to  turn  out,  because  they  had 
been  refused  admission  to  the  participation  of  its 
immunities. 

In  a  country  like  ours,  he  said,  it  was  extreme-' 
ly  impolitic  to  throw  obstructions  in  the  way  o^ 
emigration.  He  was  desirous  that  every  attention 
should  be  paid  to  the  moral  character  of  emi- 
grants before  they  were  admitted  as  citizens,  but 
he  trusted  they  should  not  degrade  the  country  iq 
the  eyes  of  foreign  nations  hy  putting  so  high  j 
tax  upon  the  privilege  of  citizenship.  It  wouk 
ill-suit  the  high  tone  which  had  been  held  abroad 
of  the  liberty  of  this  country ;  nor  did  he  thin) 
their  constituents  would  be  well  pleased  will 
such  a  tax. 

If  they  compared  this  tax  with  other  parts  o 
the  bill,  it  would  be  found  much  heavier  than  an; 
other.  A  lawyer  was  to  pay  ten  dollars  upon  tkj 
entrance  of  his  lucrative  profession,  whilst  a  pool 
foreigner  was  to  pay  twenty  dollars  to  be  admit 
ted  as  a  citizen.  In  doing  this,  gentlemen  seem« 
desirous  only  of  having  rich  emigrants  as  cij 
izens,  whilst  the  poor  wanderer,  flying  M 
the  hearth-tax  of  Ireland,  or  from  the  oppression 
of  other  countries,  who  would  be  vastly  usefolj 
the  cultivation  of  our  land  and  in  every  oseffl 
labor,  would  be  in  a  great  measure  excluded  fro 
his  rights  in  society. 

Mr.  Harper  inquired  if  it  would  be  in  order 
strike  out  the  whole  provision.    Being  told 
would  not,  he  said  he  should  then  be  in  favor 
the  present  motion,  and,  if  it  were  carried,  v 
against  the  whole.    He  did  not  think  the  subj 
had  any  connection  with  the  present  bill ;  non 
he  of  opinion  that,  to  lay  a  tax  of  this  kind,  woo 
be  a  means  of  securing  to  us  better  citizens  tbi 
if  there  were  no  tax.    He  would  have  citizen^h 
given  without  price,  but  he  would  require  a  long 
residence  than  was  required  tby  the  present  nat 
ralization  law. 

He  did  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  last  up1 
the  propriety  of  inviting  immigrations  from 
parts  of  the  world.  There  was  a  moment  of 
ihusiasra  in  this  country,  when  this  was  thou 
to  be  right — when  we  were  not  satisfied  with' 
ing  to  immigrants  every  blessing  which  we 
earned  with  our  blood  and  treasure,  but  admitd 
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them  instantly  to  the  rights  of  citizenship.    An 

experience  of  ten  or  fifteen  years,  he  said,  had 
convinced  us  we  were  wrong.  They  had  done 
something  to  prevent  the  evil  in  future;  but  he 
thought  they  should  do  more.  He  should  be  will- 
ing that  no  man  -should  become  a  citizen  of  this 
country  but  by  birth  ;  he  would  have  all  foreign- 
ers freely  admitted,  and  he  would  admit  their 
children  to  have  a  right  to  citizenship.  He  be- 
lieved this  would  be  a  proper  polity  for  this  and 
every  of  her  country. 

Mr.  Swanwick  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Macon  opposed  the  tax  altogether,  as  tend- 
ing to  injure  the  poor  and  industrious  part  of  the 
immigrants  to  this  country,  which  he  looked  upon 
as  the  most  valuable. 

Mr.  Goodrich  did  not  think  it  was  in  order  to 
dbcuss  the  propriety  or  impropriety  of  encourag- 
ing immigration.  The  only  question  before  them 
was,  whether  or  no  the  certificate  of  citizenship 
was  a  proper  object  of  taxation.  He  thought  u 
was.  It  was  not  a  sale  of  citizenship,  as  had  been 
represented,  but  a  stamp  upon  this  kind  of  paper. 
He  thought  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  that,  if  a  father  neglected  to  become 
a  citizen,  all  his  children,  before  they  could  be  cit- 
izens, would  each  have  to  pay  twenty  dollars, 
would  be  a  tie  upon  parental  affection  for  a  father 
to  do  what  his  children  would  be  so  much  bene- 
fod  by. 

Mr.  Venable  did  not  know  that  it  was  neces- 
*ry  to  take  a  certificate  when  a  person  was  natu- 
aiized,  and  thereby  the  duty  might  be  evaded. 
Mr.  Craik  doubted  not,  if  this  tax  were  laid, 
bat  if  persons  were  not  now  obliged  to  take  a 
ertificate,such  an  obligation  would  be  laid  upon 
aem.  He  voted  in  favor  of  twenty  dollars ;  but, 
o  reflection,  he  thought  the  sum  too  large.  He 
tlieved  the  object  proper  for  taxation,  and  should 
oly  view  the  subject  in  that  light.  It  would  not 
perate,  he  said,  on  men  coming  into  this  country 
&ly,  but  upon  many  persons  already  in  it.  He 
ad  been  frequently  witness  to  applications  from 
*n  to  become  citizens,  who  had  been  in  the 
tontry  from  the  year  1783.  Many  of  these,  since 
'*  passing  of  the  general  naturalization  law,  had 
fen  naturalized  under  the  State  laws ;  and  if  it 
ere  determined  that  this  naturalization  was  not 
leetual,  they  would  have  the  ceremony  again  to 
•through  under  the  law  of  the  United  States. 
was  very  unsound  policy,  and  he  questioned  the 
osistency  of  it,  to  make  property  a  rule  for  a 
an:»  becoming  a  citizen.  One  of  the  rights  of  a 
fcen  was  voting  at  an  election,  and  if  it  was 
eessary  he  should  be  possessed  of  a  certificate 
this  kind  before  his  vote  could  be  admitted,  it 
raid  be  the  same  thing  as  to  require  him  to  be 
sensed  of  a  certain  proportion  of  property  be- 
'?  he  bad  aright  to  vote;  in  this  view  he  thought 
!  principle  improper.  He  wished  the  gentle- 
in  from  Pennsylvania  had  not  withdrawn  his 
'tion,  as  he  should  be  in  favor  of  voting  for  a 
all  sum. 

Mr.  Lvon  was  opposed  to  this  amendment.  It 
feared  to  him  injurious,  cruel,  and  impolitic, 
was  injurious,  because  we  had  dealt  out  a  dif- 


ferent kind  of  language  heretofore;  we  bad  told 
the  world,  that  there  was  in  this  country  a  good 
spring  of  liberty,  and  invited  all  to  come  and  drink 
of  it.  We  bad  told  them  that  the  country  was 
rich  and  fertile,  and  invited  them  to  come  and 
taste  of  our  fruits ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
right  now  to  turn  round  to  them  and  say,  you 
shall  not  be  admitted  as  citizens  unless  you  pay 
twenty  dollars.  This  looked  like  entering  into  a 
treaty  offensive  and  defensive,  with  the  Monarch 
of  Britain,  to  prevent  his  subjects  from  leaving 
him  and  coming  hither.  He  was  almost  led  to 
suspect  the  thing  was  introduced  on  the  sugges- 
tion of  a  certain  foreign  Minister. 

The  Speaker  declared  such  suggestions  to  be 
wholly  out  of  order. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  though  he  wished  this  coun- 
try to  be  an  asylum  for  men  of  every  other  who 
chose,  to  come  to  it,  yet  he  did  not  wish  to  see 
foreigners  our  governors ;  and,  indeed,  if  they 
were  admitted  as  voters  at  our  elections,  they  in 
some  degree  became  the  governors  of  our  coun- 
try. He  wished,  therefore,  that  a  longer  resi- 
dence should  be  necessary,  before  a  foreigner 
should  become  a  citizen.  He  liked  this  amend- 
ment, because  it  made  it  necessary  for  a  man  to 
have  a  little  property  before  he  could  be  admitted. 
This  was  looked  upon  as  necessary  in  every  other 
country.  Nor  did  he  think  the  tax  too  large,  as 
any  man  might  afford  to  pay  this  sum  after  he 
had  been  five  years  in  the  country.  It  was  well 
known  that  this  game  of  citizenship  had  been 
played  to  the  injury  of  the  country.  They  had 
seen  men  to-day  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  and 
becoming  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
next  again  become  citizens  of  the  Frencn  Repub- 
lic, by  entering  on  board  tbeir  privateers. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  said,  there  was  sufficient  rea- 
son for  disagreeing  to  this  proposition,  without 
considering  the  policy  or  impolicy  of  admitting 
foreigners  to  the  rights  of  citizenship.  The  object 
of  this  bill,  he  said,  was  to  lay  a  tax  upon  proper** 
ty,  or  the  evidence  of  property,  and  he  wished  it 
to  be  confined  to  that  object.  This  amendment 
was  rather  a  tax  upon  liberty,  than  upon  property, 
and  therefore  improper  to  be  introduced  into  it. 
As  to  what  was  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Mas* 
sachusetts,  on  the  subject  of  a  foreigner  being 
possessed  of  some  property  before  he  should  be  ad- 
mitted as  a  citizen,  such  a  consideration  might  be 
a  good  one,  introduced  in  a  proper  place,  but  not 
here.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the  amendment  would 
not  prevail.  In  place  of  twenty  dollars  he  should 
not  be  willing  to  vote  for  a  cent  for  this  object, 
since  he  believed  the  principle  to  be  wrong. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said,  gentlemen  viewed  only  one 
side  of  the  question ;  they  constantly  spoke  or  the 
twenty  dollars,  which  they  called  an  enormous 
sum  ;  but  they  said  nothing  of  the  benefits  which 
were  to  be  received  in  return  ;  they  were  to  receive 
for  that  sum  all  the  advantages  which  this  coun- 
try had  obtained  by  much  treasure  and  blood.  He 
thought  the  doors  of  naturalization  too  wide.  Too 
many  foreigners  emigrated  hither ;  they  were  out 
of  proportion  to  the  natives ;  for  he  wished  the 
American  interest  always  to  prevail  over  all  for* 
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eign  interest.  He  would  much  rather,  therefore, 
that  the  certificate  was  forty  dollars  than  twenty 
dollars. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  did  not  think. this  question 
was  put  upon  its  true  ground.  This  bill  was  in- 
tended to  raise  funds  towards  paying  off  the  na- 
tional debt — the  debt  incurred  while  we  were 
fighting  for  our  liberty  and  independence ;  and 
shall  those,  said  he,  who  come  to  partake  of  these 
advantages,  pay  nothing  for  it?  If  the  country 
was  not  worth  the  tax  imposed,  foreigners  would 
not  come  to  it.  If  the  tax  were  too  high,  it  might 
be  lowered ;  or.  if  too  low,  made  higher.  He  was 
for  having  the  law  go  into  effect,  as  experience 
would  enable  them  to  make  it  more  perfect.  Any 
man  who  was  industrious,  he  was  certain,  would 
never  begrudge  the  payment  of  twenty  dollars  for 
this  object — he  would  rather  glory  in  it.  The 
liberty  of  the  country  was  rated  very  low  indeed, 
when  it  was  not  thought  to  be  worth  twenty  dol- 
lars. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  in  favor  of  retaining  the 
clause.  Twenty  dollars  could  not  be  said  to  be 
the  price  of  naturalization,  but  merely  as  a  stamp 
upon  the  certificates ;  nor  was  there  *any  more 
impropriety  in  this,  than  laying  a  duty  upon  the 
admission  of  lawyers  to  exercise  their  profession. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  against  the  amendment. 
He  looked  upon  it  as  a  departure  from  the  spirit 
of  our  Government,  and  derogatory  to  us  as  an 
enlightened  nation.  It  had  been  remarked  by  gen- 
tlemen that  we  had  fought  and  bled  for  our  liber- 
ties. It  was  true,  that  we  had  fought  for  liberty, 
but,  he  trusted,  we  did  not  mean  to  confine  it  to 
ourselves,  nor  to  sell  it  to  others.  On  the  contra- 
ry, people  of  other  countries  had  been  invited  to 
come  and  partake  with  us  our  blessings — our  laws 
had  all  gone  to' this;  but  now,  after  vast  numbers 
were  come,  and  others  were  coming,  all  at  once, 
we  propose  to  make  sale  of  our  privileges.  This 
he  could  not  agree  to.  It  was  not  the  weakhy, 
the  high-bred,  the  well-born,  that  he  wanted  to 
emigrate  to  our  country ;  it  was  a  different  class 
of  men,  viz :  mechanics,  farmers,  and  other  indus- 
trious persons ;  it  was  men  like  those  who  were 
wanted  to  improve  our  country,  and  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  for  them  to  pay  the  sum  pro- 
posed. If  the  country  were  small  and  full  of 
people,  instead  of  beingimmensely  large  and  thinly 
populated,  there  might  be  some  ground  for  the 
policy ;  but  there  was  none  at  present. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  he  was  up  before,  the 
question  was,  whether  the  tax  should  be  reduced 
from  twenty  dollars  to  four;  it  was  now  whether 
there  should  be  any.  He  considered  this  law 
merely  as  a  revenue  law  by  means  of  stamps;  but 
it  appeared  from  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Sbwall)  that  the 
clause  under  consideration  was  not  so  much  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  revenue  as  for  chang- 
ing the  law  respecting  naturalization.  He  con- 
ceived that  law  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  pres- 
ent question;  indeed  it  would  be  impossible  to 
take  the  necessary  views  of  the  subject,  whilst 
they  were  considering  the  best  way  of  raising  a 
revenue  by  means  of  stamps.    They  had  proposed 


to  raise  a  revenue  from  certain  papers  in  existence; 
but  this  proposition  went  to  tax  a  paper  which 
had  no  existence;  for  a  new  law  must  be  passed. 
if  this  clause  was  agreed  to.  directing  that  these 
certificates  shall  be  issued.  The  proper  way  of 
doing  the,  business,  would  be  to  say,  that  no  man 
should  be  admitted  a  citizen  without  paying  twenty 
dollars.  There  would  be  no  occasion  for  a  stamp 
act  to  do  this. 

But  if  the  clause  before  them  were  to  be  con- 
sidered as  intended  to  operate  as  a  check  upon 
naturalization  he  did  not  think  it  a  proper  way 
of  doing  it.  He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  put 
a  price  upon  the  rights  of  citizenship.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Thatcher,) 
said  they  were  to  consider  the  advantages  re- 
ceived for  the  twenty  dollars;  so  that,  according 
to  his  idea,  the  value  of  citizenship  would  be 
worth  twenty  dollars,  and,  of  course,  that  it  would 
be  too  dear  at  fifty.  He,  on  the  contrary,  thought 
the  privileges  of  an  American  citizen  invaluable 
to  every  one  who  was  sensible  of  their  impor- 
tance, and  that  money  could  not  be  placed  in 
competition  with  them. 

Mr.  G.  justified  the  manners  of  the  people  of] 
Pennsylvania;  though  that  State  had  always  en- 
couraged emigration,  even  whilst  under  the  Brit- 
ish Government.  Indeed,  he  said?  the  manners 
of  Europe  were  the  manners  of  this  country.  In 
the  first  constitution  of  Pennsylvania,  every  man 
who  had  resided  one  year  in  the  State  was  enti- 
tled to  citizenship.  There  was  a  time  when  this 
was  also  the  policy  of  the  United  States.  In  ordei 
to  prove  this,  he  read  the  following  passage  from 
the  Declaration  .of  Independence* 

"The  history  of  the  present  King  of  Great  Britain  w 
a  history  of  repeated  injuries  and  usurpations,  all  hav- 
ing in  direct  object  the  establishment  of  an  absolute 
tyranny  over  these  States.  To  prove  this,  let  frcte  be 
submitted  to  a  candid  world." 

And  then,  among  other  grievances,  the  Decla- 
ration states,  that 

"  He  has  endeavored  to  present  the  population  ol 
these  8tates ;  for  that  purpose,  obstructing  the  laws  foi 
naturalization  of  foreigners ;  refusing  to  pass  other*,  ta 
encourage  their  migration  hither,  and  raising  the  con- 
ditions of  new  appropriations  of  lands." 

If  there  was  a  certificate  directed  to  be  issat 
on  a  person's  becoming  a  citizen  of  the  Uniu 
States,  he  should  have  no  objection  to  lay  a  mot 
erate  duty  upon  it ;  and,  if  the  object  was  revenue] 
he  was  certain  a  small  sum  would  raise  more  than 
a  larger.  He  should,  therefore,  renew  the  motion 
of  his  colleague,  to  reduce  the  twenty  dollars  w 
five  dollars,  that  the  sense  of  the  House  might  be 
taken  upon  it ;  for.  if  a  small  sum  was  agreed  upon, 
a  great  number  ot  emigrants  to  this  country  since 
the  year  1790,  who  having  been  made  citizens  by 
the  Government  of  a  State,  believe  themselves 
to  be  citizens,  would  renew  tne  ceremony,  accord- 
ing to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  There  were 
from  seven  to  eight  thousand  persons  of  this  de- 
scription in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  alone. 

Mr.  G.  again  spoke  of  the  hardship  under 
which  a  tax  of  twenty  dollars  would  lay  the  pool 
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aac,  and  especially  his  children,  who  would  be 
mushed  for  the  neglect,  the  poverty,  or  the  death 
f  their  parent.  He  trusted,  therefore,  if  a  tax  were 
lid  upon  these  certificates,  it  would  be  a  low  one. 
Mr.  Williams  moved  to  strike  out  five  dollars, 
nd  insert  ten  dollars.  He  said  that  such  persons 
5  were  not  naturalized  were  still  secured  in  the 
•ossessioa  of  their  lands  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
ly  an  annual  law  for  that  purpose ;  and,  he  doubt- 
d  not,  the  same  was  done  in  the  State  of  Peon- 
ylvania,  therefore  that  could  be  no  objection  to 
he  tax. 

Mr.  Otis  observed  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  furnished  a  conclusive  argument  in 
avor  of  the  proposed  tax,  for  if  a  certificate  of  na- 
uralization  was  not  required  by  law,  the  duty 
rould  be  optional,  and  consequently  fair  and  equi- 
able.  He  agreed  that  the  present  amendment 
fas  merely  a  question  of  revenue,  but  the  policy  of 
1  tax  was  always  a  fair  object  of  discussion,  and 
t  was  therefore  proper  to  consider  the  indirect  and 
'emote  effects  of  the  present  bill  upon  the  natural- 
ration  of  foreigners.  He  denied  the  expediency 
)f  affording  too  great  a  facility  to  their  admission 
imoog  us.  In  the  infancy  of  the  country  it  was- 
lecessary  to  encourage  emigration,  and  foreigners 
)f  all  countries  had  been  wisely  invited  and  al- 
lowed to  settle  in  our  country.  To  the  industry 
)f  emigrants  many  parts- of  trie  country  were  in- 
debted for  the  most  valuable  improvements  in  ag- 
riculture and  the  arts,  and  he  knew  foreigners  who 
were  an  honor  to  the  United  States,  who  had  aided 
In  forming  their  Constitutions,  in  fighting  their 
battles,  and  who  were  not  less  meritorious  citizens 
for  not  being  born  in  the  country.  There  were 
others  in  that  House  and  other  Legislatures  who 
were  entitled  to  the  highest  consideration  and  re- 
ipeet.  He  rejoiced  in  the  advantages  derived  from 
persons  of  this  description.  They  would  not  be 
affected  by  the  present  tax ;  but  he  was  not  anx- 
ious to  give  greater  latitude  to  the  laws  of  na- 
turalization ;  on  the  contrary,  he  thought  it  wise 
to  restrain  that  privilege.  He  did  not  believe  it 
to  be  necessary  to  reJy  upon  that  source  of  popu- 
lation, but  considered  the  native  American  germ 
to  be  amply  sufficient  for  the  production  of  such 
scions  as  were  worth  cultivation.  He  denied  that 
the  manners  of  Europe  were  the  manners  of  this 
country.  In  that  quarter  of  the  world  a  revolution 
of  manners,  of  the  most  formidable  nature,  threat- 
ened the  subversion  of  all  sound  principle,  of  all 
social  order;  and  a  system  of  profligacy  had  swept 
off  every  vestige  of  whatever  was  most  amiable 
and  respectable  in  the  eye  of  humanity.  He 
trusted  the  case  was  different  in  this  country.  It 
was  true  that  Virginia  was  indebted  in  a  great 
measure  for  her  prosperity  to  the  industrious  es- 
tablishments formed  by  foreigners  of  various  de- 
scriptions; but  it  should  also  be  remembered  that 
the  foulest  stain  in  the  annals  of  that  State  was 
not  to  be  imputed  to  natural-born  citizens. 

The  amendment,  he  said,  would  not  affect  those 
men  who  had. already  lands  in  this  country,  nor 
the  deserving  part  oi  those  who  might  seek  an 
asylum  in  it.  Persons  of  that  description  would 
^ily  pay  the  tax  ;  but  it  would  tend  to  foreclose 


the  mass  of  vicious  and  disorganizing  characters 
who  could  not  live  peaceably  at  home,  and  who, 
after  unfurling  the  standard  of  rebellion  in  their 
own  countries,  might  come  hither  to  revolutionize 


ours. 


He  felt  every  disposition  to  respect  those  honest 
and  industrious  people,  whether  Germans.  Irish- 
men, or  foreigners  of  whatever  country,  who  had 
become  citizens,  and  to  fraternize  with  tnem  while 
they  remained  obedient  to  the  laws,  and  faithful 
to  their  adopted  country ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
invite  hordes  of  wild  Irishmen,  nor  the  turbulent 
and  disorderly  of  all  parts  of  the  world,  to  come 
here  with  a  view  to  disturb  our  tranquillity,  after 
having  succeeded  in  the  overthrow  of  their  own 
Governments. 

Mr.  Potter  was  willing  to  agree  to  make  the 
sum  ten  dollars,  in  order  to  shorten  the  business, 
though  he  did  not  think  fifty  too  much. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  it  unfortunate  that  they 
should,  in  this  instance,  have  wandered  from  the 
object  of  the  bill.  He  trusted  when  the  friends 
of  the  bill,  who  were  also  friends  of  this  measure, 
saw  the  difficulty  which  wduld  attend  the  incor- 
porating of  the  subject  with  it*  they  would  give 
it  up. 

Mr.  Baldwin  was  in  favor  of  the  smaller  sum. 
He  said  this  was  a  subject  upon  which  it  was  al- 
ways found  difficult  to  legislate,  as  different  parts 
of  the  country  had  very  different  ideas  upon  it.  In 
the  part  of  the  country  from  whence  he  came,  the 

{>eople  would  not  approve  of  such  a  tax.  He  be- 
ieved  there  were  parts  of  the  country  which 
would  not  object  to  a  tax  of  one  thousand  dollars 
upon  this  object,  but  it  was  not  so  in  other  parts. 
All  the  prosperity  of  some  States  depended  upon 
emigration,  and  to  lay  a  heavy  tax  of  this  kind, 
would  be  to  do  violence  to  their  feelings.  When 
he  heard  different  gentlemen  express  their  opin- 
ions, he  knew  they  were  the  opinions  of  vthe  peo- 
ple from  whence  they  came.  If  they  were  as 
well  acquainted  with  the  whole  of  the  country  as 
with  fifty  miles  round  their  own  homes,  their  sen- 
timents would  be  different. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  thought  this  tax  as  justifiable 
and  as  much  connected  with  the  present  bill  as 
the  tax  upon  lawyers,  and  that  twenty  dollars 
would  be  a  reasonable  sum. 

The  question  for  inserting  ten  dollars  was  then 
put  and  negatived,  and  then  five  was  moved  and 
carried,  there  being  56  in  favor  of  it. 

The  question  was  then  upon  agreeing  to  the 
proposition  as  amended. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  spoke  at  length  on  this  subject, 
and  dwelt  particularly  on  the  hardships  which  the 
poorer  part  of  emigrants  would  experience  in  pay- 
ing this  tax,  and  if  they  did  not  pay  it,  they  would 
be  living  in  the  country  as  foreigners,  and  not  as 
citizens  of  a  free  country. 

Mr.  Venable  did  not  consider  this  as  a  tax 
which  would  fall  equally  upon  all  foreigners  who 
became  citizens,  but  partially  upon  those  who 
might  have  occasion  for  certificates,  and  even  du- 
plicates of  them. 

The  question  on  this  proposition  was  taken,  and 
stood— yeas  46,  nays  42,  as  follows : 
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Yeas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard, Theophilus  Bradbury,  David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bry- 
an, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Matthew  Clay,  James 
Cochran,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas 
T.  Davis,  John  Dennis,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster, 
Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
Roger  Griswold,  William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna, 
Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hos- 
mer,  8amuel  Lyman,  William  Matthews,  Daniel  Mor- 
gan, Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Pot- 
ter, John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman, 
Samuel  8ewall,  William  8hepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson, 
Samuel  8itgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  Smith, 
of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas, 
Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Joseph  B.  Var- 
nnm,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel 
Benton,  Thomas  Blount,  Demsey  Burgee,  Samuel  J. 
Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit, 
John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Tho- 
mas Evans,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gilles- 
pie, Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Da- 
vid Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Mat- 
thew Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John 
Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker, 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  Dis- 
trict, Richard  8prigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg, 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert 
Williams. 

Mr.  Bayard  moved  to  strike  out  the  exception 
in  favor  of  patents  for  military  lands,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  mostly  in  the  hands  of  speculators ; 
but,  after  some  conversation,  his  motion  was  nega- 
tived, (the  yeas  and  nays  being  taken  on  it,)  71  to 
12,  as  follows : 

Ysas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, David  Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  Theophilus  Brad- 
bury, Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burgee,  Christopher  G. 
Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craik, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
John  Dennis,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hart- 
ley, William  Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L. 
Hosmer,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Samuel 
Lyman,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
con, William  Matthews,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R. 
Morris,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker, 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  Samuel  8ewall, 
William  8hepard,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Thomas  Sin- 
nickson, Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  8mtth,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  dis- 
trict, Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
Sumter,  John  Swanwick,  Geo.  Thatcher,  Mark  Thom- 
son, Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  John  Williams,  and  Robert  Wil- 
liams. 

Nats — James  A.  Bayard,  David  Brooks,  Samuel  J. 
Cabell,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  James  Gil- 
lespie, Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Matthew  Locke,  John 
Reed,  Nathaniel  Smith,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Joseph 
B.  Varnum. 

Mr.  Champlin  moved  to  strike  out  "foreign 


bills  of  exchange"  from  any  duty,  owing  to  the 
embarrassment  such  a  duty  might  occasion,  from 
a  foreign  merchant  not  being  able  to  say  whether 
a  bill  was  drawn  upon  a  proper  kind  of  stamp. 

This  motion  was  also  negatived. 

Upon  the  amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  strike  out  tbe  words  "  except  notes  issued 
by  any  bank,"  &c,  it  was  carried — 76  to  11,  as 
follows : 

Yias — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, David  Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  BIouDt, 
David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burges,  Samuel 
J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  Joshua  Coit,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Lo- 
ess Elmendorph,  Thos.  Evans,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel 
Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie,  Henry 
Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger 
Griswold,  William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Ro- 
bert Goodloe  Harper,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Wm.  Hind* 
man,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew  Locke, 
Samuel  Lyman,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  William  Matthews,  Blair  McClenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Daniel  Morgan, 
Lewis  R.  Morris,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Har- 
rison G.  Otis,  Josiah  Parker,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John 
Reed,  John  Rutledge.  jr„  James  Schureman,  Stmud 
SewaU,  William  Shepard,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Jere- 
miah Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Rich- 
ard Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter, 
John  Swanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas, 
Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John  E. 
Van  Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnom, 
Abraham  Venable,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  John  William* 
and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — James  A.  Bayard,  Christopher  G.  Champlin' 
James  Cochran,  William  Craik,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  Thomas  Hartley,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  Samuel 
Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  and  William  Smith,  of 
Charleston. 

Mr.  Craik  moved  to  strike  out  the  whole  of  the 
clause  relative  to  a  duty  pn  bonds,  biUs?  and.  note; 
which  was  negatived,  without  a  division. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  strike  out  the  clause 
which  forbids  the  receiving  of  any  paper  not  legally 
stamped,  in  any  court  of  justice,  in  evidence;  and 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  taken  upon  it,  and  stood 
37  to  40,  as  follows : 

Yb as— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
ton, Thomas  Blount,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Barges, 
Pamuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay, 
John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas 
Elmendorph,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gil- 
lespie, John  A.  Hanna,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  D»T«d 
Holmes,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Mi- 
con,  Blair  McClenachan,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  Ne*» 
John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Tompson  J.  Skinner, 
William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Richard  Sprigg, 
jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  3umter,  Abram  Trigg» 
John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  YtmW 
and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
ard,  David  Brooks,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Jan** 
Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.Dii* 
John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  F«* 
ter,  Dwight  Foster,  Nath'l  Freeman,  jr.,  Henry  Gta 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
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William  B.  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  William 
Hmdman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  Samuel  Lyman,  James 
Machir,  Harrison  6.  Otia,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed, 
Samuel  Sewall,  William  8hepard,  Samuel  Sitgreaves, 
Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William  Smith,  of 
Charleston,  John  Swanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard 
Thomas,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and 
John  Williams. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading  on  Monday.    Adjourned. 


Monday,  July  3. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  proposed  a  resolution  appropri- 
ating a  sum  of  money  for  erectingjails  in  those 
States  in  which  there  are  not  sufficient  ones  at 
present  for  containing  the  prisoners  of  the  United 
States. 

This  proposition  was  opposed  on  the  ground  of 
its  being  no  way  connected  with  the  present  ses- 
sion, and  negatived,  without  a  division. 

The  bill  for  laying  a  stamp  duty  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  the  blanks  filled  up,  viz :  that  for 
fixing  the  time  of  the  act  taking  effect,  with  the 
31st  day  of  December  next ;  the  fine  and  imprison- 
ment for  counterfeiting  stamps,  <fec,  with  $1,000 
and  seven  years  imprisonment;  and  the  time  for 
which  the  duration  of  the  act  was  limited,  with 
fire  years. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  taken  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  were— yeas  47,  nays  41,  as  follows: 

Tub — John  Allen,  James  A.  Bayard,  David  Brooks, 
limes  Cochran,  Joshua  Goh,  William  Craik,  8amuel 
W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  Geo.  Dent, 
Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan 
Freeman,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen,  Chaancey 
Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A. 
Raima,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  Wil- 
han  Hiodman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hoamer,  Samuel  Lyman, 
Junes  Machir,  William  Matthews,  Daniel  Morgan, 
Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harriaon  G.  Otis,  Eliaha  R.  Potter, 
John  Reed,  John  Ratledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman,  Sam- 
Mi  Sewali,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Sam 
rtSitgieavee,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Wil- 
htm  8mith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Richard 
Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  £.  Van  Also,  Peleg 
Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nirs — George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  Blount,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Demaey  Burges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christ'r  G.  Champ- 
lb,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph, 
John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  Jonathan  N.  Havens, 
D"id  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Mat- 
thew Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair 
McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  An- 
thony New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Tompson 
J.  Skinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Rich- 
ard 8prigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter, 
Abflm  Trigg.  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph 
B.  Yanmrn,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

ADDITIONAL  APPROPRIATIONS. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  making  additional  appropriations  for 
|oe  service  of  the  year  1797 ;  and  the  blanks  of  the 
bill  were  filled  as  follows: 


6,500  00 
1,060  00 


809  70 


800  00 


1 .  For  the  compensations  granted  by  law 
to  the  members  of  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives,  their  officers  and  attendants, 
estimated  for  a  session  of  two  months         -$77,889  60 

2.  For  the  expenses  of  firewood,  station- 
ery, printing  work,  and  all  other  contingent 
expenses  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress     - 

3.  For  printing  the  laws  of  the  present 

4.  For  making  good  the  allowance  to 
clerks  employed  in  the  Department  of  State, 
agreeably  to  law  .... 

6.  For  the  salary  of  an  additional  clerk 
in  the  Department  of  State,  to  perform  the 
duties  of  an  Accountant,  and  when  not  so 
employed,  to  do  the  ordinary  services  of  a 
clerk         - 

6.  For  defraying  the  expenses  of  foreign 
intercourse,  for  the  year  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-seven,  beyond  the  ap- 
propriations heretofore  authorized  by  law    -  60,500  00 

7.  For  the  salaries  of  two  extra  clerks  in 
the  office  of  the  Accountant  of  the  War 
Department  ....        800  00 

8.  FfB  completing  and  equipping  the  fri- 
gates Ignited  States,  Constitution,  and  Con- 
stellation .....  200,000  00 

9.  For  the  pay  and  subsistence  of  the 

officers  and  crews  of  the  said  frigates  -  100,000  00 

10.  For  the  extra  expenses  authorized  by 
law  during  the  present  session  in  relation  to 
the  revenue  cutters 

11.  For  the  repairs  and  fabrication  of 
arms  and  cannon  carriages 

12.  For  completing  the  six  months  pay 
and  subsistence  of  the  officers  discharged 
under  the  act  of  the  third  March,  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety -seven 

18.  For  the  Hospital  Department 

14.  For  making  good  a  deficiency  arising 
from  the  balance  of  moneys  of  various  ap- 
propriations being  carried  to  the  credit  of 
the  M  Surplus  Fund,"  in  pursuance  of  the 
sixteenth  section  of  the  act  passed  the  third 
of  March,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-five,  viz :  for  erecting  a  light-house 
on  the  head  land  of  Cape  Hatterae,  and  a 
lighted  beacon  on  Shell  Castle  island,  in  the 
harbour  of  Ocracock,  in  the  State  of  North 
Carolina  .....  44,000  00 

1 5.  For  enabling  a  remittance  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Dutch  loans  at  Amsterdam, 
in  payment  for  a  quantity  of  saltpetre 

16.  For  repaying  the  Bank  of  the  United 
8tates  a  sum  advanced  upon  certain  Trea- 
sury bills  drawn  upon  collectors  of  the  reve- 
nue of  the  United  3tates,  in  North  Carolina 

1 7.  For  the  payment  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Loans  for  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  on 
account  of  two  clerks  who  were  employed  in 
the  year  one  thousand  seven  handled  and 
ninety-six  .... 


-  10,000  00 


-  89,000  00 


2,580  00 
6,000  00 


-    17,031  89 


5,160  00 


Total 


54  00 

#570,125  25 

i 


The  five  first  items  were  agreed  to  without  ob- 
jection. On  Mr.  W.  Smith's  proposing  to  fill  the 
sixth  item  with  the  sum  above  stated — 
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Mr.  Nicholas  called  for  the  reading  of  the 
particulars  which  composed  this  sum.  They  con* 
sisted  of  the  salary  and  outfits  of  Ministers  to 
France,  to  Prussia,  and  to  the  Barbary  Powers. 
Mr.  N.  wished  the  sum  mentioned  for  the  Minister 
to  Berlin,  viz :  $13,500,  to  be  deducted  from  the 
$60,500,  as  he  knew  of  no  possible  use  that  a  Min- 
ister to  Berlin  could  be  of.  He  thought  the  pre- 
sent extension  of  foreign  intercourse  was  far  too 
great ;  he  wished  much  to  see  it  narrowed,  and 
trusted  it  would  be  done  at  the  next  session,  as 
the  law  on  that  subject  would  then  expire.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  reduce  this  sum,  in  order  to 
show  tneir  wish  to  have  the  business  of  foreign 
intercourse  circumscribed.  He  moved  to  fill  the 
blank  with  $47,000. 

'  Mr.  Harper  thought  it  was  too  late  for  the  gen- 
tleman to  talk  in  this  manner,  because  a  sum  of 
money  had  uniformly  been  appropriated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  foreign  intercourse.  It  was  extraordinary, 
therefore,  that  at  this  day,  if  there  were  no  good 
reasons  tor  it,  that  they  should  now  be  called  upon 
to  depart  from  their  usual  practice.  He  hoped  it 
would  not  meet  with  the  approbation  of  th^tiouse. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  opposed  to  voting  Hry  con- 
siderable sum  for  this  purpose.  It  might  have 
been  proper  heretofore;  but  he  could  see  no  reason 
at  present  for  entering  into  treaties  with  nations 
witn  whom  we  neither  had,  nor  could  have  any 
considerable  connexion.  He  wished  to  pause  be- 
fore they  agreed  to  this  measure ;  because,  if  agreed 
to,  he  expected  it  would  hereafter  be  produced  as 
a  reason  why  they  should  extend  the  subject  still 
further. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  seemed  to  have  mistaken  him.  He  did  not 
propose  to  strike  out  anything  which  had  hereto- 
fore been  agreed  to,  but  what  related  to  a  further 
extension  of  our  foreign  intercourse.  Of  the  four 
Northern  Powers,  he  thought  it  was  least  necessa- 
ry to  have  any  connexion  with  Prussia ;  she  was 
in  a  situation  to  favor  us  less  than  any  other  Pow- 
er. If  a  new  treaty  were  entered  into  with  Prus- 
sia, he  supposed  it  would  be  next  proposed  to  have 
one  with  Sweden,  Denmark,  and  Russia,  as  we 
had  a  much  greater  commercial  connexion  with 
those  Powers  than  with  Prussia.  As  to  their  hav- 
ing once  agreed  to  go  into  this  subject  of  foreign 
intercourse,  it  was  no  reason  for  continuing  it,  af- 
ter they  were  convinced  the  system  was  injurious 
to  the  welfare  and  happiness  of  this  country. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said  this  motion  involved  in  it 
a  very  delicate  consideration.  They  were  called 
upon  to  vote  for  a  less  sum  than  that  estimated, 
upon  the  ground  that  the  President  had  done 
wrong  in  sending  a  Minister  to  Berlin.  His  col- 
league was  right,  when 9 he  said  this  was  running 
counter  to  established  rule.  He  thought  it  would 
be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  Constitution,  be- 
cause the  power  of  judging  of  the  propriety  of 
sending  Ministers  to  foreign  countries  rested  with 
the  President  and  Senate ;  but  this  House,  con- 
ceiving they  had  made  an  injudicious  exercise  of 
that  right,  say  they  will  withhold  the  necessary 
appropriations;  which,  he  said,  would  be  exer- 
cising a  power  over  that  branch  of  Government 


in  which  the  Constitution  had  alone  placed  lb 
power  of  dome  the  business.  *It  was  his  opinio) 
that  the  President  having  sent  a  Minister  to  Bei 
lin,  they  were  as  much  bound  to  appropriate  mo 
ney  to  defray  the  expense,  as  they  were  bound  t 
provide  for  the  salary  of  the  President,  or  of  lb 
Judges.  Some  gentlemen,  however,  thought,  tha 
such  a  situation  might  exist,  as  would  justify  tb 
withholding  of  appropriations.  Admitting  tba 
there  might  be  such  a  situation,  a  question  wool 
arise,  whether  it  should  be  done  by  withhold^ 
an  appropriation,  by  impeachment,  or  by  a  Toteo 
censure  on  the  President.  For,  if  that  Hoos 
were  to  arrest  an  appropriation,  he  supposed  tb 
Senate  would  not  suffer  the  bill  to  pass  withoo 
it,  and,  unless  they  came  into  the  opinion  of  uv 
Senate,  no  bill  could  pass. 

He  found  himself  embarrassed  in  discDssin* 
this  question,  because  it  was  not  their  province  ii 
adduce  reasons  for  sending  a  Minister  to  any  par 
ticular  place  ;  but  he  thought,  if  it  were  desirable 
we  should  have  a  Minister  at  any  foreign  Court 
it  was  that  of  Prussia ;  and  from  the  connexioi 
which  subsisted  between  tnat  Monarch  and  tb* 
French  Republic,  he  should  have  supposed  tba 
those  gentlemen  who  wished  so  much  to  harmo 
nize  with  the  French  Republic,  would  not  hart 
objected  to  the  sending  of  a  Minister  there. 

The  treaty  we  formerly  had  with  Prussia  wai 
expired,  and  he  believed  that  Court  had  requeste* 
a  renewal  of  it ;  the  President  had  also  recom 
mended  it  in  his  Speech  at  the  opening  of  th< 
session ;  and  there  might  exist  reasons  for  it  wbicl 
were  not  proper  to  be  laid  before  that  House.  Hi 
agreed  that,  prima  facie,  there  appeared  to  be  { 
greater  propriety  for  us  to  enter  into  treaty  wni 
Denmark,  Sweden,  and  Russia,  than  with  Prussia 
We  had  a  treaty  with  Sweden  about  to  expire 
and  it  was  not  improbable  that  the  gentleman  sea 
to  Berlin,  might  also  be  employed  in  making  I 
treaty  with  Sweden.  If  gentlemen  had  intend* 
to  make  the  present  serious  opposition  to  the  me* 
sure,  he  thought  it  would  have  been  more  caodk 
to  have  given  notice  of  the  intention,  that  the  gen 
tleman  might  have  been  prepared  to  meet  it 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  it  was  rather  singular  thai 
the  chairman  of  the. Committee  of  Ways  an< 
Means  should  be  unprepared  to  meet  any  opposi 
tion  to  this  measure,  since  he  knew  that  serera 
members  of  that  committee  were  opposed  to  it 
and  he  must  therefore  have  expected  that  the] 
would  have  moved  to  appropriate  a  less  sum.  Bui 
it  appeared  as  if  the  gentleman  wished  to  roakei 
very  serious  question  of  what  he  considered  ai 
merely  incidental,  viz :  whether  they  should  vou 
so  much  money,  or  a  less  sum.  He  believed  b< 
should  show  it  was  of  little  importance.  ' 

In  relation  to  the  Constitution,  it  was  mereJj 
said,  that  the  President  should  have  power  to  ap 
point  Ministers,  Ambassadors,  dec.,  but,  by  "* 
power  to  appoint  Ministers,  could  never  be  meant 
that  he  had  the  power  to  send  Ministers  to  all  tbe 
Courts  of  Europe,  and  to  all  the  principalities  d 
Germany,  and  call  upon  that  House  only  in  4 
indirect  way  to  agree  to  the  appropriation.  As  tj 
the  power  of  appointing  Minister*,  it  was  a  ne* 
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power  given  to  the  Executive  by  the  present  Con- 
stitution. The  first  Congress  took  up  the  subject ; 
they  might  have  said  there  should  be  four  or  six 
Ministers  employed.  They  did  not  do  this ;  but 
they  declared  that  the  salary  of  a  Minister  should 
not  exceed  nine  thousand  dollars,  nor  his  outfit 
a  similar  sum,  nor  the  whole  annual  expense  for- 
ty thousand  dollars.  By  this  check  they  divided 
tbe  power  with  the  Executive ;  and  if  this  power 
were  not  acted  upon,  it  would  have  been  absurd 
to  have  given  it  to  them.  He  did  not  look  upon 
the  present  question  as  by  any  means  a  Constitu- 
tional one.  The  President  had  appointed  a  Min- 
uter for  Berlin,  for  reasons  best  known  to  himself; 
and  the  question  between  them  was,  whether  the 
appointment  was  a  proper  one. 

They  had  been  yearly  called  upon  for  addition- 
al appropriations  for  this  object :  if  they  thought 
it  necessary  to  check  this  spirit  for  foreign  con- 
nexions, or  were  determined  not  to  renew  the  law 
relative  to  foreign  negotiations,  it  would  be  right 
to  agree  to  the  proposed  reduction.  As  to  im- 
peachment or  censure,  they  were  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  President  thought  a  Minister  to  the 
Court  in  question  would  be  of  some  use ;  they 
thought  differently,  and  that  the  money  would  be 
more  valuable,  where  was  the  cause  of  accusa- 
tion 1    It  was  merely  a  difference  of  opinion. 

Another  collateral  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  related  to  what  the  Senate 
would  do.  He  did  not  think  it  parliamentary  to 
say  the  Senate  would  do  this  or  that. 

To  enforce  the  propriety  of  sending  a  Minister  to 
Berlin,  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
suggested  two  reasons,  viz :  the  recommendation 
of  the  President,  and  the  propriety  of  renewing 
our  treaty.  He  did  not  think  a  renewal  of  that 
treaty  would  be  of  any  advantage  to  us ;  nor  did 
he  think  any  gentleman  was  anxious  about  it.  By 
that  treaty,  the  United  States  were  prohibited 
from  fitting  out  privateers  in  any  case.  But  he 
thought  that  gentleman  had  used  a  strong  argu- 
ment against  sending  a  Minister  to  Berlin.  He 
did  not  know  how  far  the  gentleman  was  well 
informed,  but  if  the  object  of  the  Minister  was  to 
prevail  upon  the  King  of  Prussia  to  obtain  an  ac- 
commodation for  us  with  France,  he  thought  it 
would  be  the  worst  policy  which  could  be  adopt- 
ed. Such  an  offer  of  mediation  would  not  oe 
likely  to  produce  an  accommodation.  [Mr.  S. 
said  he  had  mentioned  this  merely  as  a  suggestion 
of  .his  own,  without  any  authority.] 

Another  consideration,  Mr.  G.  said,  which  in- 
duced him  to  be  in  favor  of  reducing  the  appro- 
priation was,  that  the  money  was  altogether  un- 
necessary. He  did  not  suppose  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  wished  to  appropriate  for 
Ministers  who  had  no  existence,  and  the  money 
now  asked  had  been  appropriated  already  in  full. 
It  was  true  it  was  appropriated  for  a  Minister  to 
he  sent  to  Portugal ;  but  none  bad  been  sent  there, 
»o  that  the  money  remained  unexpended,  and  the 
same  gentleman  intended  for  the  former  embassy 
was  now  employed  on  this.  The  fact  was,  that 
their  appropriations  for  foreign  intercourse  were 
not  particularized,  but  made  in  gross.  There  was, 


therefore,  a  sufficient  sum  of  money  in  hand,  since 
the  object  bad  merely  been  changed. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  argued  in  favor  of  the  larger 
sum,  as  it  had  been  usual  to  appropriate  money  to 

Say  the  expense  of  any  Minister  which  the  Presi- 
ent  (according  to  the  powers  placed  in  him  by 
the  Constitution)  thought  it  necessary  to  send 
abroad.  He  thought  it  might  be  attended  with 
bad  consequences  to  withhold  the  necessary  ap- 

Kropriations  for  this  purpose,  especially  when  a 
lioister  bad  already  been  appointed. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  thi&  was  a  subject  which 
had  agitated  the  House  ever  since  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  came  into  the  Government; 
as  it  had  been  his  constant  endeavor  to  swallow 
up  the  Executive  power  in  that  House.  For,  cer- 
tainly, if  that  House  had  the  power  to  appropri- 
ate or  not  to  appropriate,  to  destroy  or  support 
the  appointment  of  a  Minister,  at  their  pleasure, 
it  was  certain  that  the  Executive  was  no  longer 
an  independent  branch  of  Government.  Mr.  S. 
said,  as  he  wished  to  preserve  the  Govern- 
ment pure,  he  should  always  bear  testimony 
against  sucn  a  doctrine.  He  considered  the  Ex- 
ecutive as  the  sole  judge  as  to  the  propriety  of  ap- 
pointing foreign  Ministers;  and,  being  sole  judge, 
that  House  had  no  right  to  judge  over  his  head, 
any  more  than  over  the  head  of  the  Judiciary ; 
and  whenever  any  one  branch  of  Government 
shall  presume  to  judge  over  the  head  of  another, 
there  will  be  an  end  to  the  purity  of  our  system. 

Mr.  Baldwin  spoke  of  the  ground  upon  which 
this  business  was  originally  settled.  He  said*  they 
determined  not  to  say  to  the  President  to  what 
place  a  Minister  should  be  sent,  or  what  quality 
of  Minister  should  be  appointed,  but  they  stipula- 
ted the  quantity  of  money  to  be  expended.  At 
the  time  the  sum  was  first  enlarged,  a  particular 
urgency  existed.  He  looked  upon  the  extension 
of  this  power  as  unfortunate  for  this  country,  and 
he  should  be  against  its  going  further.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  had,  therefore,  disturbed 
himself  unnecessarily,  when  he  thought  this  doc- 
trine was  of  recent  date ;  it  was  certainly  as  old 
as  the  Government. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  the  gentleman  last  up 
was  mistaken.  He  did  not  believe  that  by  con- 
fining the  expenditure,  in  respect  to  foreign  nego- 
tiations, to  $40,000,  it  was  meant  to  trammel  the 
powers  of  the' President ;  but  that  that  sum  was 
granted  because  it  was  thought  it  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  the  purpose.  He  had  no  idea  that  they 
had  a  right  to  restrict  the  President  in  this  re- 
spect. 

Mr.  Sewall  considered  this  question  of  so  much 
importance  t bat  he  could  not  refrain  from  deliv- 
ering his  opinion  upon  it.  He  insisted  upon  the 
Constitution  being  clear  in  placing  the  power  in 
the  Executive,  and  that  the  appointment  of  Min- 
isters stood  upon  the  same  ground  as  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Judges  of  the  Federal  Court.  The 
question,  he  said,  seemed  to  be  come  to  this: 
Whether  the  President  should  obtain  an  appro- 
priation from  that  House  before  he  proceeded  to 
appoint  a  Minister?  A  doctrine  of  this  kind 
would  be  extremely  inconvenient,  since  Congress 
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were  only  in  session  ascertain  periods,  whereas 
it  could  not  be  said  at  what  precise  time  it  should 
be  necessary  to  send  a  Minister  to  a  foreign  coun- 
try. If  the  President  should  be  guilty  of  exces- 
sive ill  conduct,  gentlemen  would  do  well  to  come 
forward  and  say  he  had  done  wrong ;  but,  even 
in  that  case,  he  should  be  doubtful  whether  that 
House  would  be  justified  in  refusing  an  appropri- 
ation, as  it  would  be  necessary  to  punish  the  Presi- 
dent in  a  different  way ;  for,  in  refusing  the  ne- 
cessary money,  the  person  employed  on  the  em- 
bassy would  be  punished,  and  not  the  President. 

Mr.  Gallatin  wished  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  instead  of  being  angry,  had  attended 
to  the  fact  which  he  had  stated,  viz:  that  the 
money  asked  for  was  already  appropriated.  He 
wished,  also,*  that  he  had  inquired  into  the  fact, 
whether,  at  any  time,  they  had  appropriated  for 
the  expense  of  Ministers  before  they  existed  ?  If 
they  were  bound  to  appropriate,  they  were  not 
bound  to  appropriate  beyond  what  was  before 
them.  He  did  not  believe  that  even  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  would  subscribe  to  this  doctrine. 

As  to  what  the  gentleman  had  said  relative  to 
what  had  taken  place  since  he  came  into  that 
House,  he  was  mistaken  altogether.  In  addition 
to  what  bad  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia^  he  would  ask  why  the  law  of  1790 
was  limited  for  two  years,  if  not  meant  to  check 
the  power  of  the  President?  If  Congress  had 
been  of  opinion  that  they  were  bound,  they  would 
have  made  a  permanent  appropriation  as  in  rela- 
tion to  the  public  debt.  It.  because  they  differed 
in  opinion,  they  were  to  charge  each  other  with 
subverting  the  Government,  there  would  be  an 
end  to  business.  He  gave  the  Constitution  a  con- 
struction which  he  thought  right;  that  gentle- 
man, he  supposed,  did  the  same,  and  though,  in 
his  opinion,  his  doctrine  brought  all  Legislative 
power  into  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  yet  he 
would  not  charge  him  with  any  other  than  good 
intentions. 

With  respect  to  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  the  President  had  the  power  only  to  ap- 
point them,  their  number  was  fixed  by  the  Legis- 
lature j  so  that  there  was  a  similar  check  in  both 
oases.  He  thought  the  true  ground  was  the  ex- 
pediency of  the  business. 

Mr.  Harper  asked  whether  that  House  was 
possessed  of  all  the  information  necessary  to  form 
a  judgment  of  the  propriety  of  this  measure. 
Could  they  say  with  propriety,  that  a  Minister 
ought  not  to  be  sent  either  to  Lisbon  or  Berlin  ? 
And  if  the  proposed  sum  were  taken  from  the  ap- 
propriation, one  of  these  missions  must  be  given 
up.  Thus  to  control  the  power  of  the  President. 
in  his  opinion,  would  be  to  destroy  a  provision  of 
the  Constitution,  and  bring  the  President  into  a 
very  humiliating  situation. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  the  appropriation  of 
money  was  not  vested  in  their  hands  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exercising  their  judgment  upon  the  pro- 
priety of  expense,  he  could  not  see  the  use  it  was 
of;  but  he  did  believe  they  had  the  power  of 
controlling  what  appeared  to  them  improper  ex- 
pense, and  that  it  was  their  duty  to  do  so. 


The  question  was  put,  for  filling  the  blank  witk 
the  larger  sum,  viz:  $60,500,  and  carried,- there 
being  fifty  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  7th,  8th,  9th,  10th,  11th,  and  12th  items 
were  agreed  to  without  opposition. 

On  the  $5,000  proposed  lor  the  hospital  depart- 
ment, some  debate  took  place.  It  was  urged  by 
Messrs.  W.  Smith  and  Otis,  on  the  ground  of  its 
having  been  called  for  by  the  proper  department, 
and  that  if  it  was  not  expended,  the  money  would 
be  safe  in  the  Treasury. 

It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Gallatin,  Varncs, 
and  Macon,  as,  in  their  opinion,  unnecessary.  It 
was  alleged  that  the  expense  of  this  department 
had  never  reached  $7,000,  and  that  $10,000  bad 
been  appropriated  this  year,  which  they  thoogbt 
must  prove  sufficient ;  ii  it  were  not,  it  might  be 
supplied  next  session.  Mr.  Gallatin  declared 
he  had  no  faith  in  the  estimates  of  the  War  De- 
partment with  respect  to  the  several  heads  of  ex- 
pense, as  heretofore,  when  the  appropriations  were 
made  general,  and  a  surplus  under  one  head  was 
taken  to  supply  deficiencies  under  another,  the 
hospital  department  had  been  estimated  at  $30,000; 
though,  by  the  return  which  had  been  made  to 
them  last  session,  it  appeared  that  it  scarcely  ever 
exceeded  $6,000.  [It  will  be  recollected  that  last 
session  the  appropriations  for  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment were  made  special,  so  that  in  future  erery 
item  of  expense  must  be  kept  distinct.] 

On  the  motion  for  striking  out  this  item  being 
put,  it  was  negatived— 45  to  33. 

The  question  for  filling  the  blank  with  $5,000, 
was  carried — 49  to  30. 

The  remainder  of  the  items  were  agreed  to. 
without  debate.  The  committee  rose,  the  House 
took  them  up,  and  agreed  to  them,  and  the  bill 
was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading ou 
Monday. 

DUTY  ON  SALT. 

Mr.  Allen  laid  a  resolution  on  the  table,  again 
proposing  a  duty  of  —  cents  per  bushel  on  salt ; 
ordered  to  lie. 

A  confidential  communication  was  received 
from  the  President  or  the  United  States,  as 
follows : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate, 

and  House  of  Representative*  .* 

The  whole  of  the  intelligence  which  has  for  some 
time  past  been  received  from  abroad,  the  correspon- 
dence between  this  Government  and  the  Ministers  of  the 
belligerent  Powers  residing  here,  and  the  advices  from 
the  officers  of  the  United  States,  civil  and  military,  upon 
the  frontiers,  all  conspire  to  show,  in  a  very  strong 
light,  the  critical  situation  of  our  country.  That  Con- 
gress might  be  enabled  to  form  a  more  perfect  judgment 
of  it,  and  of  the  measures  necessary  to  be  taken,  I  have 
directed  tne  proper  officers  to  prepare  such  collection* 
of  extracts  from  the  public  correspondence  as  might 
afford  the  clearest  information.  The  reports  made  to 
me,  from  the  Secretary  of  8tate  and  the  Secretary  of 
War,  with  a  collection  of  documents  from  each  of  them, 
are  now  communicated  to  both  Houses  of  Congress.  I 
have  desired  that  the  Message,  reports,  and  document*, 
may  be  considered  as  confidential*  merely  that  the  men- 
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ben  of  both  Houses  of  Congress  may  be  apprized  of 
their  contents  before  they  should'  be  made  public.  As 
won  as  the  two  Houses  shall  have  heard  them,  I  shall 
lubmit  to  their  discretion  the  publication  of  the  whole  or 
uj  such  parts  of  them  as  they  shall  judge  necessary  or 
expedient  for  the  public  good. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
linns  States,  July  3,  1797. 

The  said  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Sitoreaveb, 
Baldwin,  Dana,  Dawson,  and  Hindman;  that 
they  do  examine  the  matter  thereof,  and  report 
the  same,  with  their  opinion  thereupon,  to  the 
House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  committee  be  instruct- 
ed to  report  whether  it  will  be  proper  to  print  any, 
and  what  part,  of  the  said  communication,  for 
the  use  of  the  members. 


Tuesday,  July  4. 

The  bill  from  the  Senate,  allowing  full  mileage 
to  the  members  of  both  Houses ;  the  bill  respect- 
ing Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls:  and  the  bill  mak- 
ing additional  appropriations  for  the  year  1797, 
were  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

DUTY  ON  SALT. 

Mr.  Allen  called  up  the  resolution  he  yester- 
day laid  upon  the  table,  for  laying  an  additional 
doty  on  salt. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  postpone  the  consider- 
ation of  this  resolution  until  the  second  Monday 
in  November. 

Some  debate  took  place  on  this  question ;  and, 
when  it  came  to  be  taken,  the  House  was  equally 
divided,  there  being  43  votes  for  the  postpone- 
ment, and  43  against  it.  The  Speaker  decided 
against  the  postponement,  and  the  resolution  was 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  im medi- 
ately. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on    this   resolution; 

when 

Mr.  Allen  moved  the  blank  cents  per  bushel 
be  filled  with  twelve. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  wished  the  sum  to  be  seven. 

Mr.  Allen  consented  to  make  it  eight. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  hoped  it  would  be  twelve. 

The  question  was  first  taken  upon  twelve,  and 
negatived,  there  being  only  30  votes  for  it.  It 
**s  next  taken  upon  eight,  and  carried,  47  to  42, 
ind  then  upon  the  resolution  as  amended,  and  car- 
ried by  the  same  numbers. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  took  up  the 
resolution. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Lyon  against  the 
*i.  and  from  Mr.  Williams  in  favor  of  it, 

Mr.  W.  Smith  went  at  considerable  length  into 
i  defence  of  the  measure,  in  the  course  of  which, 
*e  said,  they  had  already  agreed  upon  appropria- 
tes to  the  amount  of  (700,000  or  $800,000,  and 
*ere  not  certain  of  any  revenue  to  meet  the  ex- 
penditure. The  license  act,  he  believed,  might 
trodnce  from  $50,000  to  $60,000  dollars,  and  the 
[amp  act  from  $100,000  to  $150,000,  if  they 
hould  be  passed,  but  he  considered  this  as  doubt- 


ful. But  if  these  laws  were  passed,  this  tax  on 
salt  was  necessary  to  keep  up  the  equilibrium  of 
taxation  ;  for  the  stamp  act  would  almost  exclu- 
sively fall  upon  commerce  and  large  cities ;  this 
would  principally  be  felt  by  the  agricultural  part 
of  the  union ;  and,  if  it  were  not  agreed  to,  they 
must  have  a  land  tax. 

Mr.  Shepard  said,  no  tax  would  operate  so 
equally  as  a  salt  tax,  as  every  citizen  must  make 
use  of  it  in  a  smaller  or  larger  quantity. 

Mr.  Gallatin  opposed  this  tax  on  the  same 
ground  which  he  heretofore  opposed  it,  as  oppres- 
sive to  certain  parts  of  the  Union,  and  no  way 
affecting  others,  and  therefore  wholly  unequal, 
and  particularly  as  it  bore  heavy  on  the  poorer 
classes  of  society.  He  was  against  it  also,  be- 
cause it  was  not  proposed  that  the  amount  of  this 
tax  should  go  towards  a  reduction  of  the  public 
debt,  but  merely  to  encourage  expense  in  the  Gov- 
ernment ;  for  he  believed  if  they  filled  the  Treas- 
ury with  money,  means  would  be  found  to  expend 
it.  Indeed,  if  the  Treasury  had  not  been  at  pres- 
ent in  rather  a  low  state,  he  believed  they  should 
have  gone  into  most  of  the  expensive  measures 
proposed  to  them  this  session.  He  allowed  the 
tax  would  be  productive,  as  a  tax  upon  bread,  air, 
or  any  necessary  of  life,  must  be  productive.  If 
this  tax,  however,  were  to  be  agreed  to,  he  should 
wish  to  make  an  amendment  to  the  present  prop- 
osition. At  present  the  drawback  allowed  to  the 
New  England  States,  on  account  of  salt  used  in 
the  fisheries,  amounted  to  about  $90,000  a  year, 
though  by  tne  statements  it  appeared  there  should 
only  have  been  allowed  $50,000.  To  rectify  this, 
he  proposed  the  following  proviso  to  be  added  to 
the  resolution,  viz : 


Provided,  That  the  allowance  now  given  upon 
sels  employed  in  the  fisheries,  shall  not  be  increased. 

This  amendment  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Har- 
per, Sewall,  Dana,  and  Kittera,  on  the  ground 
of  its  being  an  unfair  way  of  introducing  the 
proposition,  as  no  one  expected  it ;  they  were  not 
prepared  to  meet  it ;  the  correctness  of  the  state- 
ment was  doubted ;  and,  if  it  were  correct,  it  was 
said,  the  proper  way  of  doing  the  business  would 
not  be  to  pass  the  present  law  without  a  drawback, 
but  to  reduce  the  former  drawback  and  make  it 
less  on  this  occasion. 

The  motion  was  supported  by*  the  mover,  and 
Messrs.  Venable  and  Livingston;  but,  after 
some  discussion,  Mr.  Gallatin  withdrew  it.  in 
order  to  give  gentlemen  time  to  make  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  fact  he  had  stated ;  but  he 
expressed  his  intention  of  renewing  the  proposi- 
tion when  the  bill  came  in. 

The  question  then  returned  upon  the  original 
resolution ;  when 

Mr.  Harper  went  at  length  into  a  defence  of 
the  measure,  (in  the  course  of  which  he  charged 
Mr.  Gallatin  with  being  mistaken  $12,000  as  to 
the  amount  of  the  drawback  allowed.)  and  insisted 
that  it  was  a  fair  and  proper  tax,  and  that  so  small 
an  advance  upon  the  present  duty  could  not  oper- 
ate oppressively  upon  any  part  or  the  community. 

Mr.  Nicholas   followed    in    opposition.    He 
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dwelt  considerably  on  the  unjust  and  unequal 
manner  in  which  this  tax  would  operate.  He 
said  he  did  not  view  this  question  as  deciding 
merely  whether  an  additional  tax  of  eight  cents 
should  be  laid  upon  salt ;  but  whether  that  neces- 
sary of  life  should  be  called  upon  for  every  thing 
Government  should  want.  He  was  in  favor  of  a 
direct  tax  which  should  fall  equally,  though  it 
might,  in  the  origin,  be  attended  with  some  con- 
siderable  expense;  but,  if  they  went  on  raising 
partial  sums  in  this  way  by  indirect  means,  the 
expense  of  instituting  a  direct  tax  would  always 
be  an  obstacle,  and  indirect  taxes  would  always 
be  had  recourse  to.  He  did  not  believe  it  to  De 
absolutely  necessary  to  provide  a  revenue  this 
session,  as  he  believed  money  might  as  well  be 
borrowed  without  as  with  additional  revenue, 
and,  at  the  next  session,  the  subject  could  be  fully 
gone  into. 

Mr.  Lyon  spoke  of  the  discontent  whicb  had 
always  been  shown  in  the  part  of  the  country  from 
whence  he  came,  whicb,  he  said,  would  be  greatly 
increased  by  this  addition.  It  was  not  only  a  duty 
of  eight  cents,  every  cent  would  be  made  four  be- 
fore the  salt  reached  them.  There  was  no  kind 
of  tax  which  his  constituents  would  not  sooner 
bear.  It  had  been  said  that  a  land  tax  would  cost 
twenty-fiye  per  cent,  to  collect  it ;  but  what  was 
twenty-five  compared  with  three  hundred  per 
cent.?  Nor  did  he  believe  this  tax  would  prevent 
a  land  tax.  He  believed  they  should  go  on  taxing 
the  people  until  they  would  be  greatly  dissatisfied. 
He  would  much  rather  a  tax  of  eight  cents  was 
laid  upon  tea,  which  would  produce  an  equal  sum. 

The  question  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and 
decided  in  the  affirmative — 47  to  41,  as  follows : 

Yeas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  James  A.  Bay- 
am,  David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  Christopher  G. 
Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  Wm.  Craik, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis, 
George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  Wm. 
Gordon,  Roger  Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper, 
Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hob 
mer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel 
Lyman,  William  Matthews,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison 
G.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed,  James  Schure- 
man,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sin- 
nickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel 
Smith,  William  Smith,  of  Charleston,  John  Swanwick, 
George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson, 
John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Wil- 
liams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel 
Benton,  Richard  Brent,  'Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Bur- 
gee, Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Matthew 
Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
Lucas  Elmendorph,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin, 
James  Gillespie,  William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell, 
John  MiUedge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Tompson 
J.  Skinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District,  Rich- 
ard Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter, 
Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph 
B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 


After  the  first  call  was  finished,  Mr.  Bloust 
came  in,  and  said  he  was.  called  out  to  the  door, 
and,  from  the  noise  without  doors,  he  had  not 
heard  his  name  called.  His  vote  being  refused 
to  be  admitted,  he  said  he  should  then  call  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  the  passing  of  the  bill. 

A  committee  was  appointed  to  report  a  bill 
in  pursuance  of  this  resolution  ;  and  the  House 
adjourned. 


Wednesday,  July  5. 

A  bill  was  reported  for  laying  a  duty  upon  salt, 
which  was  twice  read,  and  ordered  to  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  this  day, 
after  a  motion  was  lost  for  postponing  it  till  the 
second  Monday  in  November,  by  39  to  33. 

AUTHORIZING  A  LOAN. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  loan  of  money;  when 

Mr.  W.  Smith  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  which 
was  to  be  inserted  the  money  to  be  borrowed  with 
$800,000,  which,  he  said,  was  about  the  amount 
of  the  appropriations  of  the  present  session. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  it  was,  perhaps,  not  very 
material  as  to  the  exact  sum  with  which  this 
blank  was  filled ;  but  the  appropriations  of  this 
session  did  not  amount  to  that  sum.  One  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  dollars  had  been  appro- 
priated for  the  fortifications,  and  the  amount  of 
the  appropriation  bill  was  $567,000,  whicb  made 
a  little  over  $700,000 ;  and  there  would  certainly 
be  a  considerable  overplus  of  revenue  to  meet,  in 
part,  this  expense. 

Mr.  Harper  denied  that  a  surplus  of  revenue 
in  the  present  year  could  be  depended  on.  The 
revenue  of  1796,  indeed,  had  proved  much  more 
productive  than  was  expected.  The  first  quarter  of 
1797  had  also  been  very  productive ;  but  the  ac- 
counts were  brought  up  no  later,  and,  consequent- 
ly, it  was  impossible  to  know  what  defalcations 
would  take  place  in  the  three  last  quarters  of  this 
year,  or  how  productive  the  whole  revenue  of  it 
would  be.  Should  it  be  as  productive  as  that  cf 
1796,  there  would,  indeed,  be  a  surplus  above  the 
appropriations  of  last  session  j  but  this  was  uncer- 
tain. The  revenue  of  1797  was,  indeed,  to  arise 
from  importations  already  made,  and  bonds  now 
in  the  custom-house ;  but  there  might  be  great 
failure  in  the  payment  of  those  bonds.  It  was 
known  how  much  the  trading  capital  of  this 
country,  which  stood  pledged  for  the  payment, 
had  been  diminished  by  late  events — by  the  fall 
of  prices  last  year,  by  the  great  amount  of  pro- 
perty detained:  abroad,  and  by  the  spoliations  now 
going  on.  It  was  impossible  to  tell  how  great 
the  spoliations  would  become,  and  to  what  degree 
all  these  causes  united  might  render  the  mer- 
chants unable  to  pay  their  bonds— consequently, 
how  productive  the  revenue  of  this  year  might 
be.  tie  hoped  there  would  be  a  great  surplus ; 
but  it  was  quite  uncertain ;  and,  in  this  uncertain- 
ty, he  thought  it  wise  so  to  extend  the  power  of 
borrowing  as  to  cover  any  possible  deficiency* 
This  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  be  done  with  less 
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ban  $800,000,  which  might  be  wanted ;  and  if  it 
ras  not.  would  not  be  borrowed. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  said,  besides  the  two  items  men- 
ion  ed  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  there 
iras  $10,000  or  $15,000  appropriated  for  agents 
inder  the  British  Treaty.  There  was  also  aoo- 
ber  article  which  might  be  agreed  to  in  the 
course  of  the  session,  which  should  be  included 
n  the  loan.  There  could  be  no  inconvenience 
torn  giving  authority  to  borrow  a  larger  sum 
than  required,  as  it  would  be  drawn  only  as  it 
ras  wanted,  and  the  interest  charged  only  from 
the  time  the  money  was  got.  The  surplus  of  re- 
reoueT  as  his  colleague  had  stated,  was  very  pre- 
carious; $600,000  might  be  sufficient,  but  of  that 
there  was  no  certainty. 

Mr.  Gallatin  did  not  know  why  gentlemen 
should  wKh  to  increase  this  sum  beyond  the  ap- 
propriations of  this  session,  as  there  was  already 
authority  in  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking 
Fund  to  borrow  more  money  than  they  could  get. 
He  believed  the  excess  of  revenue  would  be  suffi- 
cient, as  last  year  there  was  an  increase  of 
$700,000,  and  this  year  there  would  not  be  a  less 
sum.  He  wished  to  have  the  blank  filled  with 
the  amount  of  the  appropriations,  viz :  $697,000. 

Mr.  Williams  was  in  favor  of  the  larger  sum. 

The  question  for  filling  the  blank  with  $800,000 
was  put  and  carried— 43  to  34. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading  this  day,  which 
it  afterwards  received,  and  passed. 

DUTY  ON  SALT. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
od  the  bill  for  laying  an  additional  duty  on  salt ; 
when 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  strike  out  all  that  re- 
lated to  the  allowing  of  a  drawback  to  vessels 
employed  in  the  fishing  trade,  on  the  ground  that 
he  yesterday  stated,  viz:  that  the  allowance  at 
present  made  was  too  large  by  $40,000  a  year, 
taking  the  year  1794  for  his  data;  but  it  appeared 
that  in  the  year  1795  tbere  was  a  deficiency  in 
that  trade,  owing  principally,  it  was  supposed,  to 
the  great  demand  for  seamen  in  the  merchant 
semce.  He,  therefore,  would  take  the  calcula- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Hah  per.)  made  yesterday,  and,  instead  of  calling 
the  amount  of  drawback  allowed  $90,000,  he 
would  state  it  to  be  $78,000;  and  even  then,  he 
said,  the  drawback  at  present  allowed  would  ex- 
ceed by  two  thousand  dollars  the  drawback  to 
which  they  would  be  entitled,  if  the  present  duty 
took  place. 

He  spoke  generally  against  the  tax  as  oppres- 
sive to  the  back  country ;  but  if  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  and  others,  were  determined 
to  increase  the  tax,  he  should  wish  their  part  of 
the  country  to  pay  their  share  of  it. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Vena- 
ble,  Nicholas,  Clay,  McDowell,  and  Macon. 

It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Sewall,  Otis,  Har- 
na,  Coit,  Brooks,  Kittbba,  J.  Williams,  and 
Daytoh. 


The  calculation  of  the  quantity  of  salt  estimated 
.to  be  necessary  to  be  used  for  a  quintal  of  fish, 
(one  bushel,)  was  said  to  be  stated  too  low;  that 
the  sum  allowed  was  not  only  meant  as  a  draw- 
back  of  the  duty,  but  also  as  a  bounty  on  the  fish* 
ing  trade — as  being  a  nursery  for  seamen,  and 
serving  as  a  kind  of  naval  militia  for  the  United 
States. 

If  it  should  appear,  however,  that  the  present 
allowance  was  too  great,  (which,  by  some  gen- 
tlemen in  favor  of  this  motion,  which  was  in 
blank,  seemed  to  be  acknowledged,)  a  less  allow- 
ance might  be  make  in  this  bill;  but  they  could 
not  consent  to  the  bill  passing  without  a  draw- 
back. 

The  question  for  striking  out  the  clause  was 
taken,  and  negatived — 49  to  41. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  50  per 
cent.,  instead  of  66$.  which  was  the  drawback  al- 
lowed by  the  present  law. 

Mr.  Hartley  thought  this  sum  too  high. 

Mr.  Williams  moved  33)  per  cent.,  which  was 
carried  without  a  division. 

Mr..  Nicholas  moved  a  limitation  clause,  to 
continue  the  act  in  force  for  two  years,  and  from 
thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

This  motion  was  carried— 42  to  39. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  agreed  to 
the  amendments.  The  yeas  and  nays  were  called 
upon  the  limitation  clause,  and  were  taken,  and 
stood — yeas  47,  nays  43,  as  follows: 

Yxas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
ton, Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
8amuel  J.  Cabell,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis.  John 
Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomas 
Evans,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Thomas  Hartley,  Jonathan  N.  Havens, 
David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kitten, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Tomp- 
son  J.  8kinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District, 
Richard  8prigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sum- 
ter, John  Swanwick,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip 
Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jun.,  James  A. 
Bayard,  David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  Demsey  Bur- 
gee, Christopher  G.  Champlin,  James  Cochran,  Joshua 
Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  James  Daven- 
port, John  Dennis,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jona- 
than Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chaoncey  Goodrich,  Wil- 
liam Gordon,  Roger  Crriswold,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper, 
William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H. 
Imlay,  Samuel  Lyman,  William  Matthews,  Lewis  R. 
Morris,  Harrison  6.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed, 
John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall, 
William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sit- 
greaves,  Jeremiah  8mith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  George  Thatcher,  Mark  Thom- 
son, John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading  this  day ;  and  before  the  House  rose,  it 
received  it,  and  passed.  The  yeas  and  nays  on 
its  passage  stood  45  to  40,  as  follows: 
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Yias — John  Allen,  James  A.  Bayard,  David  Brooke, 
Stephen  Bullock,  John  Chapman,  Christopher  G. 
Champlin,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W. 
Dana,  James  Davenport,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent, 
Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan 
Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  Roger 
Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  William  Hindman, 
Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes 
Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  William  Matthews,  Lewis  R. 
Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Reed, 
John  Rutledge,  jun.,  James  Schareman,  Samuel  Sewall, 
William  Shepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sit- 
greaves,  Jeremiah  Smith,  Nathaniel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  of  Charleston,  John  8  wan  wick,  George  That- 
cher, Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Peleg  Wads- 
worth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
ton, Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Demsey  B urges,  Sainuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John 
Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph.  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gal- 
latin, James  Gillespie,  Wm.  B.  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas, Tomp- 
son  J.  Skinner,  William  Smith,  of  Pinckney  District, 
Richard  &prigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sum- 
ter, Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and 
Robert  Williams. 

TRANSFER  OF  8TOCK. 

A  bill  was  received  from  the  Senate  for  contin- 
uing in  force  an  act  to  revive  and  continue  in 
force  an  act  authorizing  the  transfer  of  stock  stand- 
ing to  the  credit  of  certain  States;  which  was  read 
the  first,  second,  and  third  time  and  passed. 

COLLECTION  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE. 

Mr.  W.  Smith  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  bill  regulating  the  collection  of  certain  in- 
ternal revenues. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  this  bill  to  be  postponed 
until  next  session,  as  it  was  not  of  any  immediate 
importance,  and  he  wished  that  they  should  by  all 
means  finish  their  business  in  the  course  of  this 
ween. 

Mr.  Macon  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  further  consideration  of 
the  subject. 

This  motion  was  carried,  there  being  46  votes 
in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Sitgheavbs,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  Message  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  third  instant,  made  a  report, 
in  part,  which  he  delivered  in  at  the  Clerk's  table, 
where  the  same  was  twice  read,  and  agreed  to  by 
the  House,  as  follows : 

"  That,  in  their  opinion,  it  will  be  proper  to  print  the 
whole  of  the  said  communication,  with  the  documents 
accompanying  it,  for  the  use  of  the  members." 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  upon 
the  members  of  this  House,  as  far  as  relates  to  the 
said  Message,  be  taken  off. 


Thursday.  July  6. 
The  bill  making  further  appropriations  for  the 


year  1797,  was  received  from  the  Senate,  with  an 
amendment  proposing  to  add  a  clause  to  it  of  for- 
ty-five thousand  dollars  on  account  of  our  treaties 
with  the  Mediterranean  Powers.  It  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  confidential  communication  of  the  Pre- 
sident with  respect  to  Algerine  business. 

Mr.  Sprigg  presented  a  memorial  from  Major 
Lewis,  extra  aid-de-camp  to  General  Wayne,  for 
pay  for  his  services  in  that  capacity.  After  some 
opposition  it  was  referred  to  a  select  committee  to 
report  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and,  before  the  House 
rose,  a  oill  was  reported,  and  committed  for  to- 
morrow. , 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  confidential  communication  ot 
Mondayjast,  reported  the  following  resolution,  viz: 

"  Resolved,  That  William  Blount,  *  8ensior  of  tfe 
United  States,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee,  be  impetdh 
ed  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

This  resolution  was  twice  read  and  committed 
for  this  day. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  W.  Smith,  for  go- 
ing immediately  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  this  business ;  but  it  was  withdrawn  in  order 
to  take  up  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  laying  additional  licenses  on  the  retailers  of 

FOREIGN  WINES  AND  SPIRITS. 

The  principal  amendments  of  the  Senate  wen 
to  extend  the  licenses  to  domestic  wines  and  spir 
its,  as  well  as  to  those  of  foreign  manufacture. 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  were  supported 
by  Messrs.  J.  Williams,  Sewall,  Skinner,  and 
Varnum,  on  the  ground  of  making  the  duty  fall 
more  equally,  as  at  present,  it  was  asserted,  that 
some  States  paid  far  more  than  others.  Mr.  Wil- 
liams in  particular  asserted,  that  the  State  of  New 
York  paid  one-fifth  of  the  whole. 

The  amendments  were  opposed  by  Messrs.  Gal- 
latin, Hartley,  Kittera,  Venable,  Dayton 
Dennis,  Coit,  and  Craik,  as  oppressive  to  the 
small  farmers  of  this  country,  who  had  just  been 
taxed  by  an  additional  duty  on  salt,  and  as  tend- 
ing to  destroy  all  those  small  distilleries  that  dis- 
tilled for  sale  from  ten  to  twenty  gallons  a  year.  ! 

After  considerable  discussion,  a  motion  wd 
made  for  the  committee  to  rise^  which  was  carried 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chairman,  (Mr.  Dext. 
And  on  leave  being  asked  for  the  committee  to  si 
again,  it  was  refused — 52  to  31. 

The  further  consideration  of  the  subject  w^ 
then  postponed  until  the  second  Monday  in  No 
vember. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sitgreaveb,  the  Housed 
solved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  ofl 
the  resolution  reported  for  impeaching  William 
Blount;  when 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  if  there  were  no  objection^ 
to  the  proposition,  he  hoped  the  committee  would 
rise  and  report  it ;  or,  if  any  information  should  bt 
wanted  on  the  subject,  he  should  endeaver  to  girt 
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the  committee  all  that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to 
give. 

Mr.  Skinner  said,  he  had  doubts  in  his  mind 
whether  the  House  had  any  right  to  interfere  in 
the  business. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  observed,  that  when  the  com- 
munication was  first  made  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  it  appeared  so  evident  to  him  that 
the  occasion  called  for  some  active  steps  being 
taken,  that  he  immediately  took  the  opinions  of 
the  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Rawle,and  Mr.  Lewis. 
to  whom  he  proposed  certain  questions.  A  copy 
of  the  opinion  which  they  returned  to  him  had 
been  transmitted  to  the  committee.  It  stated  that 
the  above  gentlemen  had  considered  the  letter  of 
William  Blount,  and  the  several  questions  pro- 
posed thereon,  and  answered: 

1.  That  the  letter  is  evidence  of  a  crime. 

2.  That  the  crime  was  of  the  denomination  of  a 
misdemeanor. 

3.  That  William  Blount,  being  a  Senator,  is 
liable  to  impeachment  for  the  said  crime  before  the 
Senate. 

It  was  in  conformity  to  this  opinion,  that  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  thought  himself 
bound  to  communicate  the  letter  to  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  leave  it  for  them  to  act  upon 
the  occasion.  If  the  opinion  of  these  high  law 
characters  was  correct,  there  could  be  no  doubt  of 
(he  part  which  they  ought  to  take.  For  his  own 
part  he  had  not  been  able  to  see  why  the  members 
of  the  Senate  were  not  as  fair  objects  of  impeach- 
ment as  any  other  officers  of  Government.  He 
believed,  upon  a  candid  review  of  the  Constitution, 
it  would  be  seen  that  there  was  no  restriction  upon 
the  right  of  impeachment.  There  was  a  restriction 
upon  the  punishment  to  be  inflicted,  but  not  upon 
the  right.  He  would  not  pretend  to  say  the  right 
ought  not,  however,  be  circumscribed  m  some  re- 
spects. He  believed  a  Senator  could  not  be  im- 
peached for  any  thing  he  might  do  as  a  legislator; 
though  this  should  be  understood  with  limitation  ; 
for,  if  corruption  could  be  proved  upon  him,  it 
would  be  fair  ground  of  impeachment,  though. 
acting  in  the  ordinary  course  ot  legislation  he  coula 
oot  be  called  to  account  for  his  conduct  out  of  the 
House.  He  believed,  that  in  a  Government  like 
our*,  the  right  of  impeachment  was  a  very  valua- 
ble right  It  was  a  sort  of  process  calculated  to 
reach  State  offenders,  not  otherwise  amenable  to 
punishment ;  and  there  was  no  fear  that  in  this 
country  this  power  would  be  abused,  as  in  another 
country,  to  serve  the  purposes  of  a  Minister  or  a 
party,  as  both  the  body  which  makes  the  accusa- 
tions, and  the  court  which  decides  upon  the  charge, 
tfe  the  real  representatives  of  the  people,  the  one 
immediately,  and  the  other  mediately. 

In  England,  Mr.  S.  said,  this  trial  by  impeach- 
ment had  been  carried  beyond  official  cases.  He 
nstanced  the  famous  trial  of  Doctor  Sacheverell, 
who  was  impeached  for  preaching  a  libellous  ser- 
mon. It  was  well  known  that  this  cause  divided 
fhe  kingdom,  and  that  the  first  talents  were  called 
in  to  the  aid  of  the  Doctor. 

The  Senate,  Mr.  S.  said,  was  peculiarly  con- 
ducted. Its  powers  were  of  a  complicated  na- 
5th  Con.— 1 5 


ture ;  they  were  Legislative,  Executive,  and  Judi- 
cial. In  consequence  of  their  Executive  powers, 
they  had  possession  of  all  the  secrets  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive. The  officer  who  was  charged  in  this 
case,  he  said;  had  particular  relation  to  this  part 
of  the  functions  ot  the  Senate ;  for,  having  this 
participation  in  the  secrets  of  Government,  it  was 
a  particular  breach  of  official  duty,  when  a  Sena- 
tor attempted  to  seduce  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  from  his  duty. 

'So  also  when  a  Senator  of  the  United  States 
shall  endeavor  to  deprive  the  Government  of  his 
country,  or  its  agents,  of  the  confidence  of  a  for- 
eign nation;  when  he  shall  endeavor,  by  seduct- 
ive arts,  to  lead  a  foreign  nation  to  commit  hos- 
tilities on  his  country,  it  was  certainly  such  a 
violation  of  his  duty  as  would  warrant  an  im- 
peachment. Mr.  S.  said,  these  were  the  conside- 
rations which  had  induced  the  committee  to  make 
the  report  they  had  made ;  it  was  for  the  House 
to  act  upon  it  as  they  saw  proper.  , 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  his  doubts  with  respect  to 
the  Constitutional  right  of  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  the  committee  had  neglected 
something  which  ought  to  have  been  done.  They 
ought  to  have  had  some  satisfaction  with  respect 
to  the  truth  of  the  charge ;  they  were  not  to  act 
upon  mere  sdspicion.  This  was  his  first  impres- 
sion on  the  subject;  but  he  had  yet  made  little  in- 
quiry on  the  matter ;  he  thought,  however,  before 
they  declared  a  man  in  any  degree  guilty,  they 
should  have  evidence  before  them. 

It  did  not  appear  to  him  that  a  member  of  the 
Legislature  could  be  termed  an  officer  of  Govern- 
ment ;  for  so  far  as  a  Senator  had  to  do  with  the 
Executive,  his  character  was  merely  that  of  an 
adviser,  and  he  doubted  therefore,  whether  he 
could,  in  giving  his  opinion,  be  liable  to  prosecu- 
tion; nor  did  he  think  his  crime  of  corrupting  an 
officer  was  the  greater  because  he  was  a  Senator. 

Mr.  N.  declared,  however,  that  he  was  as  ready 
to  act  upon  the  business  as  any  person  in  the 
House,  and  gave  as  much  credit  to  the  charge. 
He  wished  to  probe  the  business  to  the  bottom* 
He  thought  they  should  inquire  whether  there 
was  not  another  person  equally  culpable  with 
William  Blount — he  meant  the  British  Min- 
ister. 

He  suggested  the  propriety  of  deferring  the 
whole  business  till  next  session,  as  he  did  not  see 
any  advantage  that  would  be  derived  from  deter- 
mining upon  it  at  present,  except  it  were  by 
making  an  example  of  the  offender.  He  sup- 
posed there  would  be  no  danger  of  his  escaping ; 
and  if  he  were  to  escape,  he  did  not  know  that  it 
would  make  any  considerable  difference,  as  the 
only  punishment  which  could  be  inflicted  upon 
him  would  be  a  disqualification  from  office. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  this  subject  was  altogether 
new  to  him.  He  never  had  turned  his  mind  to 
the  Constitutional  question  with  relation  to  im- 
peachment before  this  morning.  Of  course,  what 
he  should  say,  would  be  more  in  the  shape  of 
queries  than  of  any  thing  else,  as  he  had  not 
formed  any  decisive  opinion  upon  it.  He  was 
not,  therefore,  ready  to  vote  upon  the  subject,  but 
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merely  wished  to  submit  his  doubts  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

It  had  struck  him,  upon  a  cursory  view  of  the 
Constitution,  that  whatever  might  have  been  the 
extent  to  which  impeachment  was  carried  in 
England,  by  our  Constitution  impeachment  in 
this  country  must  be  limited  to  the  officers  of 
Government  alone.  He  had  derived  this  idea 
from  the  two  following  clauses  in  the  Constitu- 
tion, viz : 

"  The  President,  Vice  President,  and  all  civil  officers 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  removed  from  office,  on 
impeachment  for,  and  conviction  of,  treason,  bribery,  or 
other  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors." 

"  Judgment  in  cases  of  impeachment  shall  not  ex- 
tend further  than  to  a  removal  from  office,  and  disqual- 
ification to  bold  and  enjoy  any  office  of  honor,  trust,  or 
profit,  under  the  United  Stales.  But  the  party  con- 
victed shall,  nevertheless,  be  liable  and  subject  to  in- 
dictment, trial,  judgment,  and  punishment,  according  to 
law." 

It  appeared  from  these  clauses,  that  wherever  an 
officer  of  Government  committed  an  offence  upon 
which  a  judgment  of  impeachment  should  be  had, 
he  was  also  liable  to  indictment  according  to  law, 
as  the  extent  of  the  punishment  from  an  im- 
peachment was  a  removal  from  office,  and  a  dis- 
qualification to  hold  in  future  any  dffice  of  honor, 
trust,  or  profit,  in  the  United  States. ,  He  did  not 
think  the  case  of  Dr.  Sacheverell  in  point.  It  was 
his  opinion,  that,  by  the  Constitution,  officers  of 
the  Government  only  were  intended  to  be  im- 
peached, and  not  members  of  the  Legislature. 

His  colleague  bad  given  it  as  his  opinion,  that 
a  member  of  that  House  might  be  impeached  for 
his  vote,  if  bribery  could  be  proved,  though  the 
Constitution  expressly  declares,  that  no  member 
shall  be  questioned  out  of  the  House  for  any  thing 
he  may  do  in  his  character  as  a  legislator.  He 
supposed  this  clause  was  meant  to  prevent  any 
interference  of  the  Executive ;  but  if  a  man  were 
to  be  called  in  question  for  a  vote,  though  not  for 
a  speech,  the  privilege  which  he  had  always  un- 
derstood that  they  enjoyed,  would  be  greatly  nar- 
rowed. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  appropriate 
punishment  for  offences  committed  within  those 
walls  wasexpulsion ;  and  that  impeachment  could 
not  apply  to  them. 

An  argument  had  been  adduced  in  favor  of  im- 
peachment of  a  Senator,  from  that  body  having 
free  access  to  the  Executive  records.  This  asser- 
tion was  not  correct ;  as  he  recollected  a  case  in 
which  the  Senate  applied  to  the  President  for  cer- 
tain papers,  which,  if  they  had  had  free  access  to 
his  record,  they  would  not  have  had  occasion  to 
have  requested.  He  also  recollected  that  the  re- 
quest was  only  granted  in  part.  He  believed 
indeed  that  some  Senators,  as  well  as  some 
members  of  the  House,  might,  by  special  favor  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  have  access  to  this  record ; 
but  he  believed  it  might  be  refused  to  the  mem- 
bers of  either  House. 

It  was  said  this  offence  was  the  seduction  of  an 
officer  of  the  Government.  He  knew  nothing  of 
the  offence ;  but  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  offence 
should  be  greater  because  committed  by  a  Sena- 


tor. He  knewjaot  whether  this  Carey,  an  Iodiai 
interpreter,  was  an  officer  nominated  by  the  Pre 
sident,  ana  approved  by  the  Senate.  He  koei 
nothing  of  the  fact.  It  was  therefore  necessary 
to  have  some  further  information  on  the  subject, 

With  relation  to  the  letter  itself,  it  was  of  J 
very  serious  nature;  so  serious,  that  though  hi 
conceived  it  scarcely  ripe  for  Legislative  inqairf 
he  thought  it  called  for  strict  Executive  inquiry 
He  thought  they  should  know  something  of  tbi 
fact  that  the  letter  was  William  Blount's.  I 
was  nothing  less  than  a  conspiracy  between  i 
number  of  men,  in  the  United  States,  and  tin 
British  Government.  He  said  a  number  of  mei 
because  the  letter  mentions  a  Captain  Chesholn 
who  held  correspondence  with  the  British  Minis 
ter  at  Philadelphia  last  Winter,  so  that  at  least  twj 
officers  of  Government  were  acquainted  with  tin 
plan.    [He  read  an  extract  from  the  letter.] 

It  appeared,  therefore,  that  a  most  serious  plaj 
had  been  laid,  in  which  Captain  Chesholm  was  i 
partner,  and  made  the  instrument  to  confer  wit) 
the  British  Minister;  that  a  man  of  some  coos 
quence  was  gone  to  England,  and  that  the  desi# 
was  an  attack  upon  the  Spaniards  in  America! 
so  that  the  plan,  if  carried  into  effect,  must  inioU 
us  in  a  war  with  that  nation.  This  plan,  Mr.  G 
said,  had  been  suspected  by  the  Spanish  Ministej 
at  Philadelphia,  who  had  addressed  our  Execute 
more  than  once  upon  the  subject ;  and  also  by  tbi 
Ministers  of  France  and  Spain  at  Charlestc 
who,  in  order  to  meet  the  attack,  had  pure  has 
ail  the  arms  and  ammunition  they  could  me 
with,  and  sent  them  to  Augustine.  How  far  t 
Legislature  should  go  into  the  business,  or  wheth 
it  should  be  left  to  the  Executive,  he  did  notkuo* 
At  first,  he  thought  the  subject  wholly  of  a 
Executive  nature.  J 

Mr.  G.  observed  that  what  he  had  deliver* 
were  mere  cursory  thoughts.  He  wished  to  heal 
the  subject  discussed,  as  he  should  attend  moitti 
the  arguments  of  gentlemen  in  that  House  tiai 
to  the  opinions  of  legal  authority.  As  to  the  le 
gality  of  the  question,  they  were  certainly  bettel 
judges  than  himself;  but  as  the  power  of  imj 
peach  men t  was  committed  to  that  House,  the] 
certainly  ought  to  judge  for  themselves.  H| 
mentioned  this  because  he  thought  the  answer  o 
these  legal  gentlemen  very  curious,  viz :  "  tbi 
the  letter  was  evidence  of  a  crime ;  that  this  crimi 
was  a  misdemeanor;  and  that  it  is  liable  to  in* 
peachment."  When  the  President  asked  adrici 
what  he  should  do,  the  answer  seemed  to  be  a  6 
rection  to  that  House  what  they  should  do ;  aj< 
this  was  advice  unasked.  Perhaps,  however,  tfcj 
answer  given  to  them  was  only  partial.  He  wish 
ed,  if  it  could  be  done  with  propriety,  that  tw 
business  might  be  postponed  till  the  next  session 
He  understood  that  the  gentleman  was  suppose 
to  have  taken  his  seat  in  the  Senate  to-day.  & 
to  expelling  him  from  his  seat,  that  might  bedooe 
now,  and  when  that  was  done  it  would  preresi 
him  from  doing  any  further  harm.  The  disqu*" 
fication  might  take  place  at  the  next  session  ** 
well  as  at  the  present. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  the  first  impressions  upon  to 
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mind  were,  that  a  Senator  was  not  impeachable, 
but,  upon  further  inquiry,  he  had  found  reason  to 
doubt  his  opinion. 

He  asked  whether  a  power  could  be  impeached 
for  any  offence  which  was  not  a  violation  of  offi- 
cial duty.  He  thought  this  was  clear  by  the  Con- 
stitution. A  judge  was  certainly  a  civil  officer, 
yet,  if  he  were  guilty  of  treason  against  the  Uni- 
ted States  "  by  levying  war  against  them,  or  ad- 
hering to  their  enemies,  giving  them  aid  and  com- 
fort," though  this  would  be  no  breach  of  official 
duty,  he  might  certainly  be  impeached  for  the 
offence. 

Another  inquiry  was,  whether  members  of  the 
Legislature  were  officers  in  the  sense  of  the  Con- 
stitution. This  was  an  inquiry  of  great  im- 
portance. 

The  right  of  impeachment  seemed  to  be  a  right 
clearly  political ;  it  was  a  right  in  Government 
to  protect  itself  by  displacing  from  its  councils 
men  who  were  faithless  and  unworthy.  Taken 
in  this  view,  the  reason  of  the  thing  seemed 
strongly  to  apply  to  the  members  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 

With  respect  to  a  legislator  being  a  civil  offi- 
cer, he  would  ask  whether,  if.  a  man  was  displac- 
ed from  a  civil  office,  be  would  be  eligible  to*  be 
elected  as  a  member  of  the  Legislature?  This 
would  be  an  absurd  conclusion,  unless  it  should 
be  said  that  to  be  elected  to  such  a  situation  was 
to  be  in  a  place  of  neither  honor,  twist,  or  profit. 

Another  clause  of  the  Constitution  said,  "  that 
no  title  of  nobility  shall  be  granted,  and  no  per- 
son holding  any  office  of  profit  or.  trust  shall  ac- 
cept of  any  present,  emolument,  office,  or  title  of 
apy  kind  whatever  from  any  King,  Prince,  or  for- 
eign State."  And  it  was  not  meant  to  be  said 
that,  though  our  officers  were  not  to  be  allowed 
to  receive  emoluments.  dfcc.,  the  members  of  the 
Legislature  were  not  forbidden  to  do  it.  This 
would  be  strange  doctrine. 

He  would  submit  to  the  committee  what  he 
conceived  to  be  their  duty.  He  thought  the 
House  should  be  fully  satisfied  of  the  fact ;  but  if 
there  was  any  doubt  as  to  the  flagrancy  of  the 
offence,  or  the  liability  of  the  person  to  be  thus 
tried,  these  doubts  should  be  left  to  the  decision 
of  the  Senate,  as  the  proper  constituted  authority. 
As  to  the  inquiry  relative  to  facts,  the  committee 
did  not  conceive  that  that  inquiry  ought  to  ex- 
tend to  a  foreign  Minister.  They  had  nothing  to 
do  with  him.  He  did  not  crime  within  their  cog- 
nizance. 

Mr.  D.  thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  as  to 
the  fact  of  the  Tetter  being  really  Mr.  Blount's,  as 
several  persons  in  the  House  could  prove  his  hand- 
writing. It  was  necessary  first  to  enter  into  this 
general  resolution.  Afterwards  specific  articles 
of  impeachment  could  be  prepared. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  it  was  observable  that  no 
gentleman  had  ventured  to  do  any  more  than  ex- 
press his  doubts,  both  as  to  the  fact  and  the  law 
on  this  occasion.  With  respect  to  the  fact  he  did 
not  expect  any  doubt.  He  believed  that  any  gen- 
tleman at  all  conversant  with  that  branch  of  law 
learning  which  relates  to  impeachment,  must 


know  that  impeachments  have  always  been  found- 
ed on  official  documents,  or  upon  circumstances 
of  notoriety,  and  not  upon  facts  found  as  before  a 
grand  jury.  In  this  instance  they  had  received 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Blount  sufficiently  authentica- 
ted in  the  communication  of  the  President. 

He  was  sorry  that  the  measures  which  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  taken  in  this  business  should  have 
been  censured,  even  by  insinuation.  Mr.  S.  said 
he  had  read  the  opinion  of  high  law  authority 
which  had  been  obtained  by  the  Executive.  When 
he  did  this  he  thought  he  was  giving  proof  of  the 
honorable  motives  of  the  Executive.  Informa- 
tion had  been  given  to  the  Executive  which,  on 
the  first  blush,  showed  designs  against  the  peace 
of  the  United  States.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
President  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  United 
States.  It  was  natural  and  right  for  him,  there- 
fore, to  take  the  opinion  of  those  persons  who 
were  best  qualified  to  direct  bim  what  course 
would  be  best  to  be  pursued.  These  gentlemen 
had  given  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  proper  way 
of  proceeding  would  be  by  impeachment,  and,  in 
effect,  that  the  President  had  no  more  to  do  with 
it,  but  that  it  should  be  turned  over  to  the  proper 
branch  of  the  Government.  In  consequence,  the 
President  communicated  more  to  the  House  than 
he  had  done  to  ihe  Senate,  as  the  original  letter 
of  William  Blount  was  sent  to  them  as  evidence 
upon  which  they  were  to  found  their  charge. 
The  President  did  not  direct  them  to  impeach, 
but  he  had  laid  before  them  the  facts,  with  the 
opinion  of  the  law  officers. 

Mr.  S.  conceived  that  the  conduct  of  the  Presi- 
dent had  been  strictly  proper.  He  would  pass  on 
to  the  Constitutional  doubts  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed. It  was  acknowledged  that  there  was  no 
restriction  upon  the  right  of  impeachment ;  but 
his  colleague  thought  that  something  like  a  re- 
striction might  be  gathered  from  the  fourth  clause 
of  the  second  article  of  the  Constitution,  which 
he  had  quoted.  It  was  to  be  observed  that  this 
article  was  found  in  that  part  of  the  Constitution 
which  related  only  to  the  Executive  Department 
of  the  Government.  This,  he  took  it,  was  a  good 
reason  why  this  rule  should  not  be  taken  as  a  rule 
in  the  present  case ;  but  there  was  another  clause 
which  spoke  of  disqualifying  persons  from  ever 
filling  any  office  in  future,  which  was  a  greater 
power  than  that  under  the  Executive  Depart- 
ment. If  the  construction  which  his  colleague 
had  put  upon  the  Constitution  with  respect  to  im- 
peachment was  the  true  one,  an  officer  of  the 
Government  could  not  be  brought  to  trial  after 
he  had  resigned,  as  he  could  not  then  be  removed 
from  office. 

His  colleague  had  produced  another  article  of 
the  Constitution  which  limited  the  punishment 
under  an  impeachment.  This,  Mr.  S.  said,  was 
meant  to  guard  against  any  disgraceful  excess  of 
Governmental  vengeance  or  party  venom,  be- 
cause it  went  on  to  say  that  if  the  offence  was 
within  ordinary  crimes  it  might  be  prosecuted  and 
punished  in  the  same  way  as  if  an  impeachment 
had  not  taken  place. 

Impeachment  was  then  to  be  considered  as  for 
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the  purposes  of  tbe  State,  distinguished  from  the 
general  purposes  of  society.  If  it  had  been  in- 
tended that  the  power  oi  impeachment  should  be 
limited  in  the  manner  supposed  by  his  colleague 
and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  it  would  have 
been  so  expressed,  as  in  the  constitution  of  Penn- 
sylvania ;  they  had  spoken  on  this  subject  in  a 
way  not  to  be  mistaken,  as  they  expressly  said 
who  were  liable  to  impeachment,  and  what  offen- 
ces should  be  impeachable.  And  if  it  had  been 
the  intention  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  that  officers  of  the  Government  only  should 
be  impeached,  it  would  doubtless  have  been  so 
expressed.  But  was  not  the  present  case  that  of 
an  officer  charged  with  an  offence  directly  con- 
nected with  his  office,  and  with  the  official  confi- 
dence entrusted  to  him  ?  Whuu  it  was  particu- 
larly his  duty  to  appoint  to  office,  it  was  surely  a 
peculiarly  aggravated  offence  to  seduce  an  officer 
or  to  turn  friends  into  enemies.  What -was  a  Sen- 
ator if  he  was  not  an  officer  of  the  Government  ? 
The  President,  who  was  himself  a  branch  of  the 
Government,  was  allowed  to  be  an  officer  of  the 
Government,  and  surely  a  member  of  one  of  the 
branches  must  also  be  an  officer. 

As  to  the  form. of  proceeding  necessary  to  be 
taken  on  this  occasion,  he  would  state  wuat  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  was  as  to  this  matter. 
They  supposed  it  would  be  first  proper  for  that 
House  to  determine  that  the  gentleman  in  ques- 
tion should  be  impeached.  This  being  done,  that 
a  member  of  that  House  should  go  to  the  bar  of 
the  Senate  and  impeach  the  person,  in  the  name 
of  the  House  and  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  and  state  that  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives will  proceed  to  draw  out  specific  articles  of 
charge  against  him.  According  to  the  case,  they 
require  that  he  shall  be  sequestered  from  his  seat, 
be  committed,  or  be  held  to  bail.  When  this  is 
done,  a  committee  will  be  appointed  to  draw  ar- 
ticles of  impeachment. 

The  reason,  Mr.  S.  said,  why  some  steps  should 
be  taken  at  present  was,  that  means  should  be 
taken  to  secure  the  person  of  the  offender,  either 
by  confinement  or  by  bail,  since  it  was  the  opin- 
ion of  the  law  officers  of  Government  that  he 
could  not  be  arrested  by  ordinary  process.  He 
could  not  be  arrested  by  the  Senate;  they  could 
send  for  him  (as  he  understood  they  had  done) 
by  the  Sergeant-at-Arois,  to  take  his  seat  in  the 
House ;  but  when  the  House  adjourned,  they  had 
no  further  power  over  him,  until  an  impeachment 
was  made  against  him. 

Gentlemen  said  there  was  no  danger  of  escape. 
If  it  were  not  improper  to  state  what  had  taken 
place  out  of  doors,  it  might  be  said  that  there  had 
already  been  an  attempt  at  an  escape.  Besides, 
if  no  investigation  were  now  to  take  place,  how 
were  they  to  come  to  a  knowledge  of  the  plot 
which  gentlemen  seemed  so  desirous  to  come  to 
a  knowledge  of?  When  they  had  determined  to 
make  the  impeachment,  and  an  oral  declaration 
was  made  of  it  to  the  Senate,  when  they  were 
ready  to  go  home,  they  might  go,  and  exhibit  the 
charges  at  the  next  session,  when  they  should 
have  leisure  fully  to  consider  the  subject. 


Mr.  Rot  ledge  had  no  doubt  in  his  mind  on  the 
subject;  but  he  thought  it  necessary  that  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Slodnt  should  be  prored. 
He  had  himself  attended  tbe  trial  of  an  impeach- 
ment which  had  excited  the  attention  of  the 
world,  (he  alluded  to  the  trial  of  Mr.  Hastings,) 
and  the  order  of  proceeding  was  as  had  been  stal- 
ed. He  moved  that  evidence  be  taken  of  the 
handwriting. 

The  Chairman  suggested  the  propriety  of  bar- 
ing the  business  done  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Brooks  said,  he  should  not  have  spoken  on 
the  occasion,  if  he  had  not  heard  gentlemen  ex- 
press wishes  to  have  the  present  subject  postpon- 
ed. For  his  part,  he  could  not  tell  how  gentle- 
men would  be  able  to  acquit  themselves  to  their 
own  consciences  and  to  their  constituents,  inher 
should  refuse  to  stay  a  day  or  two  to  do  this  busi- 
ness. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  that  as  this  was  a  new  case, 
and  would  be  referred  to  as  a  precedent,  they 
should  attend  to  the  form  of  their  proceedings. 
He  thought  the  first  step  should  be  to  prore  tbe 
letter.  If  the  committee  could  not  do  it.  he  should 
wish  the  committee  to  rise,  that  it  mignt  be  done 
in  the  House.  He  did  not  think  their  determi- 
nation should  be  postponed ;  but  that  if  an  im- 
peachment was  to  be  entered  upon,  that  it  should 
now  be  done.  He  had  no  doubt  of  the  truth  of 
the  letter;  but  he  wished  it  to  be  duly  proved, as 
hereafter  a  case  might  occur  in  which  such  a  let- 
ter might  be  a  forgery. 

Mr.  Nicholas  saia,  that  some  gentlemen  had 
spoken  upon  tjiis  question  as  if  there  were  persons 
upon  the  committee  who  wished  to  exculpate  the 
person  charged.  [Mr.  Sitoreavbs  declared,  if  he 
was  alluded  to,  he  had  no  such  intention.]  Mr. 
N.  thought  he  intimated  something  of  the  kind. 
when  he  said,  gentlemen  ventured  to  say,  dee. 
No  member  of  that  committee,  he  trusted,  would 
wish  to  screen  the  offender,  and  he  believed  do 
person  less  than  he  who  was  most  nearly  connect- 
ed with  him,  (meaning  his  brother,  Mr.  Tbomas 
Blount.)  Mr.  N.  thought  it  was  not  sufficient 
thatthe  r resident  had  sent  them  a  letter,  which  be 
believed  to  be  in  the  handwriting  of  William 
Blount.  If  they  were  to  take  this  for  granted, 
they  gave  their  power  of  judging  over  to  the  Pre- 
sident. 

Mr.  N.  said,  he  had  merely  inquired  what  would 
be  the  consequences  of  a  postponement  to  the  next 
session.  He  did  not  think  it  could  produce  any 
bad  effect,  as,  if  the  offender  were  to  escape,  the 
final  punishment  did  not  require  the  presence  of 
the  man.  Mr.  N.  again  expressed  his  doubt  about 
the  constitutionality  of  the  proceeding. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from  thePre- 
sident  of  the  United  States,  inscribed  as  an  ori- 
ginal letter  of  William  Blount,  to  be  preserved 
with  care.  If  any  member  of  the  committee  will 
say  that  he  believes  the  writing  to  be  the  writing 
of  William  Blount,  it  might  save  the  trouble  of 
the  committee's  rising  for  the  purpose  of  baring 
the  fact  ascertained  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Habper  thought  the  committee  were  as 
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well  satisfied  as  to  the  fact  now,  as  they  could  be 
when  the  handwriting  was  proved ;  but  he  denied 
that  the  committee  had  the  power  of  taking  evi- 
dence of  this  kind.  He  moved  for  the  committee 
to  tise^  either  to  examine  the  evidence,  or  to 
adjourn. 

Mr. Gallatin  wished  the  committee  to  rise; 
but,  before  it  rose,  he  wished  to  mention  two  or 
three  ideas,  upon  which  he  should  wish  to  have 
satisfaction  when  the  committee  sat  again. 

So  far  as  relates  to  the  Constitutional  question, 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  had 
removed  a  part  of  his  doubts ;  therefore  what  he 
should  mention  would  not  relate  to  that  point. 

If  he  understood  his  colleague  rightly,  when 
speaking  of  the  opinion  of  gentlemen  of  the  law, 
he  said  that  their  opinion  was,  not  only  that  Wil- 
liam Blount  was  liable  to  an  impeachment,  but 
that  the  proper  mode  of  prosecuting  him  was  by 
impeach  men  t.    He  had  since  looked  at  the  opin- 
ion, and  did  not  find  it  so;  but  that  he  was  liable 
to  impeachment.     In  the  next  place,  he  under- 
stood him  to  say,  that  Mr.  Blount  was  not  ame- 
nable to  orderly  process.    He  wished  to  know 
whether  this  idea  was  well  founded,  and  whether 
the  only  mode  in  which  he  could  be  prosecuted 
was  by  impeachment.    He  wished  to  snow  this, 
that  he  might  regulate  his  proceedings  accord- 
ingly.   He  wished  the  business  to  be  gone  into 
is  fully  as  possible;  and  he  trusted  that  this  mode 
of  impeachment  was  not  thrown  upon  them  in 
Older  to  prevent  the  bringing  of  the  subject  be- 
fore a  court  of  justice,  and  by  that  means  sup- 
press the  inquiry  which  he  wished  to  prosecute. 
He  thought  an  investigation  of  the  plot  was  of 
for  greater  consequence  than  the  impeachment 
and  disqualification  of  an  individual.    If  the  pro- 
secution and  the  inquiry  were  to  go  on  together, 
it  would  be  well ;  but  he  wished  to  Know  whether, 
ifthey  entered  upon  the  impeachment,  it  was  the 
design  to  drop  every  other  mode  of  proceeding. 

Mr.  McDowell  hoped  the  committee  would 
not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  proving  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Blount.  He  was  acquainted  with 
his  writing,  and  believed  it  to  be  his.  As  he  had 
this  belief^  he  wished  to  come  to  a  determination 
ts  soon  as  possible.  He  thought  the  design  a 
very  criminal  one,  as  it  went  not  only  to  destroy 
the  peace  -and  happiness  of  this  country,  but  also 
Mothers.  He  trusted,  therefore,  that  they  should 
take  such  steps  as  should  prevent  foreign  Minis- 
ten  in  future  from  engaging  persons  to  carry  into 
effect  views  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  Harpbr  wished  the  committee  to  rise.  If 
•he  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  known 
toy  thing  of  the  law,  he  must  have  known  that 
he  courts  of  justice  were  wholly  inadequate  to 
he  inquiries  he  had  mentioned.  He  did  not  be* 
icre  this  offence  was  punishable  in  any  other 
tay  than  by  impeachment.  Mr.  H.  said,  it  was 
t  present  unnecessary  to  say  anything  about  any 
ther  persons  being  implicated  in  this  business; 
*  believed  gentlemen  might  as  well  spare  their 
ftinuations  until  they  were  better  acquainted 
fit h  the  subject.  He  believed  when  they  had 
*d  the  papers,  gentlemen  would  be  convinced 


the  charges  brought  against  the  British  Minister 
were  unfounded. 

Mr.  Brooks  wished  to  know  whether  they 
could  proceed  to  impeach  a  man,  if  he  were  not 
present. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  when  this  subject  was  under 
debate  with  closed  doors,  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  present,  and  when  it  was  doubted  whether 
the  publication  of  these  papers  might  impede  the 
prosecution  of  an  inquiry  into  the  business,  they 
were  informed  by  him  that  such  steps  were  taken 
as  that  the  publication  of  the  papers  could  not 
have  a  bad  effect. 

The  committee  rose,  and  obtained  leave  to  sit 
again. 

It  was  proposed  that  the  Speaker  should  pro- 
ceed to  take  evidence  as  to  the  handwriting  oi  the 
letter  of  William  Blount. 
.  The  Speaker  suggested  the  propriety  of  calling 
in  a  magistrate,  as  he  had  no  power  to  administer 
an  oath,  except  in  the  case  of  qualifying  the  mem- 
bers of  that  House. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  that  the  Speaker  be  author- 
ized to  administer  an  oath  on  this  occasion. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived — 53  to  29. 

Judge  Keene  in  the  meantime  coming  into  the 
House,  a  motion  was  made  and  carried,  that  he  be 
requested  to  administer  the  oath  to  Messrs.  Ma- 
con, McDowell,  Grove,  and  Baldwin  ;  which 
was  accordingly  done,  and  they  gave  their  testi- 
mony as  to  the  reality  of  the  handwriting.  They 
were  all  agreed  that  the  letter  was  his. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 


Friday,  July  7. 

Mr.  Dwioht  Foster  moved  a  resolution  for  an 
adjournment  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Havens  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
inserting  Saturday. 

This  amendment,  after  some  conversation,  was 
negatived — 50  to  23,  and  the  original  motion  was 
carried  without  a  division. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major  Thomas  Lewis 
was  taken  up  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  re- 
ceived its  third  reading,  and  subsequently  passed. 

IMPEACHMENT   OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitgrbaves  moved  to  go  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
the  confidential  communication  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  on  Monday  last. 

The  Speaker  said,  before  the  House  went  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  thissubject,  he  would 
read  a  letter  which  he  had  just  received.  He  then 
read  a  letter  from  Thomas  Blount,  a  member  of 
the  House,  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  as 
follows: 

Mr.  Sfkakkh  :  If  it  were  possible  for  me  to  express 
my  feelings  on  this  occasion,  it  would  be  unnecessary. 
Every  gentleman  who  has  a  brother,  and  especially 
a  brother  whom  he  has  long  loved  with  the  warmest 
brotherly  affection,  and  believed  to  be  both  patriotic  and 
virtuous,  can  easily  conceive  that  they  are  painful  in  the 
extreme  ;  yet,  painful  as  they  are,  a  consciousness  that 
I  am  not,  nor  cannot  myself  be  implicated  in  this  or  any 
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other  charge  of  improper  conduct  towards  my  country, 
has  enabled  me  to  hear  with  fortitude  everything  that  has 
been  said,  and  would,  if  it  were  necessary,  enable  me 
to  vote  in  thfe  case  of  my  brother,  now  before  the  House, 
in  the  same  manner  that  I  should  think  it  right  to  vote 
in  the  case  of  any  other  man  under  similar  circumstan- 
ces. I  am,  however,  aware  that  any  vote  I  could  give 
on  this  question  might  be  considered  as  proceeding,  on 
the  one  hand  from  partiality,  or  on  the  other  from  fear 
or  some  other  unworthy  motive.  I  must,  therefore,  be- 
ing too  much  affected  to  rely  on  my  power  of  utterance 
to  express  this  in  my  place,  request  you  to  ask  the  favor 
of  the  House  to  excuse  me  from  giving  any  vote  upon 
this  question.  TH0MA8  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Blount  was  accordingly  excused. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Ihe  resolution  yesterday  reported,  propo- 
sing an  impeachment  of  William  Blount,  when 
it  was  agreed  to  without  debate  or  division.  The 
House  then  took  up  the  resolution  and  also  agreed 
to  it  in  the  same  way. 

Mr.  Sitobeaveb  moved, 

M  That  a  member  go  to  the  8enate,  and,  at  the  bar  of 
that  House,  impeach  William  Blount,  in  the  name  of 
this  House  and  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  8tates ; 
and  to  inform  them  that  they  will,  in  due  time,  exhibit 
articles  of  impeachment  against  him,  and  make  good 
the  same." 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  was  not  well  acquainted 
with  the  business,  bat  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  right  to  go  on  and  impeach  at  once,  before  they 
saw  what  articles  of  impeachment  were  to  be  pre- 
ferred. He  thought  it  would  be  best  first  to  ap- 
point a  committee  to  prepare  the  articles  of  im- 
peachment and  present  them  to  the  Senate,  at  the 
same  time  that  they  sent  them  their  determina- 
tion to  impeach. 

Mr.  Sitobeaveb  said  that  the  mode  which  he 
proposed  was  the  same  which  was  practised  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Hastings.  Mr.  Burke  went  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords  and  impeached  him  in  words 
similar  to  those  now  proposed  to  be  used.  Some 
time  afterwards,  the  articles  of  impeachment  hay- 
ing been  drawn,  Mr.  Burke  again  went  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords  and  exhibited  them.  Mr.  S.  spoke 
also  of  a  work  lately  published,  in  continuation  of 
Judge  Blackstone's  Commentaries,  which  had  a 
chapter  on  Parliamentary  impeachment,  and 
pointed  out  this  as  the  proper  mode  of  procedure. 
He  had  also  looked  into  the  proceedings  on  the 
trial  of  the  Earl  of  Macclesfield,  and  found  the 
same  course  was  taken.  It  was  true  that  in  the 
case  of  a  public  officer  of  the  State  of  Pennsylva- 
nia, which  perhaps  his  colleague  might  have  in 
his  eye,  the  articles  of  impeachment  were  exhibi- 
ted at  the  same  time  that  the  impeachment  was 
made. 

Mr.  S.  thought,  however,  that  there  was  a  good 
reason  for  not  doing  more  at  this  time.  If  a  com- 
mittee were  to  be  appointed  to  prepare  the  speci- 
fic charges  against  Mr.  Blount,  it  would  create 
considerable  delay,  and  it  would  be  proper  that 
immediate  measures  should  be  taken,  in  order  to 
secure  the  person  of  Mr.  Blount.  Besides,  at  pre- 
sent, the  only  evidence  of  this  mysterious  business 
was  the  letter  of  Mr.  Blount.  Measures  were  ta- 


ken to  procure  further  evidence,  but  it  could  not 
be  got  till  some  time  hence.  When  this  was  got 
it  might  considerably  develop  the  plot.  At  pres- 
ent, everything  was  conjecture.  In  every  point 
of  view,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be  best  to 
observe  the  usual  mode  of  proceeding  in  similar 
cases. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  if  his  memory  was  right 
all  the  specific  charges  brought  against  Warren 
Hastings,  were  first  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons,  before  impeachment  was  made. 

There  was  one  thing,  however,  fell  from  his 
colleague,  which  would  seem  to  make  the  mode 
proposed  desirable.  Mr.  6.  said  he  had  consid- 
ered the  question  which  had  been  agreed  to  as  a 
mere  question  of  form,  and  that  they  should  hare 
gone  on  to  exhibit  articles  of  impeachment ;  but  it 
appeared,  from  what  had  fallen  from  his  colleague, 
that  the  articles  of  impeachment  were  not  inten- 
ded to  be  exhibited  till  next  session.  If  this  were 
the  case,  he  thought  it  was  perfectly  right  in 
wishing  to  present  the  impeachment  in  general 
terms.  Till  now  he  thought  it  had  been  the  in- 
tention to  have  gone  further. 

Mr.  Harper  believed  it  would  not  be  proper  for 
the  House  to  stop  in  the  present  stage  of  their 
proceeding.  He  thought  the  proper  mode  of  do- 
ing the  business  was  that  recommended  by  Mr. 
Sitgreaves.  Having  come  to  a  resolution  to 
impeach,  the  Senate  should  be  immediately  in- 
formed thereof,  as  they  then  could  take  measures 
accordingly.  It  was  not  necessary  at  the  same 
time  to  exhibit  the  particular  charges.  They 
might  afterwards  determine  whether  they  would 
exhibit  the  specific  articles  of  charge  during  thb 
session  or  at  the  next.  He  thought  the  charges 
might  now  be  ma^e,  and  if  any  additional  facts 
appeared  before  the  next  session,  which  might 
make  additional  charges  necessary,  they  might 
then  be  made. 

Mr.  Sitqreave8  believed  his  colleague  might 
be  right  with  respect  to  what  took  place  on  the 
trial  of  Mr.  Hastings.  He  had  not  the  particulars 
of  the  Parliamentary  proceedings  on  that  business 
before  him.  He  had  those  in  the  case  of  the  Earl 
of  Macclesfield,  which  were  as  he  had  stated.  All 
that  he  contended  for  was,  that  having  taken  the 
resolution  to  impeach,  it  became  necessary,  of 
course,  that  the  resolution  should  be  communica- 
ted to  the  Senate.  In  no  instance  had  the  articles 
of  impeachment  attended  the  oral  communica- 
tion. After  it  had  been  made,  the  House  could 
determine  whether  the  specific  articles  should 
be  drawn  now  or  at  the  next  session. 

Mr.  Gordon  said  there  might  be  different  modes 
adopted  in  cases  where  the  persons  accused  were 
not  members  of  the  Legislature.  In  the  case  of 
Lord  Stafford,  he  recollected,  that  in  half  an  hour 
after  the  vote  passed  resolving  to  impeach  him, 
he  was  taken  into  execution. 

The  question  was  put  and  carried,  without  a 

division. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  proposed  also  the  following: 

"  That  the  said  member  do  demand  that  the  *£ 

William  Blount  be  sequestered  from  his  seat  in  the 

Senate,  and  that  they  take  order  for  hia  appearance  to 


61 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


462 


jlt,  1797.] 


Impeachment  of  William  Blount. 


[H.opR. 


wwer  to  the  charges  which  shall  be  exhibited  against 


m 


Mr.  Venable  thought  they  had  gone  far  enough, 
id  that  they  should  lea  re  it  to  the  Senate  to  take 
ich  measures  as  they  should  think  proper  with 
spect  to  displacing  their  member  from  his  seat, 
the  resolution  were,  however,  adopted,  he  wished 
le  word  suspended  might  be  used  rather  than 
iquestered. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  thought  the  word  synonymous, 
le  had  used  sequestered  because  he  found  the 
rord  used  in  the  books. 

Mr.  Habper  thought  the  motion  right  in  sub- 
fence ;  for  though  the  Senate  had  the  power  of 
isplacing  their  member  from  his  seat,  yet  the 
iking  order  for  hu  appearance  to  answer  the 
barges  brought  against  him,  should  be  done  from 
he  application  of  the  prosecutor,  as  in  ordinary 


ases. 


Mr.  Sewall  thought  that  each  House  was  the 
est  judge  of  the  conduct  of  its  own  members,  and 
o  require  the  sequestration  of  Mr.  Blount  from 
lis  seat  was  not  necessary.  He  believed  the  Sen- 
tte  were  at  that  moment  taking  measures  for  ex- 
celling him  from  his  seat;  any  interference  of 
theirs  on  that  subject  was  therefore  wholly  un- 
necessary. 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  of  opinion  that  in  following 
too  closely  the  practice  of  Great  Britain  with  re- 
spect to  impeachment,  they  should  be  led  astray, 
as  the  punishment  consequent  upon  the  convic- 
tion of  an  offender  was  very  different  in  the  two 
countries.  In  Britain,  an  offence  might  reach  the 
life  of  a  person,  whereas  in  this  country,  the  ex- 
tent of  the  punishment  was  removal  from  office, 
and  disqualification  for  the  future.  For  his  own 
part,  therefore,  he  did  not  see  anv  occasion  for 
confinement  of  the  person,  except  it  were  neces- 
sary to  examine  him  by  interrogatory. 

Mr.  Harper  said  k  was  certainly  necessary  to 
secure  the  person  of  the  offender,  otherwise  he 
could  not  be  brought  to  trial;  since  it  was  a  max- 
im, nerer  to  be  departed  from,  that  a  person  could 
not  be  tried  in  his  absence. 
Mr.  Sitgreaves  was  of  the  same  opinion. 
Mr.  Venable  agreed  with  Mr.  Nicholas  that 
the  difference  of  punishment  consequent  upon 
trials  by  impeachment  was  not  sufficiently  attend- 
ed to.  He  did  not  think  that  the  doctrine  was 
founded,  that  a  man  could  not  be  tried  in  his  ab- 
sence. It  would  be  an  unfortunate  conclusion, 
that  effectual  process  could  not  be  had  against  a 
nun  because  he  was  absent. 

Mr.  Kittera  said  the  gentleman  last  up  was 
certainly  mistaken  in  saying  that  a  man  might  be 
tried  in  his  absence.  He  thought  it  would  be  best 
to  pursue  the  usual  mode  on  similar  occasions. 

Mr.  Gordon  insisted  upon  the  right  which  that 
House  had  to  require  the  Senate  to  sequestrate 
Mr.  Blount  from  his  seat,  and  that  they  should 
hold  him  to  answer  the  charges  to  be  exhibited 
against  him.  If  this  were  not  the  case,  an  offen- 
der might  go  on  to  execute  his  purposes  to  the 
peat  injury  of  the  country,  before  he  was  ex- 
pelled from  his  seat  or  held  to  bail. 


Mr.  Sewall  had  no  idea  that  it  was  necessary 
to  sequester  Mr.  Blount  from  his  seat,  in  order 
to  hold  him  to  appear  to  the  charges  to  be  exhi- 
bited against  him  j  though  he  conceived  it  neces- 
sary to  hold  him  to  bail,  as  no  trial  could  take 
place,  except  he  were  present.  • 

This  proposition  was  put  and  carried — 41  to  30. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  was  appointed  to  wait  upon 
the  Senate  to  carry  into  effect  the  above  propo- 
sition. 

The  Speaker  read  a  note  which  he  had  re- 
ceived from  a  member  of  the  Senate,  informing 
him  that  seats  were  prepared  for  the  reception  of 
the  members  of  that  House,  in  case  they  chose  to 
attend  the  business  then  before  the  Senate,  [which 
was  the  question  for  expelling  Mr.  Blount  from 
his  seat,  opposed  by  the  counsel  of  Mr.  Blount, 
viz:  Messrs.  Dallas  and  Ingersoll.] 

Mr.  Dent  moved  that  when  the  House  adjourns 
it  adjourn  till  two  o'clock.  Agreed  ;  and  the  House 
adjourned  about  twelve  o'clock,  and  attended  the 
Senate. 

At  two  o'clock  the  House  resumed  its  sitting ; 
and  after  Mr.  Sitgreaves  had  made  a  report  of 
his  commission  to  the  Senate,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Algerine 
business,  and  the  galleries  were  closed  for  the 
remainder  of  the  sitting. 


Saturday,  July  8. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  agreed  to  their 
amendment  to  the  appropriation  bill;  and  that 
they  had,  in  consequence  of  their  imneachment  of 
William  Blount,  a  Senator  of  the  United  States, 
proceeded  to  hold  him  to  bail  to  appear  to  the 
charges  to  be  exhibited  against  him,  himself  in 
$20,000  and  two  sureties  each  in  $15,000. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Macon,  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  autho- 
rizing the  President  of  the  United  States,  during 
the  recess  of  Congress,  to  provide  armed  galleys, 
was  discharged. 

Mr.  Harper  said  it  would  be  recollected  that 
he  had  laid  two  resolutions  on  the  table  relative 
to  the  securing  of  live  oak  timber,  &c.  From  the 
press  of  business  which  had  been  continually  be- 
fore the  House,  he  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
calling  them  up;  and  the  session  being  now  too 
far  advanced  to  do  it,  he  gave  notice  that  he  should 
bring  forward  the  subject  early  in  the  next 
session. 

LAWS  IN  THE  GERMAN  LANGUAGE. 

Mr.  Holmes  said  that  he  thought  it  necessary, 
in  order  to  enforce  a  general  compliance  with  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  that  they  should  be 
printed  in  the  German  language,  as  well  as  in  the 
English,  since  there  were  very  many  inhabitants 
of  this  country  who  could  read  no  other.  He 
therefore  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  following 
effect : 

"  Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States,  That  a  number  of  copies  of 
the  laws  of  this  session,  not  exceeding  eight  thousand 
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copies,  shall  be  printed  in  the  German  language,  and 
distributed  by  the  Secretary  of  Stale  amongst  the  Exe- 
cutives of  the  several  States,  for  the  information  of  the 
German  inhabitants  of  each  State  respectively." 

Mr.  Lyon  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  pass  a 
resolution  of  this  find.  He  did  not  know  what 
number  might  be  necessary.  He  also  thought 
that  some  measures  should  be  taken  for  a  general 
publication  of  their  laws  in  the  English  language; 
at  present,  it  was  merely  by  chance  if  the  people 
in  nis  district  came  to  a  knowledge  of  them.  He 
thought  all  laws  of  general  import  should  be  in- 
serted in  every  newspaper  throughout  the  Union. 

Mr.  Coit  said  if  they  were  to  promulge  their 
laws  in  the  German  language,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary that  they  should  all  become  critically  ac- 
quainted with  it,  for  if  they  were  to  authorize  any 
translation,  great  mischiefs  might  arise  from  its 
not  being  correct. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  that  the  weight  of  the  ob- 
jection urged  by  the  gentleman  last  up,  had  al- 
ways been  thought  sufficient  in  the  Legislature 
of  Pennsylvania,  in  which  State  there  was  a 

f  eater  proportion  of  Germans  than  in  any  other, 
here  was  also  another  objection  to  the  measure. 
If  it  were  to  be  passed,  it  must  be  accompanied 
with  an  appropriation  law,  which  the  advanced 
state  of  the  session  would  not  admit. 
The  resolution  was  put  and  negatived. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  proposed  the  following  reso- 
lution to  the  House : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  pre- 
pare and  report  articles  of  impeachment  against  Wil- 
liam Blount,  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  impeached 
by  this  House  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors ;  and 
that  me  same  committee  have  power  to  sit  during  the 
recess  of  Congress,  and  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records." 

Mr.  Gallatin  wished  a  division  of  the  resolu- 
tion at  the  word  "misdemeanors." 

The  first  part  was  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Gallatin  desired  the  determination  on  the 
second  part  to  be  postponed  till  Monday.  It  was 
a  new  subject,  and  he  wished  a  little  time  to  con- 
sider of  it.  The  committee,  he  supposed,  could 
in  the  mean  time  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Brookb  inquired  whether  the  latter  part 
of  the  resolution,  for  sending  for  "persons,  papers, 
and  records,"  should  not  be  connected  with  the 
first  part  of  the  resolution? 

Mr.  Venable  said,  the  gentleman  last  up  might 
be  accommodated  by  adding  the  words  in  ques- 
tion; and  if,  before  they  adjourned,  it  was  found 
necessary  that  the  committee  should  have  power 
to  sit  during  the  recess,  that  power  should  be 
given  to  them. 

Mr.  Sitqbeaves  did  not  think  it  would  be  pro- 
per to  pass  one  part  of  the  resolution  without  the 
other.  The  House  had  resolved  to  adjourn  on 
Monday,  and  there  was  little  doubt  that  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature  would  agree  to  it.  If 
the  committee  should  be  appointed  to  report  arti- 
cles of  impeachment  at  this  session,  it  would  be 
found  that  it  would  require  more  time  than  he 


believed  Congress  would  be  inclined  to  give  to  it; 
for,  if  prepared,  they  must  also  be  exhibited;  and. 
if  exhibited,  the  Senate  would  think  it  necessary 
to  proceed  to  act  upon  them.  In  his  view  of  the 
subject,  great  advantage  might  arise  from  the 
committee's  having  leisure  to  pursue  inquiry  into 
the  plan;  so  as  to  develope  the  mischief  during 
the  recess  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  the  object  of  gentlemen 
seemed  to  be  mistaken.  They  wished  merely  to 
have  a  little  time  to  consider  of  the  subject.  He 
had  doubts  whether  it  was  within  the  power  of 
the  House  to  authorize  a  committee  to  sit  during 
the  recess. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  did  not  wish  to  hurry  the 
business. 

Mr.  Rutledge  had  no  objection  to  deferring 
the  vote  till  Monday;  but  he  thought  it  absolutely 
necessary  to  empower  the  committee  to  sit  during 
the  recess.  This  was  according  to  British  prece- 
dent. It  was  the  plan,  also,  upon  which  two  dif- 
ferent impeachments  had  been  conducted  in  the 
State  of  South  Carolina.  He  thought  the  reason 
in  this  case  very  strong;  the  object  was  not  only 
to  bring  the  charge  home  to  the  person  impeach- 
ed, but  to  bring  forward  all  the  persons  concerned 
in  this  plot.  Indeed,  the  articles  of  impeachment 
must  be  founded,  in  a  great  measure,  on  informa- 
tion which  was  to  be  discovered  by  this  investiga- 
tion. He  trusted,  therefore,  that  this  power  would 
be  given. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  was  in  no  want  of  pre- 
cedent on  this  occasion.  He  was  a  member  of  a 
committee  of  impeachment  in  the  State  of  Penn- 
sylvania, where  similar  measures  were  adopted; 
but  he  was  of  opinion  that  this  business  had  been 
already  too  much  hurried,  and  that  some  of  the 
steps  taken  would  have  been  better  taken,  if  there 
had  been  more  time.  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
consider  upon  this  proposition  till  Monday.  Gen- 
tlemen who  brought  forward  the  measure  were 
doubtless  ready  to  vote  for  it;  but  he  trusted  they 
would  allow  others  a  little  time. 

Mr.  McDowell  wished  a  committee  to  be  im- 
mediately appointed,  and  the  charges  made;  be- 
cause there  might  be  at  present  persons  in  the 
city  who  could  not  be  examined  during  the  recess 
of  Congress. 

The  words  "  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  re- 
cords" were  added  to  the  ftrmer  part  of  the  reso- 
lution, and  the  latter  part  was  postponed  until 
Monday. 

Messrs.  Sitoreaves,  Baldwin,  Dawson.  Dana, 
and  Harper,  were  appointed  a  committee  for  pre- 
paring  the  articles  ot  impeachment. 

LIVE  OAK  TIMBER  LANDS.  ■ 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  though  he  did  not  intend 
to  bring  forward  the  subject  of  purchasing  timber.  : 
and  providing  naval  yards,  this  session,  he  wished  I 
the  House  to  consider  a  resolution   which  he 
thought  would  be  proper  in  the  mean  time.   He 
offered  one  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Statei 
be  requested  to  procure  and  cause  to  be  laid  befor« 
this  House,  early  in  the  next  session,  information  re- 
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ipeeting  such  land  furnished  with  live  oak  timber  as 
msy  be  purchased  for  the  use  of  the  United  8tates;  and 
ibo  of  such  timber  as  may  be  purchased  without  the 
land;  and  also  respecting  proper  sites  for  naval  yards, 
and  to  state  the  probable  expense  of  such  land  and  tim- 
ber, and  of  proper  sites  for  naval  yards." 

This  resolution  was  supported  by  the  mover 
and  Mr.  Swanwick,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  Ma- 
con, J.  Williams,  and  McDowell;  and  without 
taking  a  question,  the  House  being  very  thin,  a 
motion  was  made  and  carried  about  one  o'clock 
to  adjourn. 


Monday,  July  10. 

Mr.  Bayard,  of  Delaware,  was  appointed  on  the 
select  committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment  against  Mr. 
Blocnt,  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Dana,  from  Connec- 
ticut, who  declined  serving. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  what  had  been  done  with  re- 
spect to  Governor  Blount;  that  they  had  agreed 
to  their  resolution  for  an  adjournment  of  the  two 
Houses  this  day ;  and  that  they  had  postponed  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major 
Lewis  till  next  session. 

The  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  in  relation  to 
the  impeachment  of  William  Blount,  were  read 
in  the  words  following: 

"  br  8s*ATa,  July  8,  1797. 

*  Resohtd,  That  William  Blount,  Esquire,  one  of  the 
Senators  of  the  Unitsd  8tates,  having  been  guilty  of  a 
high  misdemeanor,  entirely  inconsistent  with  his  public 
trust  and  duty  as  a  Senator,  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  ex- 
pelled from  the  Senate  of  the  United  8tates. 

"  On  this,  Mr.  Butler,  in  behalf  of  himself;  and  of 
Mr.  Thomas  Blount,  the  other  surety,  surrendered  the 
person  of  William  Blount,  the  principal,  to  the  8enate, 
aid  requested  to  be  discharged  from  their  recognizance. 

M  On  motion, 

"Reaohed,  That  William  Blount  be  taken  into  cus- 
tody of  the  Messenger  of  this  House,  until  he  shall  en- 
ter into  recognizance,  himself  in  the  sum  of  one  thou- 
sand dollars,  with  two  sufficient  sureties  in  the  sum  of 
fa  hundred  dollars  each,  to  appear  and  answer  to  such 


articles  of  impeachment  as  may  be  exhibited  against 
him  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  Monday  next. 
"Attest:        SAMUEL  A.  OTI3,  Secretary." 

Ordered,  That  the  said  proceedings  of  the  Sen- 
ate do  lie  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dent,  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  wait  upon  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  conjunction  with  a  like  committee  from 
the  Senate,  to  inform  him  the  two  Houses  were 
about  to  adjourn.  The  committee  waited  upon 
the  President  accordingly,  and  reported  his  acqui- 
escence, and  his  good  wishes  for  the  safe  arrival 
of  the  Members  at  their  several  homes. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sitgreaves,  the  resolution 
entered  into  some  time  ago,  calling  upon  the  Pre- 
sident for  an  account  of  the  quantity  of  arms  in 
the  possession  of  the  United  States,  and  at  what 
place  they  were  lodged,  was  suspended. 

Mr.  S.  said,  he  wished  to  make  a  report  upon  a 
subject  which  would  require  the  galleries  to  be 
cleared.  He,  therefore,  moved  that  they  be  cleared, 
and  the  doors  were  closed  for  the  remainder  of  the 
sitting,  at  the  conclusion  of  which  the  House  ad- 
journed till  the  second  Monday  in  November 
next. 


[From  the  process  issued  by  the  Committee  of 
Impeachment  of  the  House  oi  Representatives,  it 
appears  that  the  resolutions  of  the  House,  under 
which  the  committee  acts,  are  as  follows: 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
prepare  and  report  articles  of  impeachment  against 
William  Blount,  a  Senator  of  the  United  States, 
impeached  by  this  House  of  high  crimes  and  misr- 
demeanors;  and  that  the  said  committee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Resolved^  That  the  committee  appointed  to  pre- 
pare and  report  articles  of  impeachment  against 
William  Blount,  a  Senator  of  the  United  States, 
impeached  by  this  House  of  high  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors, be  authorized  to  sit  during  the  recess 
of  Congress. 

Resolved)  That  the  said  committee  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire,  and  by  all  lawful  means  to  discover, 
the  whole  nature  and  extent  of  the  offence  where- 
of the  said  William  Blount  stands  impeached, 
and  who  are  the  parties  and  associates  therein.] 


PROCEEDINGS 
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THE   SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

AT  THE  SECOND  SESSION  OF  THE  FIFTH  CONGRE88,   BEGUN   AT   THE  CITY  OF 

PHILADELPHIA,  NOVEMBER  13, 1797. 


Monday,  November  13, 1797. 

The  second  session  of  the  fifth  Congress  of  the 
doited  States  commenced  this  day,  at  the  city 
i  Philadelphia,  conformably  to  law ;  and  the 
feotte  assembled  accordingly  in  their  Chamber. 

present : 

Samuel  Livermore,  from  New  Hampshire  ; 

Theodore  Foster,  from  Rhode  Island ; 

Uriah  Tract,  from  Connecticut ; 

Elijah  Paine,  from  Vermont ; 

William  Bingham,  from  Pennsylvania; 

Humphrey  Marshall,  from  Kentucky ; 

Alexander  Martin  and  Timothy  Blood- 
iohth,  from  North  Carolina  ; 

Jacob  Read,  from  South  Carolina. 

The  number  of  members  present  not  being  suf- 
ficient to  constitute  a  quorum,  the  Senate  adjourn- 
ed to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 


Tuesday,  November  14. 

John  Laurance,  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
ind  Henry  Latimer,  from  the  State  of  Delaware, 
Rrerally  attended. 

The  Dumber  of  members  present  not  being  suf- 
ficient to  constitute  a  quorum,  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 


Wednesday,  November  15. 

Benjamin  Goodhue,  from  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, attended. 

The  number  of  members  present  not  being  suf- 
ficient to  constitute  *  quorum,  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 


Thursday,  November  16. 

The  Senate  assembled,  and  the  number  of  mem- 
bers present  not  being  sufficient  to  constitute  a 
quorum,  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Friday,  November  17. 

John  Lanodon,  from  the  State  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, attended. 

The  number  of  members  present  not  being  suf- 
ficient to  constitute  a  quorum,  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 


Saturday,  November  18. 

No   quorum   being  present,  the  Senate   ad- 
journed. 


Monday,  November  20. 

James  Qunn,  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  at- 
tended. 
No  quorum  being  present,  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  November  21. 

Ray  Greene,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  State 
of  Rhode  Island,  in  the  place  of  William  Brad- 
ford, resigned,  produced  his  credentials. 

Richard  Stockton,  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  attended. 

No  quorum  being  present,  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 


Wednesday,  November  22. 

The  Vice  President  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  choice  of  a  President  pro  tem- 
pore, as  the  Constitution  provides;  and  Jacob 
Read  was  duly  elected. 

Joseph  Anderson,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
State  of  Tennessee,  for  the  remainder  of  the  term 
which  the  late  Senator  William  Blount  had 
drawn,  and  was  entitled  to  have  served,  had  he 
not  been  expelled,  produced  his  credentials ;  which 
were  read. 

Nathaniel  Chipman,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
State  of  Vermont,  in  the  place  of  Isaac  Tiche- 
nor,  elected  Governor,  produced  his  credentials ; 
which  were  read. 

The  credentials  of  Ray  Greene  were  read. 

Andrew  Jackson,  appointed  a  Senator,  by  the 
State  of  Tennessee,  produced  his  credentials; 
which  were  read. 

The  oath  required  by  law  was  administered  by 
the  President,  to  Messrs.  Anderson,  Chipman, 
Greene,  and  Jackson,  they  having  severally  taken 
their  seats  in  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  a  quorum  of  the  House 
is  assembled,  and  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 

Ordered.    That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
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Senate  is  assembled}  and  are  ready  to  proceed  to 
business;  and  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice 
President,  they  have  elected  Jacob  Read,  Pre- 
sident of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Resolved,  That  each  Senator  be  supplied,  dur- 
ing the  present  session,  with  copies  of  three  such 
newspapers,  printed  in  any  of  the  States,  as  he 
may  choose,  provided  thai  the  same  are  furnished 
at  the  rate  of  the  usual  annual  charge  for  such 
papers. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  have  appoint- 
ed a  joint  committee  on  their  part,  together  with 
such  committee  as  the  Senate  may  appoint,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses 
is  assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any  communi- 
cations that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee,  and  that  Messrs. 
Bingham  and  Tract  be  the  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate. 

Resolved.  That  two  Chaplains  be  appointed  to 
Congress  for  the  present  session,  one  by  each 
House,  who  shall  interchange  weekly  j  and  that 
the  Right  Rev.  Bishop  Write  be  Chaplain  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Bingham  reported,  from  the  joint  commit- 
tee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  had  notified  him  that  a 
quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled ;  and  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States  acquaint- 
ed the  committee  that  he  would  meet  the  two 
Houses,  in  the  Representatives'  Chamber,  at  12 
o'clock  to-morrow. 


Thursday,  November  23. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  are  now  rea- 
dy to  meet  the  Senate  in  the  Chamber  of  that 
House,  to  receive  such  communications  as  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  please  to 
make  them. 

The  Senate  then  repaired  to  the  Chamber  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  the'  purpose 
above  expressed. 

The  Senate  returned  to  their  own  Chamber, 
and  a  copy  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  this  day  addressed  to  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  was  read.  [For  which  see 
proceedings  in  Ho.  of  Reps.] 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Stockton,  Laurance, 
and  Livermore,  be  a  committee  to  report  the 
draught  of  an  Address  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  answer  to  his  Speech,  this  day, 
to  both  Houses  of  Congress ;  and  that  the  Speech 
be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Friday,  November  24. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  have  agreed 
to  so  much  of  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
22d  instant,  relative  to  the  appointment  of  Chap- 


lains, as  is  contained  in  the  words  following,  to 
wit: 

"  Resolved,  That  two  Chaplains  be  appointed 
to  Congress  for  the  present  session,  one  by  each 
House,  who  shall  interchange  weekly." 

"  The  House  have  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Chaplain  on  their  part;  and, 
upon  examining  the  ballots,  a  majority  of  the  votes 
or  the  whole  House  was  found  in  favor  of  the 
Rev.  Ashbel  Green." 


Saturday,  November  25. 

Mr.  Stockton,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  draught  of  an  Address  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  in  answer  to  his  Speech  to 
both  Houses  of  Congress,  at  the  opening  of  the 
session ;  which  was  read. 

On  motion,  that  a  number  of  copies  be  printed, 
under  an  injunction  that  no  more  should  be  struct 
off  than  may  be  necessary  for  the  use  of  the  Sen* 
ate,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  furnish  such  Sen- 
ators as  request  it,  with  copies  of  this  report 


Monday,  November  27. 

Henry  Tazewell,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
attended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee,  of  the  draught  of  an  Ad- 
dress in  answer  to  the  Speech  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  to  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, at  the  opening  of  the  session ;  which,  be- 
ing read  in  paragraphs,  and  amended,  was  adopt- 
ed, as  follows : 

To  the  President  of  the  United  States : 

Sin :  The  communications  you  thought  proper  to 
make  in  your  Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress  as 
the  opening  of  their  present  session,  miTord  additional 
proofs  of  the  attention,  integrity,  and  firmness,  which 
have  always  marked  your  official  character. 

We  cannot  but  approve  of  the  measures  yon  hid 
taken  to  ascertain  the  state  and  decline  of  the  contagwu* 
fickness  which  has  so  lately  afflicted  the  city  of  Phila- 
delphia, and  the  pleasing  circumstance  that  Congress  i* 
now  assembled  at  that  place,  without  hazard  to  the 
health  oT  its  members,  evinces  the  propriety  of  you 
having  postponed  a  determination  to  convene  the  Na- 
tional Legislature  at  another  place.  We  shall  tike 
into  consideration  the' law  of  1794  on  this  subject,  and 
will  readily  concur  in  any  amendment  which  may  be 
deemed  expedient 

It  would  have  given  us  much  pleasure  to  have  re- 
ceived your  congratulations  on  the  re-establishment  of 
peace  in  Europe,  and  the  restoration  of  security  to  the 
persons  and  property  of  our  citizens  from  injustice  tod 
violence  at  sea.  But,  though  these  events,  so  desirable 
to  our  country  and  the  world,  have  not  taken  place,  yet 
we  have  abundant  cause  of  gratitude  to  the  Great  Ds* 
poser  of  human  events  for  interior  tranquillity  and  p** 
sonal  security,  for  propitious  seasons,  prosperous  agri- 
culture, productive  fisheries,  and  general  improvement; 
and,  above  all,  for  a  rational  spirit  of  civil  and  religion 
liberty,  and  a  calm,  but  steady  determination  to  support 
our  sovereignty  against  all  open  and  secret  attacks. 
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We  learn,  with  satisfaction,  that  our  Envoys  Extra- 
irdinary  to  the  French  Republic  had  safely  arrived  in 
Surope,  and  were  proceeding  to  the  scene  of  negotia- 
ion ;  and,  whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the  mission, 
re  are  perfectly  satisfied  that  nothing  on  your  part  has 
«en  omitted,  which  could,  in  any  way,  conduce  to  a 
Qcceufal  conclusion  of  the  negotiation,  upon  terms 
ompttible  with  the  safety,  honor,  and  interest,  of  the 
Jntted  States ;  and  We  are  fully  convinced  that,  in  the 
van  time,  a  manifestation  of  that  unanimity  and  en- 
rgy  of  which  the  people  of  the  United  States  have 
pen  such  memorable  proofs,  and  a  proper  exertion  of 
hose  resources  of  national  defence,  which  we  possess, 
rill  essentially  contribute  to  the  preservation  of  peace 
ad  the  attainment  of  justice. 

We  think,  sir,  with  you,  that  the  commerce  of  the 
Jnited  States  is  essential  to  the  growth,  comfort,  and 
xwperity  of  our  country ;  and  that  the  faith  of  society 
i  pledged  for  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  commer- 
ttl  and  seafaring,  no  less  than  of  other  citizens.  And 
*en  if  our  negotiation  with  France  should  terminate 
iwtbly,  and  the  war  in  Europe  cease,  yet  the  state  of 
seiety,  which  unhappily  prevails  in  so  great  a  portion 
f  the  world,  and  the  experience  of  past  times,  under 
etter  circumstances,  unite  in  warning  us  that  a  com- 
terce  so  extensive,  and  which  holds  out  so  many 
captations  to  lawless  plunderers,  can  never  be  safe 
rithout  protection ;  and  we  hold  ourselves  obliged,  by 
very  tie  of  duty  which  binds  us  to  our  constituents,  to 
romote  and  concur  in  such  measures  of  marine  de- 
nee,  u  may  convince  our  merchants  and  seamen  that 
tuii  rights  are  not  sacrificed,  nor  their  injuries  forgotten. 

We  regret,  that,  notwithstanding  the  clear  and '  ex- 
Eat  terms  of  the  treaty  between  the  United  (States  and 
lis  Catholic  Majesty,  the  Spanish  garrisons  are  not 
#  withdrawn  from  our  territory,  nor  the  running  of 
be  boundary  line  commenced.  The  United  States 
ate  been  faithful  in  the  performance  of  their  obliga- 
tor to  Spain,  and  had  reason  to  expect  a  compliance 
"fully  prompt  on  the  part  of  that  Power.  We  still, 
nwever,  indulge  the  hope  that  the  convincing  answers, 
Aich  have  been  given  to  the  objections  stated  by  the 
Ipaniah  officers,  to  the  immediate  execution  of  the 
>aty,  will  have  their  proper  effect ;  and  that  this  treaty, 
o  mutually  beneficial  to  the  contracting  parties,  will 
e  finally  observed  with  good  faith.  We  therefore  en- 
itty  approve  of  your  determination  to  continue  in 
adiness  to  receive  the  posts,  and  to  run  the  line  of 
fttttion  between  our  territory  and  that  of  the  King  of 

Attempts  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the  Indians  ;  to 
Km  them  into  a  confederacy,  and  to  excite  them  to 
rtuil  hostility  against  the  United  States,  whether  made 
J  foreign  agents,  or  by  others,  are  so  injurious  to  our 
Qtereati  at  large,  and  so  inhuman  with  respect  to  our 
*»ng  inhabiting  the  adjacent  territory,  as  to  deserve 
w  moat  exemplary  punishment ;  and  we  will  cheerfully 
fad  our  aid  in  framing  a  law,  which  may  prescribe  a 

Qoialtmem  adequate  to  the  commission  of  crimes  so 

onou*. 

The  several  objects  you  have  pointed  out  to  the 
oention  of  the  Legislature,  whether  they  regard  our 
nternal  or  external  relations,  shall  receive  from  us  that 
onsideration  which  they  merit ;  and  we  will  readily 
wear  in  sf  such  measures  as  may  be  necessary,  either 
o  enable  us  to  fulfil  our  engagements  at  home,  or  to 
use  ourselves  to  be  respected  abroad.  And,  at  this 
*rtentous  period,  when  the  Powers  of  Europe,  with 
torn  we  are  connected  by  treaty  or  commerce,  are  in 


so  critical  a  situation,  and  when  the  conduct  of  some 
of  those  Powers  towards  the  United  States  are  so  hos- 
tile and  menacing,  the  several  branches  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are,  in  our  opinion,  called  upon,  with 
peculiar  importunity,  to  unite,  and,  by  union,  not 
only  to  devise  and  carry  those  measures  on  which 
the  safety  and  prosperity  of  our  country  depend, 
but  also  to  undeceive  those  nations  who,  regarding  us 
as  a  weak  and  divided  people,  have  pursued  systems  of 
aggression  inconsistent  with  a  state  of  peace  between 
independent  nations.  And,  sir,  we  beg  leave  to  assure 
you,  that  we  derive  a  singular  consolation  from  the 
reflection  that,  at  such  a  time,  the  Executive  part  of 
our  Government  has  been  committed  to  your  hands, 
for,  in  your  integrity,  talents,  and  firmness,  we  place 
the  most  entire  confidence. 

JACOB  READ, 
President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Ordered,  That  the  committee  who  prepared 
the  Address  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
Slates,  and  desire  him  to  acquaint  the  Senate  at 
what  time  and  place  it  will  be  most  convenient 
for  him  that  it  should  be  presented. 

On  motion,  Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Bingham,  and  Greene,  he  a  committee,  to  inquire 
what  business  remained  unfinished  at  the  close  of 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  which,  in  their  opin- 
ion, is  proper  for  the  Senate  to  take  into  consider- 
ation the  present  session,  and,  also,  what  laws  will 
expire  beiore  the  next  session  of  Congress,  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  November  28. 

Mr.  Stockton  reported,  from  the  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  he  would  receive  the 
Address  of  the  Senate  this  day  at  12  o'clock,  at 
his  own  house. 

The  Senate  accordingly  waited  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  the  President 
pro  tempore,  in  their  name,  presented  the  Address 
agreed  to  yesterday. 

To  which  the  President  made  the  following 
Reply : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

I  thank  you  for  this  Address. 

When,  after  the  most  laborious  investigation,  and 
serious  reflection,  without  partial  considerations,  or  per- 
sonal motives,  measures  have  been  adopted  or  recom- 
mended, I  can  receive  no  higher  testimony  of  their 
rectitude,  than  the  approbation  of  an  assembly,  so  inde- 
pendent, patriotic,  and  enlightened,  as  the  Senate  of 
the  United  8tates. 

Nothing  has  afforded  me  more  entire  satisfaction, 
than  the  coincidence  of  your  judgment  with  mine,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  essential  importance  of  our  commerce, 
and  the  absolute  necessity  of  a  maritime  defence.  What 
is  it,  that  has  drawn  to  Europe  the  superfluous  riches 
of  the  three  other  quarters  of  the  globe,  but  a  marine  ? 
What  is  it  that  has  drained  the  wealth  of  Europe  itself 
into  the  coffers  of  two  or  three  of  its  principal  commer- 
cial Powers,  but  a  marine  1 

The  world  has  furnished  no  example  of  a  nourishing 
commerce,  without  a  maritime  protection  ;  and  a  mod- 
erate knowledge  of  man  and  his  history  will  convince 
any  one,  that  no  such  prodigy  ever  can  arise.    A  mer- 
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cantile  marine  and  a  military  marine  must  grow  up 
together ;  one  cannot  long  exist  without  the  other. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
Unites  States,  November  28,  1797. 

The  Senate  returned  to  their  own  Chamber,  and 
adjourned. 


Wednesday,  November  29. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  the  me- 
morial and  address  of  the  people  called  Quakers, 
from  their  yearly  meeting,  held  in  Philadelphia, 
in  the  year  1797,  requesting  the  attention  of  Con- 
gress to  the  oppressed  state  of  the  African  race, 
and  the  general  prevalence  of  vice  and  immorali- 
ty; and  the  same  was  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Laurance, 
Tract,  Bingham,  and  Gunn,  be  a  committee  to 
take  into  consideration  that  part  of  the  President's 
Speech,  which  recommends  some  measures  being 
adopted  for  the  security  and  protection  of  the 
commerce  of  tne  United  States  ;  and  to  report 
thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Gunn  presented  the  representation  and  re- 
monstrance of  the  Legislature  of  Georgia,  against 
the  hardships  and  danger  to  which  the  citizens  of 
the  said  State  are  exposed,  by  the  operation  of  an 
act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  regulate  trade  and  inter- 
course with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve 
peace  on  the  frontiers,"  and  in  consequence  of 
certain  treaties  entered  into  by  the  United  States 
with  certain  Indian  tribes;  and  the  same  was  read 
and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Lang- 
don,  and  Anderson,  be  a  committee  to  consider 
and  report,  by  bill  or  otherwise,  on  that  part  of 
the  President's  Speech  that  relates  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  law  of  1794,  respecting  the  convening 
of  Congress,  in  case  of  contagious  sickness. 


Thursday,  November  30. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  what  business  remained  unfinished  at  the 
close  of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  reported  in 
part,  and  asked  leave  for  the  committee  to  sit 
again. 

Ordered,  That  the  memorial  and  address  of 
the  people  called  Quakers,  presented  yesterday,  be 
withdrawn. 


Friday,  December  1. 

James  Hillhouse,  from  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut, attended. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee,  appointed  to  inquire  what  busi- 
ness remained  unfinished  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session  of  Congress ;  and  the  report  being  amend- 
ed, was  adopted.   Whereupon, 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Tracy,  Gunn,  and 
Paine,  be  a  committee  to  take  into  consideration 
the  subject  of  a  bill,  passed  in  March  last,  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  "  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  to  place  certain  persons  on  the  pen- 


sion list,"  and  which  was  postponed  by  the  Senile 
to  this  session,  and  report  thereon. 


Monday,  December  4. 

Mr.  Anderson  presented  the  petition  and  me- 
morial of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Teace- 
see,  against  the  extension  of  the  boundary  line  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  Cherokee  la- 
dians,  by  Benjamin  Hawkins,  Andrew  Pickens, 
and  James  Winchester,  commissioners  on  behalf 
of  the  United  States ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Andes- 
son,  Laurance,  and  Tracy,  to  consider  and  repot 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing communication : 

"  The  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fond  respect* 
fully  report  to  Congress : 

"  That  the  measures  which  have  been  authoraedbj 
the  Board,  subsequent  to  their  last  report*  of  the  16u 
of  December,  1796,  and  25th  of  January,  1797,  aofe 
as  the  same  have  been  completed,  are  fully  detailed  in 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  tha 
Board,  dated  the  30th  of  November,  1797,  and  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  accounting  officers  therein  referred 
to,  which  are  herewith  transmitted,  and  prayed  to  B3 
received  as  part  of  this  report 

"  On  behalf  of  the  Board, 

"  JACOB  READ, 
"  President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

"December*,  1797." 

The  report  and  papers  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  December  5. 

• 

Mr.  Hillhouse  laid  before  the  Senate  the  pe 
titiun  of  William  Imlay,  loan  officer  of  the  State 
of  Connecticut,  praying  the  payment  of  his  ac- 
count for  extra  clerk  hire,  occasioned  by  the  addi- 
tional duties  of  his  office;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Secretary  ol 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  what  business  remained  unfinished  at  tie 
close  of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  made  a  furj 
ther  report ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  table. 


Wednesday,  December  6. 

Mr.  Bloodworth  reported,  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  that  part  of  the  Presideort 
Speech  which  relates  to  the  amendment  of  tin 
law  of  1794,  respecting  the  convening  of  Coogres 
in  case  of  contagious  sickness ;  and  the  report  ** 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Tne  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  d 
the  committee,  appointed  to  inquire  wftat  busioes 
remained  unfinished  at  the  close  of  the  U* 
session  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  be  printed  for  the  o* 
of  the  Senate. 
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Thursday,  December  7. 

The  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a  letter 
from  S.  Meredith,  Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
with  his  account  of  receipts  and  expenditures,  in 
the  Treasury  Department,  for  the  quarter  ending 
the  30th  of  June,  as  also  those  in  the  War  Depart- 
ment, ending  the  30th  June  and  30th  of  Septem- 
ber last,  the  same  having  passed  the  offices ; 
which  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  Bloodwortb  gave  notice,  that  he  should 
to-morrow  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  declare 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  certain  acts  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  establishing  a  health  office  and 
harbor-master  for  the  port  of  Wilmington. 

Friday,  December  8. 

Conformably  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr. 
Bloodworth  had  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  de- 
clare the  consent  of  Congress  to  certain  acts  of 
tbe  State  of  North  Carolina,  providing  for  a 
health  officer  and  harbor-master  in  the  port  of 
Wilmington  in  that  State ;  which  bill  was  read 
the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  and  memorial  of  they 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Monday,  December  11. 

Theodore  Sedgwick,  from  the  State  of  Mas- 
achusetts,  attended. 

The  bill  to  declare  the  consent  of  Congress,  to 
certain  acts  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  pro- 
viding for  a  health  officer  and  harbor-master  in 
the  port  of  Wilmington,  in  that  State,  was  read 
the  second  time. 

Ordered)  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Lau- 
*ance,  Bingham,  and  Pains,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  December  12. 

Mr.  Hunter  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
owners  and  lessees  of  wharves  in  the  city  of 
Charleston  and  State  of  South  Carolina,  stating 
the  injur  ions  operation  of  the  revenue  laws,  in  the 
Bode  of  weighing  goods  on  which  duties  are  col- 
lected under  the  authority  of  the  United  States, 
fed  praying  relief;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and 
>rdered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Wednesday,  December  13. 

Thomas  Jefferson,  Vice  President  of  the 
Jailed  States  and  President  of  the  Senate,  at- 

ended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
wormed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
:  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  postpone,  for  a  limited 
'me,  the  commencement  of  the  duties  imposed  by 
be  act,  entitled  "  An  act  laying  duties  on  stamp- 
d  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,"  in  which  they 
wire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent, 
1  *as  read  a  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate*  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  oj  Representatives  .• 

I  lay  before  you  the  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  represent* 
ing  the  inconvenience  arising  from  altering  the  time 
of  holding  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  8tate  of  Delaware, 
from  April  to  June;  and  desiring  that  the  existing 
law  may  be  altered,  by  restoring  the  Spring  session  of 
the  Circuit  Court  in  Delaware  to  the  twenty-seventh 
of  April. 

JOHN  ADAM8. 

United  8tatxs,  December  13, 1797. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

Ordered.  That  Mr.  Greene  be  appointed  a 
Committee  for  Enrolled  Bills,  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  jointly  with  such  committee  as  may  be 
appointed,  for  that  purpose,  on  the  part  or  the 
House  of  Representatives. 


Thursday,  December  14. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  post- 
pone, for  a  limited  time,  the  commencement  of 
the  duties  imposed  by  trie  act,  entitled  '  An  act 
laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and 
paper,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

On  motion,  that  this  resolution  be  reconsidered, 
it  passed  in  the  negative. 

A  message  from  tbe  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  William  Carmichael,  deceased," 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  it  was,  by  unanimous 
consent,  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Langdon,  and  Greene,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Friday,  December  15. 

On  motion,  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
revise  the  Judiciary  system  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  report  whether  any,  and  what,. alterations 
or.  amendments  are  necessary  in  the  same ;  it  was 
agreed  that  the  consideration  of  this  motion  be 
postponed  until  Monday  next. 


Monday,  December  18. 

The  Vice  President  communicated  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of  the  Trea- 
sury, on  the  petition  of  William  Imlay;  which 
was  read. 

Ordered^  That  the  report  and  petition  be  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Tracy,  Hillbouse,  and  Mar- 
tin, to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate, 
by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered^  That  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
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made  on  the  15th  instant,  to  revise  the  Judiciary 
system,  be  postponed. 


Tuesday,  December  19. 

Ordered,  That  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
made  on  the  15th  instant,  to  revise  the  Judiciary 
system,  be  further  postponed. 


WEDKE8©AT^December  20. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  report  of  the  Secretary  for  the  De- 
partment of  the  Treasury,  on  the  petition  •  of 
William  Imlay,  together  with  the  said  petition, 
reported  a  bill  for  his  relief ;  which  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  to  take  into  consideration  the  mo- 
tion, made  on  the  15th  instant,  respecting  the 
Judiciary  system,  it  was  agreed  that  the  conside- 
ration thereof  be  postponed  until  Tuesday  next. 


Thursday,  December  21. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Imlay  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  the  third 
reading. 

The  Vice  President  communicated  a  letter 
from  Samuel  Meredith,  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  with  his  accounts  of  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures in  the  Treasury  Department,  for  the  quar- 
ter ending  the  30th  of  April  last  ,*  which  were 
read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  suspending,  for  a  Jimited 
time,  the  second  section  of  an  act,  entitled  '  An 
act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses ;"  and  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief 
of  North  and  Vesey,  of  Charleston,  South  Caro- 
lina;" in  which  hills  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  severally  read, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Friday,  December  22. 

John  E.  Howard,  from  the  State  of  Maryland, 
attended. 

.    The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Imlay  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  suspending,  for 
a  limited  time,  the  second  section  of  an  act  enti- 
tled 'An  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for 
other  purposes'"  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Sedg- 
wick, Anderson,  and  Tracy,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
North  and  Vesey,  of  Charleston,  South  Carolina," 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Good- 


hue, Hunter,  and  Bingham,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Saturday,  December  23. 
The  Senate  assembled,  but  transacted  no  bu- 


siness. 


Monday,  December  25. 
No  business  was  done  in  the  Senate  to-day. 


Tuesday,  December  26. 

Conformably  to  the  order  of  the  day,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  motion  made  the  15ih 
instant,  respecting  the  Judiciary  system.       J 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  RJad, 
Laurance,  Livermore,  Sedgwick,  and  Tract, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Wednesday,  December  27. 

The  Senate  spent  the  day  in  the  consideration 
of  Executive  business. 


Thub8Day,  December  28. 

John  Brown,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  it* 
tended. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
tor  the  reliei  of  North  and  Vesey,  of  Charleston, 
South  Carolina."  reported  an  amendment;  which 
was  read  and  adopted;  and,  the  bill  being  further 
amended, 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  the  third  reading,  as 
amended. 

Mr.  Read  presented  the  memorial  of  the  mer- 
chants of  the  city  of  Charleston,  in  the  State  of 
South  Carolina,  stating  the  injurious  operation  oi 
the  revenue  laws,  in  the  mode  of  weighing  goods: 
on  which  duties  are  collected,  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  and  praying  relief;  aod  the 
memoiial  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  od  the 
table. 


Friday,  December  29. 

Stephens  Thompson  Mason,  from  the  State 
of  Virginia,  attended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
North  and  Vesey,  of  Charleston,  South  Carolina;9 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

On  motion,  that  it  be 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the8enatobe,iirij 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  make  an  equal 
compensation  to  James  Mathers,  the  Doorkeeper  tf 
the  8enate,  and  Cornelius  Maxwell,  his  assistant,  to 
that  which  has  been  allowed  to  the  Doorkeeper  of  th* 
House  of  Representatives,  and  his  assistant,  by  a  ret^ 
lution  of  the  said  House,  of  July  the  10th,  1797,  and 
to  defray  the  same  out  of  any  moneys  appropriated  ty 
law  to  pay  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  8enate:'' 

It  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie  on  the  table- 
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Monday,  January  1,  1796. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  tbe  United  States: 

lentlemcn  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .* 

In  compliance  with  the  desire  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  expressed  in  their  resolution  of  the  2d  of 
tfarch,  1797,  that  some  speedy  and  effectual  means  I 
night  be  adopted  of  obtaining  information  from  the  J 
fates  of  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  South 
uarolina,  whether  they  have  ratified  the  amendment 
ffoposed  by  Congress  to  the  Constitution,  concerning 
he  suability  of  States,  and,  if  they  have,  to  obtain  pro- 
ber evidences ;  measures  have  been  taken,  and  infor-l 
nation  and  evidences  obtained,  the  particulars  of  which! 
rill  appear  in  the  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State] 
oade  by  my  direction,  on  the  28th  day  ef  this  month! 
ud  now  presented  to  the  two  Houses  for  their  con-* 
alteration. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Usitkb  8tatxs,  December  90,  1797. 

The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
rere  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  motion,  made  on  the  29th 
nstant.  respecting  an  additional  compensation  to 
he  Doorkeeper  and  Assistant  Doorkeeper  of  the 
Senate,  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Goodhue  notiGed  the  Senate  that  he 
thou  Id,  to-morrow,  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  providing  for  further  compensation  to  the 
Doorkeeper  and  Assistant  Doorkeeper  of  the 
Senate. 


morrow  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  extend  to 
the  district  of  Tennessee  the  exception  contained 
in  the  seventieth  section  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  more  effectually  for  the  collection 
of  the  duties  imposed  by  law,  on  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  imported  into  the  United  States, 
and  on  the  tonnage  of  ships  and  vessels." 


Tuesday,  January  2.         • 

Mr.  Sbdgwick.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
ras  referred  the  trill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
^spending,  for  a  limited  time,  the  second  section 
>f  ao  act  entitled  'An  act  regulating  foreign 
coins,  and  for  other  purposes,'"  reported  amend- 
ments; which  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
sonsideration. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr.GooD- 
bce  had  liberty  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  allowing  a 
Mmpeosation  to  the  Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  and 
fib  assistant,  for  their  services  during  the  late  ex- 
traordinary session  of  Congress;  and  the  bill  was 
'tad,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Wednesday,  January  3. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  petition  of  George 
Rimer,  stating  that  he  has  purchased  a  tract  of 
and  or  John  Cleves  Symmes,  and  praying  con- 
Srmation  of  his  title ;  and  the  petition  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Stock- 
ton. Bbown,  and  Langdon,  to  consider  and  re- 
tort thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  for  allowing  a  compensation  to  the 
doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  and  his  assistant,  for 
heir  services  during  the  late  extraordinary  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
>rdered  to  tfre  third  reading. 

Mr.  Jackbon  gave  notice  that  he  should  to- 
5th  Con.— 16 


Thursday,  January  4. 

The  bill  for  allowing  a  compensation  to  the 
Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  and  his  assistant*  for 
their  services  during  the  late  extraordinary  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  was  read  the  third  time,  and  it 
was  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  "extraor- 
dinary." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

Mr.  Tracy  presented  the  petition  of  Joseph 
Nourse,  Register  of  the  Treasury,  praying  addi- 
tional compensation  for  his  services ;  which  was 
read  and  ordered  to  lie. 

Conformable  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr. 
Jackson  had  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  extend  to 
the  district  of  Tennessee  the  exception  contained 
in  the  seventieth  section  of  the  act  entitled  "An 
act  to  provide  more  effectually  for  the  collection 
of  the  duties  imposed  by  law,  on  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  imported  into  the  Unitea  States, 
and  on  the  tonnage  of  ships  and  vessels ;"  which 
bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Friday,  January  5. 

The  bill  to  extend  to  the  district  of  Tennessee 
the  exception  contained  in  the  seventieth  section 
of  the  act  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  more  effec- 
tually for  the  collection  of  the  duties  imposed  by 
law,  on  poods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  imported 
into  the  United  States,  and  on  the  tonnage  of  ships 
and  ( vessels,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Jackson,  Goodhue,  and  Paine, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Ordered.  That  the  petition  of  Joseph  Nourse, 
Register  or  the  Treasury,  praying  additional  com- 
pensation for  his  services,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Tracy,  Bloodworth,  and  Hunter,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .- 

The  Secretary  for  the  Department  of  War,  on  the 
thirtieth  day  of  December  last,  made  a  representation 
to  me  of  the  situation  of  affairs  in  his  office,  which  I 
now  transmit  to  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  recommend  to  their  consideration  and  deci- 
sion. JOHN  ADAM8. 

Uititbd  States,  January  5,  1799. 

The  Message  and  representation  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 


Monday,  January  8. 
Jambs  Ross,  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
attended. 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
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informed  the  Senate  that' the  House  had  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  making  certain  partial  ap- 

Sropriations  for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
red  and  ninety-eight ;"  a  bill  entitled  "An  act 
authorizing  the  payment  of  certain  sums  of  mo- 
ney to  the  daughters  of  the  late  Count  de  Grasse ;" 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the  payment 
of  the  interest  on  a  certificate  due  to  General  Kos- 
ciusko ;"  and  a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend 
the  several  acts  for  laying  duties  on  spirits  dis- 
tilled within  the  United  States,  and  on  stills ;"  in 
which  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate.  I 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  severally  read, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

And,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  first  bill  men- 
tioned was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Goodhue,  Brown,  and  Mason,  to  consi- 
der and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  bill  second  men- 
tioned was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Livermore,  Hillhouse,  and  Tract,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

By  unanimous  consent,  (he  third  bill  mentioned 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Sedowick,  Anderson,  and  Howard,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

And,  by  unanimous  consent,  the  bill  last  men- 
tioned was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Ross,  Goodhue,  and  Hunter,  to  consi- 
der and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "  An  act  suspending,  for  a  limited 
time,  the  second  section  of  an  act  entitled  '  An 
act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other  purpo- 
ses ;' "  and.  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  toe  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .• 

I  have  now  an  opportunity  of  transmitting  to  Con- 
gress a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  3tate,  with  a  copy 
of  an  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kentuc- 
ky, consenting  to  the  ratification  of  the  amendment  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  proposed  by 
Congress  in  their  resolution  of  the  second  day  of  De- 
cember, 1793,  relative  to  the  suability  of  States.  This 
amendment  having  been  adopted  by  three-fourths  of 
the  several  States,  may  now  be  declared  to  be  a  part  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  3tates. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

TJhitid  Statxs,  January  8,  1798. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read  and  order- 
ad  to  lie  on  file. 


prior  to  the  first  day  of  October,  1796,  exhibiting 
the  quantities  or  value  of  the  said  goods,  wares, 
or  merchandise,  and  the  foreign  countries  from  . 
which  imported.  Also  a  statement  of  the  ton- 
nage of  vessels  entered  in  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  during  jhe  period  aforesaid;  which  was 
read. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  supending.  for 
a  limited  time,  the  second  section  of  an  act  enti- 
tled '  An  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other 
purposes.' " 

On  motion  to  postpone  the  further  considera- 
tion of  this  bill  until  this  day  month,  it  was  nega- 
tived, and,  after  debate,  it  was  ordered  that  the 
bill  be  recommitted. 

A  motion  was  made  to  amend  the  19th  rule  for 
doing  business  in  the  Senate,  by  subjoining — 

"And,  on  motion  of  any  member,  there  shall  be  a  call 
of  the  8enate  at  the  expiration  of  one  hour  after  that  to 
which  the  House  stood  adjourned,  whether  there  be  s 
quorum  or  not ;  and,  in  case  there  is  not  a  quorum  on 
such  call,  the  member*  present  may,  if  they  think  pro- 
per, request  the  attendance  of  absentees  who  are  in  the 
town  or  neighborhood  where  the  Senate  are  convened. 
And,  on  the  next  day,  if  a  quorum  shall  not  be  pres- 
ent, the  members  present  shall  have  authority  to  send 
for  any  absent  member,  whether  he  be  in  the  town  where 
the  Senate  have  convened,  or  not,  by  any  person  by 
them  authorized,  requesting  his  attendance,  at  die  ex- 
pense of  such  member,  unlets  he  shall  make  such  ex- 
cuse for  non-attendance  as  shall,  by  the  Senate,  be 
judged  sufficient." 

And  it  was  agreed  that  the  consideration  of  this 
motion  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy,  Andebbos, 
Livermore.  Goodhue,  and  Paine,  to  report  thereon 
to  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  January  0. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Treasury,  of  the  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
imported  into  the  united  States  during  the  year 


Wednesday,  January  10. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence^  entitled  "  An  act 
making  certain  partial  appropriations  for  the  year 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight/ 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment ;  which  re- 
port was  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Sedgwick:,  from  the  committee  to  whoa 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act 
providing  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  a  cer- 
tificate due  to  General  Kosciusko,"  reported  thl 
bill  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  William  Car-' 
michael,  deceased,  reported  the  bill  wit  boat 
amendment;  which  report  was  adopted,  and  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
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Thursday,  January  11. 

Jambs  Lloyd,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  State 
of  Maryland,  in  the  place  of  John  Henry,  elected 
Governor  of  said  State,  produced  his  credentials; 
and,  the  oath  required  by  law  being  administered, 
be  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence;  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  representatives  of  William  Carmichael, 
deceased,"  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  a  certificate  due 
to  General  Kosciusko,"  was  read  the  third  time, 
and,  being  amended  by  striking  out  the  words, 
K  eighty-nine,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof, 
"ninety-three."  near  the  end  of  the  bill,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making 
certain  partial  appropriations  for  the  year  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,"  was 
read  a  third  time  and,  passed. 

Mr.  Sedgwick,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
suspending,  for  a  limited  time,  the  second  section 
of  an  act,  en  titled  'An  act  regulating  foreign  coins, 
and  for  other  purposes,'"  reported  amendments; 
which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  uAnactfor  the  relief  of  John  Frank  " 
and  a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  prescribe  the  mode 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections 
for  members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  compel  the  attendance 
of  witnesses;"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate, 

Mr.  Livermohe,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act 
authorizing  the  payment  of  certain  sums  of  mo- 
ney to  the  daughters  of  the  late  Count  de  Grasse," 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

On  motion  to  amend  the  bill,  it  passed  in  the 
negative. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  con- 
wit,  to  dispense  with  the  rule,  and  that  the  bill  be 
<u>w  read  a  third  time*. 

On  the  question  to  concur  with  the  House  of 
Representatives  in  this  bill,  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  4,  as  follows : 

Yias — Means.   Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 

Caipman,  Foster,  Greene,  Gunn,  Howard,  Hunter, 

Jtckjon,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Livtrmore,  Lloyd,  Martin, 

■ason,  Paine,  Bead,  Boat,  and  8edgwick. 

Nats — Means.  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Marshall,  and 
Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

Friday,  January  12. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 


lief of  John  Frank,"  was  read,  and,  by  unani- 
mous consent,  it  was  read  a  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Howard,  and  Tracy, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  pre- 
scribe the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of 
contested  elections  for  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  com- 
pel the  attendance  of  witnesses,"  was  read,  and, 
by  unanimous  consent,  it  was  read  a  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Liver- 
more.  Paine,  and  Cbipman,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  recommitted  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "  An  act  suspending,  for  a  lim- 
ited time,  the  second  section  of  an  act.  entitled 
'An  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other 
purposes ;"  and  the  report  was  adopted,  and  the 
bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading 
of  the  bill,  as  amended,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  by  one  of  the  majority,  to  recon- 
sider the  last  question — 

A  motion  was  made  to  postpone  the  question 
of  reconsideration  to  the  second  Monday  in  Feb- 
ruary, and  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Whereupon  it  was  agreed  to  reconsider  the  last 
vote  on  the  bill,  and  that  the  bill  be  considered 
as  still  in  its  second  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  providing  for  the  payment  of  the  interest 
on  a  certificate  due  to  General  Kosciusko;"  they 
have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  ll  An  act  directing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  place  certain  persons  on  the 
pension  list ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  was  read,  and  order- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tracy,  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  take  into  consideration  the  subject  of 
accenting  a  deed  of  cession  of  the  jurisdiction  of 
certain  territory  from  the-  State  of  Connecticut, 
and  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise,  it  was  agreed 
that  this  motion  should  lie  for  consideration. 


Monday,  January  15. 

Mr.  Livkrmore,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
prescribe  the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of 
contested  elections  for  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  com- 
pel the  attendance  of  witnesses,"  reported  an 
amendment,  which  was  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  Samuel  Meredith,  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States,  with  his  account  of  receipts  and 
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expenditures  in  the  War  Department,  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  30th  of  December  last;  which 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  John  Frank,"  reported  the  bill  with- 
out amendment;  and,  by  unanimous  consent,  it 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  directing 
the  Secretary  of  War  to  place  certain  persons  on 
the  pension  list,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  the  committee  appointed  the  1st  of  De- 
cember last,  "to  take  into  consideration  the  sub- 
ject of  a  bill  passed  in  March  last,  by  the  House 
of  Representatives,  directing  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list,"  and 
which  was  postponed  by  the  Senate  to  this  ses- 
sion, to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 
t  Ordered,  That  a  certificate  of  the  judges  of  the 
district  court  for  the  district  of  Maryland,  in  favor 
of  John  Coats,  be  referred  to  the  same  committee, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tract  reported,  from  the  committee  to 
whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  Joseph  Nourse, 
Register  of  the  Treasury ;  and  the  report  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  disagreeing 
to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  enti- 
tled "An  act  providing  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  on  a  certificate  due  to  General  Kosciusko;" 
whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  insist  on  their  said 
amendment. 

Ordered,  That  the  motion  made  on  the  12th 
instant,  on  the  subject  of  accepting  a  deed  of  ces- 
sion of  the  Jurisdiction  of  certain  territory  from 
the  State  of  Connecticut,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Ross,  Lloyd,  Read.  Sedgwick,  and  Brown,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  suspending,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  second  section  of  an  act.  entitled 
'An  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  tor  other 
purposes,"  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 


Tuesday.  January  16. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  an  "  An  act  to 
prescribe  the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of 
contested  elections  for  members  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States,  and  to  com- 
pel the  attendance  of  witnesses/'  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  peti- 
tion of  Joseph  Nourse,  Register  of  the  Treasury; 


and,  after  debate,  it  was  agreed  that  the  report 
should  be  recommitted. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on  their 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  interest  on  a  certificate  due  to  Gene- 
ral Kosciusko."  and  ask  a  conference,  thereon,  and 
have  appointed  managers  at  the  same  on  their 
part; 

They  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  British  pro- 
vinces of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,91  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the  con- 
ference mentioned  in  the  message. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree'  thereto,  and  that 
Messrs.  Tract  and  Ross  be  managers  at  the 
same  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  suspending,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  second  section  of  an  act,  entitled 
lAn  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other 
purposes;"  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill,  it  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  19.  nays 
7,  as  follows : 

Ysas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Foster,  Gunn,  HUIhouse,  Howard,  Hunter, 
Jackson,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Mar- 
shall, Martin,  Mason,  Paine,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Read* 
Rose,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the 
third  reading. 

Mr.  Greene  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal 
the  act,  passed  the  last  session  of  Congress,  enti- 
titled  "An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
parchment,  and  paper." 


Wednesday,  January  17. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  uAn  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces 
of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,"  was  read  the  se- 
cond time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Martin,  Paine, 
and  Sedgwick,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  managers  at  the  confer- 
ence on  the  amendment  to  the  bill,  sent  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  concurrence,  enti- 
tled "An  act  providing  for  the  payment  of  the 
interest  on  a  certificate  due  to  General  Kosciusko,0 
made  a  report.    Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  senate  adhere  to  their 
amendment  to  the  bill  last  mentioned. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  suspend- 
ing, for  a  limited  time,  the  second  section  of  an 


489 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


490 


January,  1798.  J 


Proceedings, 


[Senatb. 


act  entitled  "An  act  regulating  foreign  coins,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  that  the  bill  be 
further  amended,  by  expunging  all  that  is  con- 
tained from  the  word  4*  suspended."  line  fourth,  in- 
clusive, and  inserting,  in  lieu  thereof,  li  repealed," 
it  passed  in  the  negative. 

And  the  bill  being  further  amended,  by  adding 
the  words  "silver  and  gold"  before  tie  word 
•  coins,"  in  the  amendment — 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  17,  nays  19,  as  follows : 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Foster,  Gnnn,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter, 
Jackson,  Langdon,  Livennore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Ma- 
»d,  Paine,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Lati- 
mer, Lloyd,  Read,  Rom,  8edgwick,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 
A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Paine,  as  follows : 

"Rttofoed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire whether  any,  and  what,  territory,  lying  to  the 
southward  and  westward  of  the  8tate  of  Georgia,  be- 
longs to  the  United  States,  and  to  report  a  plan  for 
foreroing  the  same ;  and  that  the  said  committee  be 
empowered  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise." 

Ordered,  That  this  motion  lie  for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  recede  from 
their  disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bUL  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the 
payment  of  the  interest  on  a  certificate  due  to 
General  Kosciusko." 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .* 

The  situation  of  affairs  between  the  United  States 
tod  the  Cherokee  Indians  having  evinced  the  expe- 
diency of  a  treaty  with  that  nation,  for  the  promotion 
of  justice  to  them,  as  well  as  of  the  interests  and  con- 
venience of  our  citizens,  I  have  nominated,  and,  by 
tad  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  8enate,  ap- 
pointed Commissioners  to  hold  conferences,  and  con- 
clude a  treaty,  as  early  as  the  season  of  the  year  and 
the  convenience  of  the  parties  will  admit. 

As  we  know  very  well,  by  experience,  such  negotia- 
tions cannot  be  carried  on  without  considerable  ex- 
penses, I  recommend  to  your  consideration  the  pro- 
priety of  making  an  appropriation,  at  this  time,  for 
defraying  such  as  may  be  necessary  for  holding  and 
toncloding  a  treaty. 

That  you  may  form  your  judgments  with  greater  fa- 
cility, I  shall  direct  the  proper  officer  to  lay  before  you 
an  estimate  of  such  articles  and  expenses  as  may  be 
thought  indispensable. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

UxiTiD  Statxs,  January  17,  1798. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

Conformable  to  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr. 
Greene  requested  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  re- 
peal the  act,  passed  the  last  session  of  Congress, 


entitled  "Ao  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vel- 
lum, parchment,  and  paper;"  and,  after  debate, 
the  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  January  18. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday  by  Mr.  Greene,  request- 
ing leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act,  passed 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  entitled  "An  act  lay- 
ing duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and 
paper." 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  15,  as 
follows: 

Yxab— -Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Fos- 
ter, Greene,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Livennore,  Martin, 
Mason,  and  TaxeweU. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Goodhue,  Gunny 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Lloyd,  Marshall, 
Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Mr.  Ross  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memorial 
of  Thomas  Hutchins,  praying  compensation  for 
the  sufferings  and  services  of  his  late  father, 
Thomas  Hutchins,  Geographer  General  to  the 
United  States ;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
made  yesterday,  relative  to  territory  lying  to  the 
southward  and  westward  of  the  Slate  of  Georgia; 
and  it  was  agreed  to  adopt  the  first  part  of  the 
motion,  divided  as  far  as  the  words  (;  United 
States." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  to  amend  the 
last  clause,  to  be  read  as  follows : 

"  And  in  case  the  committee  shall  be  of  opinion  that 
any  territory  therein  belongs  to  the  United  States,  to 
report  the  most  expedient  method  of  quieting  any  op- 
posite title  thereto :" 

It  passed  in  the  negative. 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and  what,  territory,  lying  to 
the  southward  and  westward  of  the  State  of 
Georgia,  belongs  to  the  United  States,  and  to  re- 
port a  plan  for  governing  the  same,  ii  any  there 
be;  ana  that  the  said  committee  be  empowered  to 
report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered}  That  the  above  motion,  as  amended, 
together  with  the  representation  and  remonstrance 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  be  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Ross,  Paine,  Read,  Tazewell, 
and  Gunn,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 


Friday,  January  19. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  several  acts  for  laying  duties  on  spirits 
distilled  within  the  United  States,  and  on  sills," 
reported  an  amendment;  which  was  read  and  or- 
dered to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Sedowick  presented  the  petition  of  Solo- 
mon Blodget,  a  wounded  soldier,  praying  to  be 
placed  on  the  list  of  invalid  pensioners ;  and  the 
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petition  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred,  on  the  15th  instant,  the  hill 
entitled  "  An  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list,"  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Foster  presented  the  petition  of  Jonathan 
Davenport,  a  wounded  soldier,  praying  an  increase 
of  his  pension ;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  last  mentioned. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  .• 

A  representation  has  been  made  to  me,  by  the  Judge 
of  the  Pennsylvania  district  of  the  United  States,  of 
certain  inconveniences  and  disagreeable  circumstances, 
which  have  occurred  in  the  execution  of  the  law  passed 
on  the  28th  day  of  May,  1796,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,"  as  well  as  of  cer- 
tain doubts  which  have  been  raised  concerning  its  con- 
struction ;  this  representation,  together  with  a  report  of 
the  Attorney  General  on  the  same  subject,  I  now  trans- 
mit to  Congress,  for  their  consideration,  that  if  any 
amendments  or  explanation  of  that  law  may  be  thought 
advisable,  they  may  be  adopted, 

JOHN  ADAM8. 

Ukitzd  States,  January  18, 1798. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read. 

Ordered^  That  they  be  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee appointed  on  the  26th  December  last,  on 
the  motion  of  15th  of  December,  for  revising  the 
judiciary  system,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

•  Mr.  Marshall  gave  notice  that  he  should,  on 
Monday,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  regulating  cer- 
tain proceedings  in  cases  of  impeachment. 


Monday,  January  22. 

Josiab  Tattnall,  from  the  State  of  Georgia, 
attended. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concurrence, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  the  several  acts  for 
laying  duties  on  spirits  distilled  within  the  United 
States,  and  on  stills ;"  and  the  amendment  reported 
being  adopted, 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

Conformable  to  notice  given  on  the  19th  in- 
stant, Mr.  Marshall  requested  and  obtained 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  regulating  certain  proceed- 
ings in  case  of  impeachment;  which  bill  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Tuesday,  January  23. 

The  bill  regulating  certain  proceedings  in  cases 
of  impeachment  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
refe/red  to  Messrs.  Marshall,  Tazewell,  Tracy, 
Ross,  and  Livermore,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Ross  be  added  to  the  com- 
mittee appointed  on  the  petition  of  George  Turner. 

Mr.  Foster  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memo- 


rial of  a  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  t/wn 
of  Providence,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  hland. 
stating  the  expediency  of  erecting  a  light-house  on 
Eaton's  Neck,  on  Long  Island,  in  the  State  of 
New  York;  and  the  memorial  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Secretary 
for  the  Department  of  Treasury,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend 
the  several  acts  for  laying  duties  on  spirits  distilled 
within  the  United  States,  and  on  stills,"  was  read 
the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  restore  the 
second  section,  as  follows : 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That,  from  and  after  the 
30th  day  of  June  next,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  mil  owners 
of  any  still,  or  stills,  to  make  his  or  their  election,  to 
take  oat  a  license  for  one  week,  at  the  rate  of  four  cents 
per  gallon,  on  the  capacity  of  such  still  or  stills,  includ- 
ing the  heads  thereof  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  licenses  are  now  granted." 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  9. 
nays  15,  as  follows: 

Yxas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworm,  Brown,  Jack- 
son, Langdon,  Marshall,  Martin,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipraan,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer,  LiTermore, 
Paine,  Read,  Ross,  8edgwick,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  the 
amendment. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .- 

At  the  commencement  of  this  session  of  Congress,  I 
proposed,  in  the  course  of  it,  to  communicate  to  both 
Houses  further  information  concerning  the  situation  of 
our  affairs  in  the  territories  of  the  United  States  situa- 
ted on  the  Mississippi  river,  and  in  its  neighborhood ; 
our  intercourse  with  the  Indian  nations,  our  relations 
with  the  8panish  Government,  and  conduct  of  their 
officers  and  agents.  This  information  will  be  found  in 
a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  documents 
attending  it,  which  I  now  present  to  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uhitid  States,  January  23,  1798. 

The  Message  and  papers  were'  read. 

Ordered,  That  thev  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee, appointed  the  loth  instant,  on  the  motion 
made  by  Mr.  Paine,  to  whom  was  also  referred 
the  remonstrance  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Georgia,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 


Wednesday,  January  24. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"An  act  to  amend  the  several  acts  for  laying  du- 
ties on  spirits  distilled  within  the  United  States, 
and  on  stills." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  their  amend- 
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ment  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives; and 

On  motio^  that  the  Senate  adhere  to  their  said 
amendment,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative 
—yeas  16,  hays  9,  as  follows: 

Yxis — Messrs.  Bingham,  Cbipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hoe,  Greene,  Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Liver- 
more,  Lloyd,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  8edgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Hunter,  Lang- 
don,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  adhere  to 
their  said  amendment. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  direct- 
ing the  Secretary  of  War  to  place  certain  persons 
on  the  pension  list,"  reported  an  amendment; 
which  was  read  and  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

Mr.  Marshall  made  a  motion,  that  the  Senate 
agree  to  the  following  resolutions,  which  he  read 
in  his  place: 

"  Resolved,  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tive* of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  as- 
umbUd,  two-thirds  of  both  Houses  concurring.  That 
the  following  articles  be  proposed  to  the  Legislatures 
of  the  several  States  as  amendments  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States;  which,  when  ratified  by  three- 
fourths  of  the  said  Legislatures,  shall  be  valid  as  part 
of  the  said  Constitution,  viz : 

u  1.  The  Electors  of  President,  and  Vice  President, 
in  giving  their  votes,  shall  respectively  distinguish  the 
person  whom  they  desire  to  be  President,  from  the  one 
they  desire  to  be  Vice  President,  by  annexing  the  words 
'  President,'  or  '  Vice  President,'  as  the  case  may  re- 
quire, to  the  proper  name  of  the  person  voted  for. 

"  2.  The  Electors,  aforesaid,  shall  enclose  the  very 
ballots  by  them  given  in  the  election,  together  with  the 
liet  of  the  votes  by  them  made  and  transmitted  to  the 
President  of  the  Senate. 

"  3.  Should  any  contest  arise  relative  to  any  vote  for 
President,  the  same  shall  be  determined  by  the  Senate ; 
or,  should  any  contest  arise  relative  to  any  vote  for  Vice 
President,  the  same  shall  be  determined  by  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

H  4.  8honld  no  one  person,  voted  for  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent, have  a  majority  of  the  whole  number  of  Electors 
in  bis  favor,  then  the  8enate  shall  elect  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent among  those  voted  for  as  Vice  President" 

Ordered,  That  the  motion  lie  for  consideration. 


Thursday,  January  25. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  directing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  place  certain  persons  on  the 
pension  list,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved*  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  motion 
made  yesterday,  respecting  amendments  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

On  motion,  that  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed  until  the  second  Tuesday  in  February, 
it  was  agreed  to  strike  out  of  the  motion  for  post- 


ponement the  words  "until  the  second  Tuesday 
in  February;"  and, 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  amend  the  motion 
for  postponement,  by  inserting  after  the  word 
" postponed"  these  words:  "until  the  first  day  of 
June  next." 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  motion  for  postpone- 
ment as  amended,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirm* 
ative — yeas  15,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yeas— Messrs.  Brown,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Read,  Ross, 
Sedgwick,  8tockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Cbipman,  Howard,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Liver* 
more,  Marshall,  Mason,  Paine,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  the  consideration  of 
the  original  motion  be  postponed  until  the  first 
day  of  June  next. 

Friday,  January  26. 

No  business  of  importance  was  transacted  in 
the  Senate  to-day. 

Monday,  January  29. 

No  business  was  done  of  any  importance  in  the 
Senate  to-day. 

Tuesday,  January  30. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Li  verm  ore,  Ross,  and 
Tracy,  be  a  committee  to  report  to  the  Senate  a 
form  of  proceeding  in  cases  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Martin,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces 
of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,"  reported:  amend- 
ments ;  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Ross  presented  the  petition  of  Jraph  Rit- 
tenhouse,  stating  that  he  is  a  prisoner  ax  the  suit 
of  the  United  States,  and,  having  surrendered  his 
property,  prays  to  be  liberated;  and  the  petition 
was  read  and  laid  on  the  table. 


Wednesday,  January  31. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, by  which  it  appears  that  they  have  appoint- 
ed Joshua  Clayton  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  place  of  John  Vining,  resigned;  and 
the  resolution  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  file. 

Mr.  Stockton,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  George  Turner,  pray- 
ing confirmation  of  his  title  to  a  tract  of  land  pur- 
chased of  John  Cleves  Symmes,  asked  and  obtained 
leave  to  report  by  bill ;  and  the  bill  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  th#  relief  of 
the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia;"  and,  having  agreed  thereto, 
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Ordered,  Tb  it  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  be  postpont  d. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  "  entitled  "  An  act  appropriating  a  certain 
sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense  of  holding  a 
treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming  lands  in  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  or  North  Carolina;"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Li  verm  ore,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
the  subject  was  referred,  reported  a  form  of  pro- 
ceeding in  cases  of  impeachment ;  and  the  report 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Thursday,  February  1. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  appropriat- 
ing a  certain  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense 
of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming 
lands  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  or  North  Caroli- 
na," was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Hill- 
house,  Paine,  and  Sedgwick,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands 
between  the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers,  in  the 
territory  of  the  United  States  northwest  of  the 
Ohio,  and  for  giving  a  pre-emption  to  certain  pur- 
chasers and  settlers,  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

Mr.  Brown  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition 
of  Stephen  Monnot  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Gal- 
liopolis,  praying  for  a  grant  of  land  to  them,  re- 
spectively ;  which  petition,  together  with  the  pa- 
pers referred  to  therein,  were  read. 

OrdemL,  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Mason  presented  the  petition  of  Joseph  Ja- 
mison, and  others,  inhabitants  near  the  Sciota 
river,  praying  that  the  Surveyor  General  may  be 
authorized  to  lay  out  a  tract  of  land  thirty  miles 
square,  on  the  banks  of  the  said  river ;  and  the 
petition  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Marshall^  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  regulating  certain  proceedings 
in  cases  of  impeachment,  reported  amendments; 
which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  the  mode  of  proceeding  in 
oases  of  impeachment;  and,  after  debate,  the  Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


Friday,  February  2. 

John  Slobs  Hobart.  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  State  of  New  York,  in  the  place  of  Philip 
Schuyler,  resigned,  produced  his  credentials,  and, 
the  oath  inquired  oy  law  being  administered,  he 
took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 


informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  f6r  the  relief  of  the  legal 
representatives  of  Thomas  Clark,  deceased  f  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  on  the  mode  of  proceed- 
ing in  cases  of  impeachment;  which  having  been 
amended,  it  was,  in  part,  adopted. 


Saturday,  February  3. 

The  Message  yesterday  received  from  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States  was  read,  as 
follows: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  tiUpreeentafatt: 

I  have  received  from  oar  Minister  in  London  two 
Acts  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  one  passed  an 
the  4th  of  July,  1797,  entitled  "An  act  for  carrying 
into  execution  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and 
Navigation,  concluded  between  His  Majesty  and  the 
United  States  of  America ;"  the  other,  passed  on  the 
]  9th  day  of  July,  1797,  entitled  "  An  act  for  regulating 
the  trade  to  be  carried  on  with  the  British  possessions 
in  India,  by  the  ships  of  nations  in  amity  with  His 
Majesty."  These  Acts  hare  such  connexions  with  the 
commercial  and  political  interests  of  the  United  States, 
that  it  is  proper  they  should  be  communicated  to  Con- 
gress. I  have  accordingly  transmitted  copies  of  them 
with  this  Message. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uititbd  States,  February  2, 1798- 

The  Message  and  papers  referred  to  were  or- 
dered to  lie  for  consideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  certain  inhabi- 
tants of  Galliopolis.  laid  before  the  Senate  on  the 
1st  instant,  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Brown,  Blood- 
worth,  and  Lanodon,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  legal  representatives  of  Thomas  Clark,  de- 
ceased," was  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  on  the  mode  of  proceed- 
ing in  cases  of  impeachment. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed,  that  the  report  be  re- 
committed to  Messrs.  Hillhodse,  Read,  and 
Paine,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 


Monday,  February  5. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  legal  representatives  of  Thomas  Clark,  de- 
ceased," was  read  tbe  second  time,  and  referred 
to  Messrs.  Tracy,  Paine,  and  Goodhue,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hillhodse,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  committed  the  report  on  the  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding in  cases  of  impeachment,  made  a  report; 
which  was  read  and  adopted ;  and 
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u  Rtsohed,  That  the  Doorkeeper  of  the  8enate  be, 
od  he  is  hereby,  invested  with  the  authority  of  Ser 
etnUat-Anns,  to  hold  said  office  daring  the  pleasure 
f  the  8enatev  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  execute  the 
ommands  of  the  Senate,  from  time  to  time,  and  all 
ach  process  as  shall  be  directed  to  him  by  the  Pres- 
ent of  the  Senate. 

11  Rttofacd,  That,  for  regulating  the  proceedings  of 

*  Senate,  in  cases  of  impeachment,  the  following  rule 
e  adopted,  via : 

44  When  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  managers 
y  them  appointed  for  that  purpose,  shall  attend  the 
leaate  to  present  articles  of  impeachment,  the  Presi- 
entof  the  8enate  shall  cause  proclamation  to  be  made 
a  the  form  following,  viz : 

"  All  persons  are  commanded  to  keep  silence  while 
he  Senate  of  the  United  States  are  receiving  articles  of 

npeachment  against  — — ,  on  pain  of  imprison- 

lent 

"  And  shall  then  signify  to  the  managers  that  the 
tout*  are  ready  to  receive  the  articles  of  impeachment ; 
vhich,  having  been  read  by' one  of  the  managers,  shall 

*  received  by  the  Secretary ;  and  the  managers  shall 
hereupon  be  informed  by  the  President  that  the  8enate 
rill  take  proper  order  on  the  subject,  of  which  due  no- 
ice  will  be  given  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

u  After  which  the  Secretary  shall  read  said  articles  of 
mpeachment,  and  enter  the  same  on  the  Journals  of 
he  Senate." 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States;  which  was 

read: 

Smtkmtn  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

I  have  received  a  letter  from  his  Excellency  Charles 
Phckney,  Esq.,  Governor  of  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
ina,  dated  the  22d  October,  1797,  enclosing  a  number 
rf  depositions  and  witnesses  to  Beveral  captures  and 
ratrages  committed  within  and  near  the  limits  of  the 
United  8tates,  by  a  French  privateer  belonging  to  Cape 
Pnncois,  or  Monte  Christo,  called  the  Vertitude  or 
Fortitude,  and  commanded  by  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Ionian  or  Jourdain,  and  particularly  upon  an  English 
merchant  ship  named  the  Oracabissa,  which  he  first 
{■hindered  and  then  burned,  with  the  rest  of  her  cargo, 
of  great  value,  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States, 
b  the  harbor  of  Charleston,  on  the  17th  of  October  last. 
Copies  of  which  letter  and  depositions,  and  also  of  seve- 
itl  other  depositions  relative  to  the  same  subject,  re- 
ceived from  the  Collector  of  Charleston,  are  herewith 
communicated. 

Whenever  the  channel  of  diplomatics!  communica- 
tion between  the  United  States  and  France  shall  be 
tytned,  I  shall  demand  satisfaction  for  the  insult  and 
reparation  for  the  injury. 

I  have  transmitted  these  papers  to  Congress,  not  so 
nnch  for  the  purpose  of  communicating  an  account  of 
■o  daring  a  violation  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States,  as  to  show  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  en- 
iblnig  the  Executive  authority  of  Government  to  take 
measures  for  protecting  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  and  such'  foreigners  as  have  a  right  to  enjoy 
(heir  peace,  and  the  protection  of  their  laws,  within 
their  limits,  in  that  as  well  as  some  other  harbors  which 
tw  equally  exposed.  JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uwitm  States,  February  6,  1798. 

Ordered,  That  the  Message  and  papers  referred 
to  lie  for  consideration. 


Mr.  Hillhouse,  from  the  committee  last  men- 
tioned, made  a  further  report;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands  between 
the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers,  in  the  terri- 
tory of  the  United  States  northwest  of  the  Ohio, 
and  for  giving  a  pre-emmion  to  certain  purchasers 
and  settlers;  and  the  bill  being  amended, 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  the  third  reading. 


Tuesday,  February  6. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate 
a  report  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Department 
of  Treasury,  on  the  expediency  of  erecting  a 
light-house  on  Eaton's  Neck,  on  Long  Island,  in 
the  State  of  New  York;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Greene, 
Hobart,  and  Lanodon,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  papers  referred  to  in  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  5th  instant, 
were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee appointed  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that 
part  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  respecting  measures  for  the  security  and 
protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands 
between  the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers,  in 
the  territory  of  the  United  States  northwest  of 
the  Ohio,  and  for  giving  a  pre-emption  to  certain 
purchasers  and  settlers,  was  read  the  third  time. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  recommitted  to  the  commit- 
tee who  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  Stockton,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  last  mentioned,  reported  that 
it  pass  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  February  7. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  tbe  House  have  resolv- 
ed that  articles  agreed  by  the  House  to  be  exhibi- 
ted by  them,  in  the  name  of  themselves  and  of  all 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  against  William 
Blount,  in  maintenance  of  their  impeachment 
against  him  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors, 
be  carried  to  the  Senate  by  the  managers,  Mes- 
srs. Sitoreaves,  Bayard,  Harper,  Gordon, 
Pinckney,  Dana,  Sewall,  Hosmer,  Dennis. 
Evans,  and  Imley,  appointed  to  conduct  the  said 
impeachment. 

On  motion, 

Resolved^  That  the  Senate  wilj,  at  twelve 
o'clock  this  day,*  be  ready  to  receive  articles  of 
impeachment  against  William  Blount,  late  a 
Senator  of  the  United  States  from  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  to  be  presented  by  the  managers  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  message  was  announced  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  by  the  above-mentioned  manav 
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gers,  who,  being   introduced,   Mr.   Sitgreaves, 
their  Chairman,  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  Vice  Pbxbidsht  :  The  House  of  Representa- 
tive* having  agreed  upon  articles,  in  maintenance  of 
their  impeachment  against  William  Blount,  for  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  haying  appointed  on  their 
part  managers  of  the  said  impeachment,  the  managers 
nave  now  the  honor  to  attend  the  Senate,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exhibiting  the  said  articles. 

The  Vice  President  then  ordered  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Arms  to  proclaim  silence,  after  which  he 
notified  the  managers  that  the  Senate  was  ready 
to  hear  the  articles  of  impeachment.   Whereupon, 

The  Chairman  of  the  Managers  read  the  arti- 
cles of  impeachment,  and  they  were  received 
from  him  at  the  bar  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  and 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  Vice  President  then  informed  the  mana- 
gers that  the  Senate  would  take  proper  order  on 
toe  subject  of  the  impeachment,  of  which  due 
notice  should  be  given  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. 

The  Secretary  then  read  the  articles  of  im- 
peachment, in  the  following  words : 

Articles  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States,  in  the  name  of  themselves  and  of 
all  the  people  of  the  United  States,  against  William 
Blount,  in  maintenance  of  their  impeachment  against 

jum  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

* 

Abticlx  1.  That,  whereas  the  United  States,  in  the 
months  of  February,  March,  April,  May,  and  June,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety  seven,  and  for  many  years  then  past,  were  at 
peace  with  His  Catholic  Majesty,  the  King  of  Spain ; 
and  whereas,  during  the  months  aforesaid,  His  said 
Catholic  Majesty  and  the  King  of  Great  Britain  were 
at  war  with  each  other ;  yet  the  said  William  Blount, 
on  or  about  the  months  aforesaid,  then  being  a  Senator 
of  the  United  States,  and  well  knowing  the  premises, 
but  disregarding  the  duties  and  obligations  of  his  high 
station,  and  designing  and  intending  to  disturb  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  United  States,  and  to  vio- 
late and  infringe  the  neutrality  thereof,  did  conspire, 
and  contrive  to  create,  promote,  and  set  on  foot,  within 
the  jurisdiction  and  territory  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  conduct  and  carry  on  from  thence,  a  military  hostile 
expedition  against  the  territories  and  dominions  of  His 
•aid  Catholic  Majesty  in  the  Floridas  and  Louisiana,  or 
a  part  thereof,  for  the  purpose  of  wresting  the  same 
from  His  Catholic  Majesty,  and  of  conquering  the  same 
for  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  with  whom  His  said 
Catholic  Majesty  was  then  at  war  as  aforesaid,  contra- 

2  to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  station  as  a  Senator  of 
e  United  8tates,  in  violation  of  the  obligations  of  neu- 
trality, and  against  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
the  peace  and  interests  thereof! 

Abticli  2.  That,  whereas,  on  the  twenty-seventh 
day  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
•even  hundred  and  ninety-five,  a  Treaty  of  Friendship, 
Limits,  and  Navigation,  had  been  made  and  concluded 
between  the  United  States  and  His  Catholic  Majesty, 
by  the  fifth  article  whereof  it  is  stipulated  and  agreed, 
"  that  the  two  high  contracting  parties  shall,  by  all  the 
means  in  their  power,  maintain  peace  and  harmony 
among  the  several  Indian  nations  who.  inhabit  the  coun- 
try adjacent  to  the  lines  and  rivers,  which,  by  the  pre- 
ceding articlea,  form  the  boundaries  of  the  two  Flori- 


das :  And  the  better  to  obtain  this  effect,  both  partial 
oblige  themselves  expressly  to  restrain  by  force  all  hos- 
tilities on  the  part  of  the  Indian  nations  living  within 
their  boundary  ;  so  that  8pain  will  not  suffer  her  la- 
dians  to  attack  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  n« 
"the  Indians  inhabiting  their  territory ;  nor  will  the 
United  States  permit  these  last  mentioned  Indians  u 
commence  hostilities  against  the  subjects  of  His  Catho- 
lic Majesty  or  his  Indians,  in  any  manner  whatever  r" 
Yet,  the  said  William  Blount,  on  or  about  the  month* 
of  February,  March,  April,  May,  and  June,  in  the  yes 
of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
seven,  then  being  a  Senator  of  the  United  8tates,  ant* 
well  knowing  the  premises,  and  that  the  United  Stats 
were  then  at  peace  with  His  said  Catholic  Majesty 
and  that  His  Catholic  Majesty  was  at  war  with  the 
King  of  Great  Britain,  but  disregarding  the  duties  o( 
his  high  station,  and  the  stipulations  of  the  said  treaty, 
and  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  did  conspire  and  cos* 
trive  to  excite  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  nations  of  In- 
dians, then  inhabiting  within  the  territorial  boundary  oi 
the  United  States,  to  commence  hostilities  against  tfai 
subjects  and  possessions  of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  is 
the  Floridas  and  Louisiana,  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
the  same  to  the  dominion  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain] 
with  whom  His  Catholic  Majesty  was  then  at  wai 
as  aforesaid :  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  sta- 
tion as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  in  violation  «j 
the  said  Treaty  of  Friendship,  Limits,  and  Navigation, 
and  of  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  and  against  tte 
laws  of  the  United  States,  and  the  peace  and  interesti 
thereof. 

Article  3.  That,  whereas,  by  the  ordinances  and 
acts  of  Congress  for  regulating  trade  and  mtercoaiw 
with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  for  preserving  peace  on  tha 
frontiers,  it  has  been  made  lawful  for  the  President  d 
the  United  States,  in  order  to  secure  the  continuance 
of  the  friendship  of  the  said  Indian  tribes,  to  appoint 
such  persons,  from  time  to  time,  as  temporary  agents, 
to  reside  among  the  Indians,  as  he  shall  think  fit;  and 
whereas,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  authority,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  on  or  about  the  eighth  daj 
of  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-six,  did  appoint  Benjamin 
Hawkins,  to  be  principal  temporary  agent  for  Indian 
affairs,  within  the  Indian  nations  south  of  the  rivet 
Ohio,  and  north  of  the  territorial  line  of  the  United 
States ;  and  whereas  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkins  ae* 
cepted  the  said  appointment,  and  on  the  21st  day  o) 
April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety-seven,  and  for  a  long  time  before  ad 
afterwards,  did  exercise  the  functions,  powers  and  da- 
ties  attached  to  the  same ;  yet,  the  said  Win.  Blount, on 
or  about  the  said  twenty-first  day  of  April,  in  the  jeai 
of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety 
seven,  then  being  a  Senator  of  the  United  8tates,  and 
well  knowing  the  premises,  did,  in  the  prosecution  oi 
his  criminal  designs  and  of  his  conspiracies  aforesaid, 
and  the  more  effectually  to  accomplish  his  intention  d 
exciting  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  nations  of  Indians  M 
commence  hostilities  against  the  subjects  of  His  Catho- 
lic Majesty,  further  conspire  and  contrive  to  alienate 
and  divert  the  confidence  of  the  said  Indian  tribes  « 
nations  from  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkins,  the  prinbpil 
temporary  agent  aforesaid,  and  to  diminish,  impair,  and 
destroy  the  influence  of  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkim 
with  the  said  Indian  tribes,  and  their  friendly  intercourse 
and  understanding  with  him,  contrary  to  the  duty  of 
his  trust  and  station  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  State*, 
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and  against  the  ordinances  and  laws  of  the  United 
Slate*,  and  the  peace  and  interests  thereof! 

Aiticle4.  That,  whereas,  by  the  ordinances  and 
acts  of  Congress  aforesaid,  it  is  made  lawful  for  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  establish  trading 
houses  at  such  places  and  posts  on  the  western  and 
southern  frontiers,  or  in  the  Indian  country,  as  he  shaft 
judge  most  convenient,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
a  liberal  trade  with  the  several  Indian  nations  within 
the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  to  appoint  an  agent 
at  each  trading  house  established  as  aforesaid,  with  such 
derks  and  assistants  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  exe- 
cution of  the  said  acts:  And,  whereas,  by  a  treaty, 
made  and  concluded  on  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  ,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-one,  between  the  United  States  and  the  Chero- 
kee nation  of  Indians,  inhabiting  within  the  limits  of 
the  United  8tates,  it  is  stipulated  and  agreed,  that  "  the 
United  States  will  send  such,  and  so  many  persons  to 
wide  in  said  nation,  as  they  may  judge  proper,  not 
exceeding  four,  who  shall  qualify  themselves  to  act  as 
interpreters."  And  whereas  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  as  well  in  pursuance  of  the  authorities  in 
this  article  mentioned,  as  of  the  acts  of  Congress  re- 
ferred to  in  the  third  article,  did  appoint  James  Carey 
to  be  interpreter  for  the  United  States  to  the  said  Cher- 
okee nation  of  Indians,  and  assistant  at  the  public 
trading  house  established  at  the  Tellico  blockhouse,  in' 
the  State  of  Tenneassee  :  And  whereas  the  said  James 
Carey  did  accept  the  said  appointments,  and  on  the 
twenty-first  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,  and  for  a 
long  time  before  and  afterwards,  did  exercise  the  func- 
tions, and  duties  attached  to  the  same ;  yet,  the  said 
William  Blount,  on  or  about  the  said  twenty-first  day 
of  April,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  then  being  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States,  and  well  knowing  the  premi- 
es, did,  in  prosecution  of  his  criminal  designs,  and  in 
fcrtherance  of  his  conspiracies  aforesaid,  conspire  and 
contrive  to  seduce  the  said  James  Carey  from  the  duty 
tad  trust  of  his  said  appointments,  and  to  engage  the 
taid  James  Carey  to  assist  in  the  promotion  and  execu- 
tion of  his  said  criminal  intentions  and  conspiracies 
*fa"*aid,  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  station 
m  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and  against  the 
taws  and  treaties  of  the  United  States,  and  the  peace 
in]  interests  thereof. 

Aiticls  5.  That  whereas  certain  tribes  or  nations 
of  Indians  inhabit  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
United  States,  between  whom,  or  many  of  them,  and 
the  settlements  of  the  United  States,  certain  bounda- 
ry lines  have,  by  successive  treaties,  been  stipulated 
**d  agreed  upon,  to  separate  the  lands  and  possessions 
of  the  said  Indians  from  the  lands  and  possessions  of 
the  United  8tates°,  and  the  citizens  thereof:  And 
whereas,  particularly,  by  the  treaty  in  the  last  article 
mentioned  to  have  been  made  with  the  Cherokee  na- 
t>°n>  on  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-one,  the 
tandary  luw  between  the  United  States  and  the  said 
Cherokee  nation  was  agreed  and  defined ;  and  it  was 
father  stipulated,  that  the  same  should  be  ascertained 
and  marked  plainly  by  three  persons  appointed  on  the 
port  of  the  United  8tates,  and  three  Cherokee*  on  the 
put  of  their  nation :  And  whereas,  by  another  treaty 
**de  with  the  said  Cherokee  nation,  on  the  twenty- 
•uth  day  of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-four,  the  said  herein- 
before recited  treaty,  of  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the 


year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety- one,  was  confirmed  and  established ;  and  it  was 
mutually  agreed  that  the  said  boundary  line  should 
be  actually  ascertained  and  marked  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  the  said  last  mentioned  treaty:  And  whereas, 
in  pursuance  of  the  said  treaties,  commissioners  were 
duly  nominated  and  appointed,  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  to  ascertain  and  mark  the  said  boundary 
line ;  yet,  the  said  William  Blount,  on  or  about  the 
twenty-first  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,  then  being 
a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and  well  knowing  the 
premises,  in  further  prosecution  of  his  said  criminal 
designs,  and  of  his  conspiracies  aforesaid,  and  the  more 
effectually  to  accomplish  his  intention  of  exciting  the 
said  Indians  to  commence  hostilities  against  the  sub- 
jects of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  did  further  conspire  and 
contrive  to  diminish  and  impair  the  confidence  of  the 
said  Cherokee  nation  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  create  and  foment  discontents  and  disaf- 
fection among  the  said  Indians  towards  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  in  relation  to  the  ascer- 
tainment and  marking  of  the  said  boundary  line,  con- 
trary to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  station  as  a  8enator 
of  the  United  States,  and  against  the  peace  and  inte- 
rests thereof. 

And  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  protestation, 
saving  to  themselves  the  liberty  of  exhibiting  at  any 
time  hereafter,  any  further  articles,  or  other  accusation, 
or  impeachment,  against  the  said  William  Blount,  and 
also  of  replying  to  his  answers,  which  he  shall  make 
unto  the  said  articles,  or  any  of  them,  and  of  offering 
proof  to  all  and  every  the  aforesaid  articles,  and  to  all 
and  every  other  articles  of  impeachment,  or  accusation, 
which  shall  be  exhibited  by  them,  as  the  case  shall 
require,  do  demand  that  the  said  William  Blount  may 
be  put  to  answer  the  said  crimes  and  misdemeanors, 
and  that  such  proceedings,  examinations,  trials,  and 
judgments,  may  be  thereupon  had  and  given,  as  are 
agreeable  to  law  and  justice. 

Signed  by  order  and  in  behalf  of  the  House. 

JONATHAN  DAYTON,  Speaker. 

Attest,  Joitathj.it  W.  Cojtdt,  Clerk. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  of  the  committee, 
made  on  the  5th  instant,  respecting  the  mode  of 
administering  the  oaths  in  cases  of  impeachment, 
be  the  order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Ho*se  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova'  Scotia ;"  and  having  agreed  to  sundry 
amendments,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consider- 
ation of  Executive  business. 


Thursday,  February  8. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia,  and,  having  adopted  the  report, 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  consideration  of  a  deed  of  cession  of 
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thejurisdictioQ  of  certain  territory^  from  the  State 
of  Connecticut,  made  a  report;  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee,  made  on  the  5th  instant,  respecting 
the  mode  of  administering  the  oaths  in  cases  of 
impeachment  5  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Friday,  February  9. 

The  SeHate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee,  made  on  the  5th  instant, 
respecting  the  mode  of  administering  the  oaths  in 
cases  of  impeachment, 

On  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  thereof, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays 
18,  as  follows : 

Y«a§— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Fos- 
ter, Jackson,  Langdon,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  and 
Tazewell. 

Nats  —  Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Livermore,  Lloyd,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  Stock- 
ton, Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  that  the  report  be  amended,  by  add- 
ing thereto  these  words:  "and  that  a  bill  be  brought 
in  conformable  thereto,"  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  8,  nays  20,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Fos- 
ter, Jackson,  Langdon,  Marshall,  and  Mason. 

Nats  —  Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Livermore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedg- 
wick, Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  22, 
nays  6,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Howard,  Hunter, 
Latimer,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ross, 
8edgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Jackson, 
Langdon,  Marshall,  and  Mason. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  the  oath  or  affirma- 
tion required  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  be  administered  to  the  Senate,  when  sit- 
ting for  the  trial  of  impeachment,  shad  be  in  the 
form  following,  viz : 

"I,  A  B,  solemnly  swear,  for  affirm,  as  the  case  may 
be,)  that  in  aU  things  appertaining  to  the  trial  of  the  im- 
peachment of  — ,  I  will  do  impartial  justice, 

according  to  law." 

Which  oath  or  affirmation  shall  be  administered 
by  the  Secretary  to  the  President  of  the  Senate, 
and  by  the  President  to  each  member  of  the 
Senate. 


Monday,  February  12. 

Mr.  Greene,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  report  of  the  Secretary  for  the  De- 
partment of  (he  Treasury,  on  the  expediency  of 
erecting  a  light-house  on  Eaton's  Neck  on,  Long 


Island,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  reported  a 
on  the  subject;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 

A  letter  from  Governor  Wood;  of  the  State' of 
Virginia,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  withi 
resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  ratify- 
ing an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  respecting  the  suability  of  States,  were 
laid  before  the  Senate,  and  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  on  file. 

The  bity,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,'9  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  to  authorize  the 
sale  of  certain  lands  between  the  Great  and  Little 
Miami  rivers,  in  the  territory  of  the  United  States 
southwest  of  the  Ohio,  and  for  giving  a  pre-emp- 
tion to  certain  purchasers  and  settlers,  was  re- 
sumed. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  that  it  be  engross- 
ed, and  the  title  thereof  t>e  "  An  act  to  authorize 
the  sale  of  certain  lands  between  the  Great  and 
Little  Miami  rivers,  in  the  territory  of  the  United 
States  northwest  of  the  Ohio,  and  for  giving  a 
pre-emption  to  certain  purchasers  and  settlers." 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  : 

Jn  obedience  to  the  law,  I  now  present  to  both  Herat 
of  Congress  my  annual  account  of  expenditures  from 
the  contingent  rand  during  the  year  1797,  by  which  it 
appears  that,  on  the  first  day  of  January  last,  there  re- 
mained in  the  Treasury  a  balance  of  fifteen  thousand 
four  hundred  and  ninety-four  dollars  and  twenty-fooi 
cents,  subject  to  future  dispositions  of  Government 

JOHN  ADAMS, 

Ukited  Statxs,  February  12,  1798. 

The  Message  and  documents  therein  referred 
to  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Hillhouse,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  ap- 
propriating a  certain  sum  of  money  to  defray  the 
expense  of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claim- 
ing lands  in  the  State  of  Tennessee  or  No.th  Caro- 
lina," reported  amendments ;  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  petition  of  Philip 
Wilson,  praying  compensation  for  the  loss  of  a 
ship  and  cargo  destroyed  by  Admiral  Digby.  after 
the  peace  was  concluded  between  the  United 
States  and  His  Britannic  Majesty ;  which,  with  a 
statement  therein  referred  to,  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Ross  presented  the  petition  of  John  Bdsar 
and  William  Morrison,  on  behalf  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Illinois,  praying  permission  to  lay  out 
certain  donation  lands  on  the  waters  of  Kaskaskia 
creek ;  which  was  read,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Ross,  Brown,  and  Livermobe,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 
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On  motion,  that  the  bill  regulating  certain  pro- 
eedings  in  cases  of  impeachment  he  the  order  of 
he  day  for  Wednesday  next ; 

A  motion  was  made  to  amend  the  motion,  and 
hat  it  be  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  second  Mon- 
liy  in  June  next ;  which  last  motion  was  deter- 
oioed  in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays  22,  as  fol- 
ows: 

Yui— Messrs.  Bingham,  LiTcrmore,  Read,  Ross, 
ad  Sedgwick. 

Nits — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Chip- 
aan,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  How- 
iid,  Hunter,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Llyod,  Mar- 
hall,  Martin,  Mason,  Paine,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and 
Tiacy. 

And  the  original  motion  was  agreed  to. 


Tuesday,  February  13. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Goodhue,  that 
t  be 

"Rooked,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be, 
iod  he  is  hereby,  directed  to  obtain  from  the  collectors 
if  the  customs  of  the  principal  collection  districts  of  the 
United  States,  an  account,  exhibiting  the  number  and 
*Dnage  of  the  vessels,  and  the  estimated  value  of  their 
argoes,  that  have  been  captured  or  detained  since  the 
im  day  of  January,  1796,  from  their  respective  dis- 
tricts, by  or  under  the  authority  of  foreign  nations,  dis- 
tinguishing the  vessels  captured  or  detained  by  each 
ution ;  and  that  the  said  Secretary  lay  the  result  of 
the  information  so  obtained,  as  soon  as  may  be,  before 
k  Senate." 

And  it  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie  for  con- 
tention. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
ike  report  t>f  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  appropriating  a 
certain  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense  of 
Voiding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming  lands 
nthe  State  of  Tennessee  or  North  Carolina;" 
»d,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
in be  postponed. 

The  bill  to  erect  a  light-house  on  Eaton's  Neck, 
n  the  State  of  New  'York,  and  place  beacons  and 
Mors  in  the  Sound,  between  the  city  of  New 
jork,  in  said  State,  and  Newport,  in  the  State  of 
Mode  Island,  and  in  the  harbors  of  those  places, 
***  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  committed  to  the  commit- 
fc*  who  reported  the  bill. 

Wednesday,  February  14. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
aade  yesterday  by  Mr.  Goodhue,  which  was 
"looted ;  and 

KuUved}  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
*|  and  he  is  hereby,  directed  to  obtain  from  the 
Electors  of  the  customs  of  the  principal  collec- 
m  districts  of  the  United  States,  an  account  ex- 
citing the  number  and  tonnage  of  the  vessels, 
«w  the  estimated  value  of  their  cargoes,  that  have 
j*n  captured  or  detained  since  the  first  day  of 
toiuary,  1796,  from  their  respective  districts,  by 


or  under  the  authority  of  foreign  nations,  distin- 
guishing the  vessels  captured  or  detained  by  each 
nation ;  and  that  the  said  Secretary  lay  the  result 
of  the  information  so  obtained,  as  soon  as  may  be, 
before  the  Senate. 
A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Rbad,  that  it  be 

Reeohed,  That  the  duty  or  trust  imposed  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  on  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  is  not  of  such  a  nature  as  to  render  a 
8enator  impeachable,  or  subject  to  any  examination  or 
trial  for  crimes  or  offences  alleged  to  have  been  commit* 
ted  against  the  laws  and  peace  of  the  United  States, 
other  than  any  citizen  of  the  United  States  not  a  mem- 
ber of  either  House  of  Congress,  and  not  holding  any 
office  under  the  said  8tates :" 

And  it  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie  for  con- 
sideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  committee  appointed  the 
30th  of  January  last,  to  report  a  form  of  proceed- 
ing in  cases  of  impeachment,  be  discharged. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  Government  for  the  year  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  for 
other  purposes:"  in  which  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  reg- 
ulating certain  proceedings  in  cases  of  impeach- 
ment; and,  after  progress,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
further  consideration  thereof  be  postponed. 


Thursday,  February  15. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government  for 
the  year  one.  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  the  second  reading. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Livermorr,  that  a 
committee  be  appointed  to  consider  and  report 
what  measures  ought  to  be  adopted  by  the  Senate, 
relative  to  the  articles  of  impeachment  exhibited! 
by  the  House  of  Representatives  against  William 
Blount;  and  it  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie 
for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  nave  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  granting  the  right  ol  send- 
ing and  receiving  letters  and  packets  by  post,  free 
of  postage,  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  officer  commanding  the  troops  of 
the  United  States;"  in  which  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "An  act  appropriating  a  certain 
sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense  of  holding  a 
treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming  lands  in  the 
State  of  Tennessee  or  North  Carolina,"  and 
adopted  sundry  of  the  amendments  reported. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  part  of  the  report  of  the 
committee,  in  the  words  following: 
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"  Nothing  in  thit  act  contained  shall  be  construed  to 
admit  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to 
extinguish,  for  the  benefit  of  any  State  or  individual 
citizen,  Indian  claims  to  any  lands  lying  within  the 
territory  of  the  United  States ;" 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  11, 
as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Langdon ,  Lhrermore, 
Lloyd,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  8edgwick,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,Gunn, 
Hunter,  Jackson,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall, 
and  Tazewell. 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  gran  tins 
the  right  of  sending  and  receiving  letters  and 
packets  by  post,  free  of  postage,  to  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  and  the  officer  com- 
manding the  troops  of  the  United  States,"  was 
read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 


Friday,  February  16. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  uAn  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government  for 
the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Ross,  Hillhouse, 
and  Goodhue,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  ':  An  act  granting 
the  right*  of  sending  and  receiving  letters  ana 
packets  by  post,  free  of  postage,  to  tne  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  and  the  officer  com- 
manding the  troops  of  the  United  States,"  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Tazewell,  Livermore,  and  Lloyd,  to  consider 
the  subject  of  franking  letters  generally,  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  appropria- 
ting a  certain  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense 
of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming 
lan£s  in  the  State  of  Tennessee  or  North  Caroli- 
na," was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,*  it  was  agreed  to  amend  the  bill,  to 
be  reaid  as  follows :  "  An  act  appropriating  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense  of  hold- 
ing a  treaty  or  treaties' with  the  Indians." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  William 
Alexander;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  regulating  certain  proceedings  in  cases  of  im- 
peachment; and,  after  debate,  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 


Monday,  February  19. 

Joshua  Clayton,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the) 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  in  the  placet 
of  John  Vining,  resigned,  produced  his  ereden* 
tials,  which  were  read,  and.  the  oath  required  by 
law  being  administered,  he  took  his  seat  in  tha 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representi* 
tives  for  concurrence,  entitled,  "  An  act  for  the  re* 
lief  of  William  Alexander,"  was  read,  and  order- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Philip  Wilso 
be  referred  to  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  o| 
State,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate] 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  tha> 
bill  regulating  certain  proceedings  in  cases  of  im< 
peach  men  t. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  to  amend  the 
amendment  reported  to  the  third  section,  by  in- 
serting u  and  a  jury  shall  be  summoned  for  the 
trial  thereof,  in  the  manner  and  under  the  direc- 
tions hereinafter  prescribed,"  it  passed  in  the  ne- 
gative— yeas  3,  nays  26,  as  follows : 

Teas— Messrs.  Jackson,  Mason,  and  TaxewelL 
Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Gnnn,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Howard,  Hunter,  Langdon, 
Livermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ron, 
8edgwick,  8tockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 


Tuesday,  February  20. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  William  Alexander,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Ross,  Tract,  and 
Clayton,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Roes  laid  before  the  Senate  the  petition  of 
Ralph  Matson  and  others ;  also,  the  petition  of 
Benjamin  Reed,  inhabitants  of  Vincennes,  in  the 
Territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  prating 
confirmation  of  certain  grants  of  land  therein  men- 
tioned ;  which  petitions  were  severally  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  severally  referred  to 
the  committee  appointed  on  the  12th  instant,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  John  Edgar 
and  William  Morrison,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  regulating  certain  proceedings  in  cases  of  im- 
peachment. 

And  having  agreed  to  so  much  of  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee  as  proposed  to 
strike  out  the  4tfi  section  of  the  bill,  and  proceed- 
ing to  the  question  for  inserting,  agreeably  to  the 
residue  of  the  said  amendment,  the  following 
words,  to  wit : 

"  8ic.  4.  After  the  word  *  enacted,'  in  the  first  line, 
strike  out  the  rest  of  the  section,  and  insert  'that 
when  the  Senate  shall  have  received  an  impeachment 
a  day  shall  be  assigned  for  trial,  and  a  fit  person  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate  to  execute  its  process  whta 
ordered.    And  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
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lie  Senate  to  make  out  a  summons  for  the  party  im- 
eached  to  appear  on  the  day  of  trial;  which  summons 
hall  contain  a  transcript  of  the  impeachment,  with  its 
ppendages,  and  which,  being  approved  by  the  Senate, 
hall  be  signed  by  the  President  thereof;  the  Secretary 
hall  also  make  out  subpoenas  for  the  witnesses  whose 
ttendance  shall  be  required,  which,  being  approved  by 
he  Senate,  shall  be  signed  by  the  President ;  those  for 
fitnesses  against  the  party  impeached  shall  be  deliver- 
d  to  the  managers,  those  for  witnesses  in  favor  of  the 
opeached  party  to  himself  or  agent  when  demanded ; 
ad  all  process  from  the  Senate  shall  be  executed  by  its 
*wn  officers,  or  by  the  marshal  of  the  district  within 
rhieh  the  execution  is  to  be  done,  and  in  the  manner 
perilled  in  such  process ;  which  shall  be  by  leaving  a 
sopy  with  the  party  subpoenaed,  or  at  his  or  her  last 
toe  of  residence ;  which  execution  shall  be  shown  in 
be  return  of  the  process :  The  Senate  may,  neverthe- 
e*?,  for  cause  to  them  appearing,  order,  by  proclama* 
km,  the  party  impeached  to  appear  on  the  day  of  trial, 
ind  after  process  executed,  or  proclamation,  made, 
braid  the  party  fail  to  appear,  the  8enate  may  not- 
tithstanding  proceed  to  trial  and  judgment :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6,  nays 
18.  as  follows : 

Yus — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Langdon, 
Marshall,  Martin,  and  Mason. 

Nits — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Clay- 
an,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Ho- 
art,  Howard,  Hunter,  Livermore,  Read,  Ross,  8edg- 
ftick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

The  Senate  haying  agreed  to  so  much  of  the 
intendment  reported  by  the  committee,  as  propos- 
al to  strike  oat  the  sixth  section  of  the  bill,  and 
proceeding  to  the  question  for  inserting,  agreeably 
lo  the  residue  of  the  said  amendment,  the  follow- 
ing words  to  wit : 

"8ic.  6.  After  the  word  *  enacted,'  in  the  first  line, 
strike  out  the  rest  of  the  section,  and  insert  *  that,  on 
he  day  fixed  for  trial  of  an  impeachment,  and  before 
fee  same  be  taken  up  for  hearing,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  shall  administer  to  the  President  of  the  Senate, 
utd  to  each  Senator  present,  and  afterwards  to  such 
others  as  shall  come  in,  the  following  oath  or  aifirma- 
ton, to  wit:  • I,  A  B,  do  solemnly  swear,  (or  affirm,  as 
the  case  may  be,)  that,  in  all  things  appertaining  to  the 
trial  of  the  impeachment  of  C  D,  I  will  do  impartial  jus- 
bee,  according  to  law,  and  my  best  judgment.'  The 
Senate  shall  then  proceed  on  the  trial  according  to  such 
rules  as  they  may  have  established  for  such  occasion  ; 
tat  may  adjourn  the  trial  from  time  to  time,  for  cause 
lo  them  appearing.  The  party  impeached,  after  trial, 
lesll  be  acquitted  or  convicted ;  and,  upon  conviction, 
fe  Senate  aHU 
taw:" 


Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

In  obedience  to  the  law  of  the  United  States  of  the 
3d  March,  1797,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  an  ex- 
penditure, and  making  an  appropriation,  for  the  prose- 
cution of  the  claims  of  certain  citizens  of  the  United 
8tates  for  property  captured  by  the  belligerent  Powers," 
I  submit  to  Congress  the  account  exhibited  to  me  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  his  report  of  the  17th  of  this 
month.  JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uititxd  Statxs,  February  20, 1798. 

The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
were  read,  ana  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
made  on  the  15th  instant  by  Mr.  Livermore. 

Whereupon,  Ordered^  That  Messrs.  Livermore, 
Ross,  and  Stockton,  be  a  committee  to  consider 
and  report  what  measures  ought  to  be  adopted  by 
the  Senate,  relative  to  the  articles  of  impeachment 
exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  against 
William  Blount. 


»  ,        »  —    — * 

pronounce  judgment  according  to 


It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  7,  nays 
IS.  as  follows : 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Fee- 
ler, Langdon,  Marshall,  and  Mason. 

Nits — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Good- 
toe,  Greene,  Gunn,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hobart,  Hun- 
*r,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Martin,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick, 
taction,  and  Tracy. 

Oo  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of 
•be  bill,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  Unites  States  : 


Wednesday,  February  21. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  William  Alexander,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment ;  and  the  report  was  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
made  on  the  14th  instant,  by  Mr.  Read,  respect- 
ing the  impeachment  of  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States.    Whereupon — 

On* motion  by  Mr.  Sedgwick, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  motion  be  referred  to 
the  committee  appointed  on  the  20th  instant,  to 
report  the  measures  proper  to  be  adopted  relative 
to  the  articles  of  impeachment  against  William 
Blount,  with  instruction  to  take  the  same  into 
consideration,  and  report  their  opinion  as  to  any 
amendment  thereof,  (in  point  of  form  only,)  and 
at  what  time  it  will  be  proper  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject thereof. 

Thursday,  February  22. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  ''An  act  for  the 
relief  of  William  Alexander,"  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  agree  to  all  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  appropriating  a  certain  sum  of  money  to 
defray  the  expense  of  holding  a  treaty  with  the 
Indians  claiming  lands  in  the  State  of  Tennessee 
or  North  Carolina,"  with  an  amendment  to  their 
fifth  amendment,  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ment in  the  bill  last  mentioned,  and  resolved  that 
they  do  concur  therein. 

Ordered^  That  the  consideration  of  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  con- 
sideration of  a  deed  of  cession  of  the  jurisdiction 
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of  a  certain  territory,  from  the  State  of  Connecti- 
cut, be  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Li  verm  ore,  from  tne  committee  to  whom 
it  was  referred  to  report  the  proper  measures  to  be 
adopted  relative  to  the  articles  of  impeachment 

rnst  William  Blount;  and  to  whom  was 
referred  the  resolution  relative  to  the  impeach- 
ment of  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  reported 
in  part ;  and  the  report  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  for  consideration. 


Friday,  February  23. 

Mr.  Robs,  from  the  committee  to  whom  it  was 
referred  to  inquire  whether  ajay,  and  what,  terri- 
tory, lying  to  the  southward  and  westward  of  the 
State  of  Georgia  belongs  to  the  United  States; 
and  to  whom  was  also  referred  the  petition  and 
remonstrance  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Georgia,  reported  a  bill  ;  which  was  read  and 
ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

The  Senate  proceded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  proper 
measures  to  be  adopted  relative  to  the  articles  of 
impeachment  against  William  Blount  ;  and  to 
whom  was  also  referred  the  resolution  relative  to 
the  impeachment  of  a  Senator  of  the  United 
States ;  which  report  was  read  and  amended,  and 
ordered  to  be  recommitted. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

The  enclosed  memorial  from  the  Commissioner*  ap- 
pointed under  an  act  of  the  United  States,  entitled 
"  An  act  for  establishing  the  temporary  and  permanent 
seat  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,"  repre- 
senting the  situation  and  circumstances  of  the  city  of 
Washington,  I  take  this  opportunity  to  present  to  both 
Houses  of  the  Legislature,  and  recommend  to  their  con- 
sideration. Alexander  White,  Esq.,  one  of  those  Com- 
missioners, is  now  in  this  city,  and  will  be  able  to  give  to 
Congress,  or  any  of  their  committees,  any  explanation 
or  further  information  which  the  subject  may  require. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uititkd  States,  February  23,  1798. 

The  Message  and  memorial  therein  referred  to 
were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  for  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  certain  deceased  officers,  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  Tazewell,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
granting  the  right  of  sending  and  receiving  letters 
and  packets  by  post,  free  of  postage,  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  of  the  United  States  and  the  officer 
commanding  the  troops  of  the  United  States," 
reported  that  the  bill  pass  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 


Monday,  February  26. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represents- 
tives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide 
for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  certain  deceased 
officers,"  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Lives- 
more,  Paine,  and  Tract,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits  with 
Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establishment  of  i 
Government  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  was  real 
the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  consideration  of  this  bill  be 
the  order  of  the  day  for  Wednesday  next. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  granting  the  right 
of  sending  and  receiving  letters  and  packets  hj 
post,  free  of  postage,  to  the  Attorney  General  of 
the  United  States  and  the  officer  commanding  the 
troops  of  the  United  States,"  and  ordered  thai  it 
pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  then  went  into  the  consideration 
of  Executive  business. 


Tuesday,  February  27- 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  granting 
the  right  of  sending  and  receiving  letters  and  pack- 
ets by  post,  free  of  postage,  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral of  the  United  States  and  the  officer  command- 
ing the  troops  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the 
third  time ;  and,  on  the  question  of  agreeing  to  its 
final  passage,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Brown,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  3d  instant  to  consider  the  petition  of  Stephen 
Monot  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis,  re- 
ported the  following  resolution : 

"  Resohcd,  That  the  said  petitioners,  who,  by  una- 
voidable absence*  or  other  cause,  have  been  prevented 
from  obtaining  their  proportion  of  the  land  appropriated 
for  the  relief  of  the  inhabitants  of  GaUiopous,  by  act  of 
Congress  passed  on  the  3d  March,  1796,  be  allowed 

each acres  of  land,  to  be  laid  ont  in  the  territory 

northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  adjoining  to  the  lands  de- 
scribed and  set  apart  in  the  said  act." 

And  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
who  made  the  report,  with  instructions  to  bring  in 
a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  commftee  appointed 
to  consider  the  proper  measures  to  be  adopted  rela- 
tive to  the  articles  of  impeachment  againt  Wil- 
liam Blount ;  and  to  whom  was  also  referred  the 
resolution  relative  to  the  impeachment  of  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States,  reported  in  part,  and  the 
report  was  read  and  amended  j  and,  after  debate, 
it  was  ordered  that  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 


Wednesday,  February  28. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  "An  act  to  repeal  the  act,  entitled  ( An 
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ict  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment, 
ind  paper ;"  and  a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
section  of  a  light-house,  and  placing  buoys  at  the 
several  places  therein  mentioned  ;"  in  which  they 
iesire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 
with  Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establishment 
ttf  a  Government  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  was 
read  the  second  time;  and,  after  debate,  it  was 
ordered  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  in  the  message  of  this 
day  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  to  repeal 
the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,"  was  read ;  and,  on 
the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  readin§*of  this 
bill,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 


Thursday.  March  1. 

* 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  for  the 
erection  of  a  light-house,  and  placing  buoys  at  the 
several  places  therein  mentioned,"  was  read  the 
second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  13th  February  last,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  providing  for  the  erection  of  a 
febl-house  on  Eaton's  Neck,  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Se- 
nate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  prepare  rules 
of  proceeding  in  the  case  of  the  impeachment  of 
William  Blount  ;  which,  being  amended,  is  as 
follows : 

"The  committee  to  whom  web  recommitted  the 
report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  prepare  rules  of 
proceeding  in  the  case  of  the  impeachment  against 
William  Blount,  report,  in  part,  that  a  writ  of  summons 
iaroe,  directed  to  the  said  William  Blount,  in  the  form 
following: 

"  United  States  of  America,  m«  ' 

w  The  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America  to 
WillUm  Blount,  late  a  Senator  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Bute  of  Tennessee,  greeting :  Whereas  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America  did, 
on  the  7th  day  of  July  last  past,  in  their  own  name, 
and  in  the  name  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
impeach  you,  the  said  William  Blount,  of  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors  before  the  Senate  of  the  United 
State* :  And  whereas  the  said  House  of  Representatives 
did,  on  the  7th  day  of  February,  of  the  present  year,  exhi- 
bit to  the  Senate,  their  articles  of  impeachment  against 
you,  the  said  William  Blount,  charging  you  with  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors,  therein  specially  set  forth, 
(a  true  copy  of  which  articles  of  impeachment  is  an- 
nexed to  this  writ,)  and  did  demand  that  yon,  the  said 
William  Blount,  should  be  put  to  answer  the  said  crimes 
and  misdemeanors ;  and  that  such  proceedings,  exami- 
nations, trials,  and  judgments,  might  be  thereupon  had, 
**  are  agreeable  to  law  and  justice— -You,  the  said 
William  BLount,  are  therefore  summoned  to  be  and 
tppear  before  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  Amc- 
Ka,  at  their  Chamber,  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in 
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the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  third  Monday  of  De- 
cember next,  at  the  hour  of  eleven  of  that  day,  then  and 
there  to  answer  the  said  articles  of  impeachment,  and 
then  and  there  to  abide  by,  obey,  and  perform,  such 
orders  and  judgments  as  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  shall  make  in  the  premises,  according  to  the 
Constitution  and  laws  of  the  said  United  States.  And 
hereof  you  are  in  nowise  to  fail.  Witness,  the  Honor- 
able Thomas  Jefferson,  Esq.,  Vice  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  of  America,  and  President  of  the  Senate 
thereof,  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  the  first  day  of  March, 
in  the  year  of  our  Lord  1798,  and  of  the  independence 
of  the  United  States  the  twenty-second." 

"  Which  summons  shall  be  signed  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate. 

"  That  the  said  summons  shall  be  served  on  the  said 
William  Blount  by  the  Sergeant-at-  Arms  of  this  House, 
or  a  special  messenger,  who  shall  leave  a  true  copy  of 
the  writ  and  the  articles  annexed  with  the  said  Wil- 
liam Blount,  if  he  can  be  found,  showing  him  the  ori- 
ginal ;  or  at  the  usual  place  of  residence  of  the  said 
William  Blount,  if  he  cannot  be  found.  Which  mes- 
senger shall  make  return  of  the  writ  of  summons,  and 
of  his  proceedings  in  virtue  thereof  to  the  Senate,  on 
the  appearance-day  therein  mentioned. 

"  And  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, giving  information  that  the  8enate  have 
directed  the  said  writ  to  be  issued,  and  of  the  day  men- 
toned  therein  for  the  appearance  j>{  the  said  William 
Blount" 

On  motion  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee, as  amended,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  22,  nays  5,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Lang- 
don,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read, 
Ross,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Jackson,  Mar- 
shall, and  Mason* 

So  the  report  was  adopted. 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  do 
issue  the  summons  hereinbefore  directed,  and  that 
service  thereof  be  made  sixty  days  at  the  least 
before  the  return  day  mentioned  in  the  said  writ 
of  summons. 

Mr.  LivermorEj  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  Ad  act  to 
Srovide  for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  certain 
eceased  officers,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits  with 
Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establishment  of  a 
Government  in  the  Mississippi  Territory. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tattnall,  that  the  first 
clause  of  the  third  section  of  the  bill,  which  now 
stands  in  these  words : 

"  Be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  that  tract  of  coun- 
try bounded  on  the  west  by  the  Mississippi" — 

Be  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"  Be  it  further  enacted,  That,  as  soon  as  the  con- 
sent of  the  State  of  Georgia  shall  be  obtained,  by  cession 
or  otherwise,  all  that  tract  of  country  bounded  on  the 
west  by  the  Mississippi" — 


515 


Senate.] 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 

Proceedings. 


516 


It  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  8,  nays  20,  as 
follows : 

Ysab — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Gunn,  Jack- 
son, Langdon,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Lhrermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ross, 
Sedgwick,  8tockton,  and  Tracy. 


[March.  1798. 


Friday,  March  2. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits  with 
Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establishment  of  a 
Government  in  the  Mississippi  Territory;  and, 
having  agreed  to  sundry  amendments,  it  was  or- 
dered that  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  for  the  widows 
and  orphans  of  certain  deceased  officers ;  and,  after 
debate,  it  was  ordered  that  this  bill  pass  to  a  third 
reading. 


Monday,  March  5. 

Mr.  Greene,  from>  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill.,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for 
the  erection  of  a  light-house,  and  placing  buoys  at 
the  several  places  therein  mentioned,"  reported 
an  amendment,  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  for  consideration'. 

The  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 
with  Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establishment 
of  a  Government  in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  was 
read  the  third  time ;  and,  on  the  question  to  agree 
to  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Chip- 
man,  Clayton,  Foster,  Greene,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Lati- 
mer, Laurance,  Lhrermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Paine,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Goodhue,  Gunn,  .Hill- 
house,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An 
act  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits  with  the 
State  of  Georgia,  and  authorizing  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Government  in  the  Mississippi  Terri- 
tory." 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  certain  de- 
ceased officers,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  question  on  the  final  pas- 
sage of  this  bill  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
Treasury,  transmitting  a  statement  of  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  exported  from  the  United 
States  during  one  year,  prior  to  the  1st  of  Octo- 
ber, 1797,  prepared  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution 
of  the  Senate,  passed  on  the  5th  of  February, 
1796 ;  and  noting  that  the  foreign  goods,  wares, 


and  merchandise,  included  in  this  statement,  are 
estimated  at  about  twenty-seven  millions  of  dol- 
lars ;  and  the  letter  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  letter,  together  with  the 
return,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .- 

The  first  despatches  from  our  Envoys  Extraordinary, 
since  their  arrival  at  Paris,  were  received  at  the  Secre- 
tary of  State's  office  at  a  late  hour  the  last  evening. 
They  are  all  in  a  character  which  will  require  some 
days  to  be  deciphered,  except  the  last,  which  is  dated 
the  8th  of  January,  1798.  The  contents  of  this  letter 
are  of  so  much  importance  to  be  immediately  made 
known  to*  Congress  and  to  the  public,  especially  to  the 
mercantile  part  of  our  fellow-citixena,  that  I  have 
thought  it  my  duty  to  communicate  them  to  both 
Houses  without  loss  of  time. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uzitzd  Statzs,  March  5,  1798. 

The  Message  and  paper  therein  referred  to  were 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Tuesday,  March  6. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  the  means  of 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  foreign 
nations ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The,  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  for  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  certain  deceased  officers." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Sedgwick,  to  expunge  the 
words.  u  and  of  the  militia,"  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yxab — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clay* 
ton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Lati- 
mer, Livermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Gunn,  Hunter, 
Jackson,  Langdon,  Laurance,  Martin,  Mason,  Rosa, 
Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petitions  of  Benjamin  Reed  and  oth- 
ers, inhabitants  of  Post  Vincennes j  also,  the  peti- 
tion of  J.  Edgar  and  William  Morrison,  on  behalf 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Illinois,  reported : 

"  That  there  being  no  correct  statement  of  the  met- 
sures  taken  in  consequence  of  the  resolutions  and 
laws  of  Congress,  confirming  titles,  and  authorizing 
the  grants  of  bounties,  in  lands,  to  certain  settlers  at 
Post  Vincennes,  and  in  the  Illinois  country,  the  com- 
mittee have  not  been  able  to  obtain  sufficient  informa- 
tion to  guide  them  in  reporting  either  for  or  against  the 
petitions ;  but,  in  order  that  a  fair  and  full  explanation 
of  these  claims  may  be  had,  the  committee  recommend 
to  the  Senate  the  following  resolution : 
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"Resolved,  That  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants 
f  Post  Vinoennes,  the  petition  of  J.  Edgar  and  Wil- 
am  Morrison,  on  behalf  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
linois,  and  the  petition  of  Benjamin  Reed,  be  referred 
)  the  Governor  of  the  Territory  northwest  of  the  river 
>hio,  who  is  hereby  requested  to  report  to  the  Senate, 
d  the  first  Monday  in  December  next,  a  correct  and 
Ul  statement  of  what  has  been  done  in  pursuance  of 
le  resolves  of  Congress  of  the  20th  June,  and  29th 
Lugust,  1788;  and  of  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  3d 
f  March,  1791,  entitled  'An  act  for  granting  lands  to 
be  inhabitants  and  settlers  at  Vincennes  and  the  Hli- 
tois  country,  in  the  Territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio, 
jnd  for  confirming  them  in  their  possessions,'  and 
rhether  any  of  the  ancient  rights,  settlements,  or  im- 
iroTements,  of  the  inhabitants,  are  included  within  the 
nets  allotted  lor  satisfying  bounties  allowed  to  the 
Id  settlers." 

The  report,  having  been  read,  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Tracy  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memor- 
ials of  Joseph  Ball  and  others,  holders  of  bills  of 
credit,  emitted  in  pursuance  of  a  resolution  of 
Congress  of  the  18th  of  March,  1780,  praying  that 
he  subject  may  be  taken  into  consideration ; 
which  memorials  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  severally  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  erection  of 
a  light-house,  and  placing  buoys  at  the  several 
places  therein  mentioned."  and  agreed  to  amend 
the  bill  accordingly;  and,- the  bill  being  further 
amended,  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  consent, 
that  the  bill  be  now  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Mason,  that  it  be 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider and  report  upon  the  expediency  of  erecting  a 
light-house  upon  Old  Point  Comfort,  in  Virginia,  and 
of  erecting  a  beacon  on  Tybee  island,  in  the  State  of 
Georgia,  and  fixing  buoys  sit  the  mouth  of  Savannah 
river ;  and  that  they  be  authorized  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise." 

Ordered,  That  this  motion  lie  for  consideration. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  providing  for  the 
erection  of  a  light -house  on  Eaton's  Neck,  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  be  discharged. 


of  Galliopolis,  therein  named ;  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  a 
deed  of  cession  of  the  jurisdiction  of  certain  terri- 
tory from  the  State  of  Connecticut ;  and,  after 
debate, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
certain  deceased  officers."  They  have  passed  a 
bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  '  An 
act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment, 
and  paper,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  a  second  reading. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  disagreeing  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  to  provide  for  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
certain  deceased  officers." 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Bloodworth,  that 
the  Senate  recede  from  their  amendment  to  the 
bill;  and,  after  debate,  it  was  agreed  that  the  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  be  postponed. 


Wednesday,  March  7. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  coDcurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  the 
means  of  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  foreign  nations,"  was  read  a  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee, 
appointed  the  16th  of  February,  to  consider  the 
hill  entitled  "  An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  Government  for  the  year  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  to  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Brown,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants  of 
Galliopolis,  reported  a  bill  to  authorize  a  grant  of 
lands  to  Stephen  Monot  and  others,  inhabitants 


Thursday,  March  8. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  laying  du- 
ties on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper," 
was  read  a  second  time,  and, referred  to  Messrs. 
Bingham,  Goodhue,  and  Martin,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Read, 

Ordered^  That  the  committee  appointed  the 
26th  December  last,  to  revise  the  Judiciary  system 
of  the  United  States,  be  instructed  to  report  by  bill. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  to  continue  in  force,  for  a 
limited  time,  an  act  entitled  'An  act  declaring  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  State  ot  Ma- 
ryland, passed  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  Decem- 
ber, one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-three, 
for  the  appointment  of  a  health  officer;'"  in  which 
they  desire  the  ccncurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  yesterday  to  recede  from  their  amend- 
ment disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  for 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  certain  deceased 
officers." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Paine,  that  the  considera- 
tion thereof  be  postponed  until  the  second  Mon- 
day in  December  next,  it  passed  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  14,  nays  15,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Livennora,  Lloyd, 
Marshall,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nat* — Means.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodwotth, 
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Brown,  Gunn,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Jackson,  Laurance, 
Martin,  Mason,  Read,  Ross,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  original  motion, 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Gunn,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Jackson,  Langdon, 
Laurance,  Martin,  Mason,  Read,  Ross,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Livennore,  Lloyd,  Mar- 
shall, Paine,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recede 
from  the  amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  this  bill. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be  requested  to  report  to  the  Senate  as  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  erecting  a  light-house  on  Old  Point 
Comfort,  in  Virginia,  and  establishing  a  beacon  on 
Tybee  Island,  in  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  fixing 
buoys  at  the  mouth  of  Savannah  river;  with  an 
estimate  of  the  expense  respectively  attending  the 
same. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  ''An  act 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Govern- 
ment, for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-eight,  and  for  other  purposes,"  reported 
that  the  bill  pass  without  amendment. 

The  bill,  last  sent  up  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second 
reading. 

The  bill  to  authorize  a  grant  of  lands  to  Stephen 
Monot  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis,  therein 
named,  was  read  a  second  time ;  and,  after  debate, 
on  motion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  be  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  some, 
and  disagree  to  other,  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia." 


Friday,  March  9. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for 
the  support  of  Government,  for  the  year  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight, and  for  other 
purposes  ;"  and,  the  report  being  adopted, 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  pro- 
viding the  means  of  intercourse  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  foreign  nations,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment ;  and  it  was  agreed  that  the 
consideration  thereof  be  postponed. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  agreeing  to 
some,  and  disagreeing  to  other,  amendments  of  the 


Senate  to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief 
of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia." 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  insist  on  their 
amendments,  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, to  the  bill  above  mentioned. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  limiting  the  time  within 
whicn  claims  against  the  United  States,  for  credits 
on  the  books  of  the  Treasury,  may  be  presented  for 
allowance;"  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  declaring  the 
consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts;"  and  a  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Sylvanus  Crowell;"  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  three  bills  last  mentioned  were  severally 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  continue  in 
force,  for  a  limited  time,  an  act,  entitled  'An  act 
declaring  the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  passed  28th  day  of  December, 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-three,  for 
the  appointment  of  a  health  officer,"  was  read  the 
second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 


Monday,  March  12. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  aeclaring 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Massachusetts,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Tract. 
and  Bloodworth,  to  consider  and  report  thereoo 
to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Sylvanus  Crowell,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  ana  referred  to  Messrs.  Greene,  Goodhcr 
and  Tract,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  limiting 
the.  time  within  which  claims  against  the  United 
States,  for  credits  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury, 
may.be  presented  for  allowance,"  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Bingham. 
Tract,  and  Sedgwick,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "An  act  providing  the  means  of 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  foreign 
nations;"  which  was  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  support  of  Government,  for  the  year 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and 
for  other  purposes  "  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  that  the  follow- 
ing clause  be  struck  out  from  the  bill,  to  wit : 

"  For  the  expense  incurred  by  the  committee  of  the 


521 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


522 


March,  1798.] 


Proceedings. 


[Senate. 


House  of  Representatives  on  the  impeachment  of  Wil- 
liam Blount,  for  the  compensation  of  the  members,  and 
for  incidental  charges,  as  estimated  by  the  chairman  of 
the  committee,  two  thousand  six  hundred  and  twenty- 
six  dollars." 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  7,  nays 
18.  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hill- 
house,  Jackson,  Marshall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hohart,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Laurance, 
Livermore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedg- 
wick, Stockton,  and  TazewelL 


Tuesday,  March  13. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  laying  duties  on 
stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper/ "  reported 
an  amendment ;  which  was  read  and  disagreed  to. 

And,  after  agreeing  to  an  amendment,  the  bill 
was  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on  their 
disagreement  to  sundry  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia,"  desire  a  conference  on  the  sub- 
ject matter  thereof,  and  have  appointed  managers 
at  the  same  on  their  part. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  asking  a  confer- 
ence oo  the  amendments  to  the  bill  last  mention- 
ed; and, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  proposed 
conference,  and  that  Messrs.  Sedgwick  and  Tract 
be  managers  at  the  same,  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations,"  was  read  the  third 
time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  to  expunge  the 
third  section  of  the  bill,  as  follows : 

"And  be  it  further  enacted,  That,  for  defraying  the 
expenses  of  Intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
foreign  nations,  during  the  year  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-eight,  there  be  further  appropria- 
ted, in  addition  to  the  aforesaid  sum  of  forty  thousand 
dollars,  and  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of 
twenty-eight  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty  dollars." 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays 
22,  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Jackson,  Langdon, 
and  Tazewell. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Chipman,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Hunter,  Lati- 
mer, Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  authorize  a  grant  of  lands  to  Stephen  Mo- 
not  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis,  therein 
named. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Wednesday,  March  14. 

Mr.  Greene,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Sylvanus  Crowell,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment,  and  it  was  ordered  to  the 
third  reading. 

Ordered,  That  the  memorials  of  Joseph  Ball 
and  others,  holders  of  bills  of  credit  emitted  in 
pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  18th 
of  March,  1780,  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tract, 
Greene,  and  Ross,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 
to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to.  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  de- 
claring the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,"  reported  the 
bill  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Marshall  laid  before  the  Senate  the  me- 
morial of  Margaret  Lapsley,  praying  the  renewal 
of  lost  certificates  therein  mentioned ;  and  the  pe- 
tition was  read,  and  referred  to  Messrs  Marshall, 
Tracy,  and  Anderson,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  the 
act.  entitled  'An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,'1'  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  bill  to  authorize  a  grant  of  lands  to  Ste- 
phen Monot  and  others,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis, 
therein  named,  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative — yeas  17,  nays  9,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yzas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Chipnian,  Foster,  Hunter,  Jackson,  Langdon, 
Laurance,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Read,  Sedg- 
wick, Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Latimer, 
Lloyd,  Paine,  Ross,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass,  that 
it  be  engrossed,  and  that  the  title  thereof  be,  "  An 
act  to  authorize  a  grant  of  lands  to  Stephen  Mo- 
not and  others,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis,  therein 
named." 

The  Senate  then  went  into  the  consideration 
of  Executive  business. 


Thursday,  March  15. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  declaring 
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the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,'1  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of he  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives lor  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Sylvan  us  Crowell,"  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  Dill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  for 
the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Thomas 
Clark,  deceased,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment ;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the.  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 


Friday,  March  16. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading;  of  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
representatives  of  Thomas  Clark,  deceased  f  and, 
after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Monday,  March  19. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

The  despatches  from  the  Envoys  Extraordinary  of 
the  United  States  to  the  French  Republic,  which  were 
mentioned  in  my  Menage  to  both  Houses  of  Congress, 
of  the  fifth  instant,  have  been  examined  and  maturely 
considered. 

While  I  feel  a  satisfaction  in  informing  you  that  their 
exertions,  for  the  adjustment  of  the  differences  between 
the  two  nations,  have  been  sincere  and  unremitted,  it 
is  incumbent  on  me  to  declare,  that  I  perceive  no  ground 
of  expectation  that  the  objects  of  their  mission  can  be 
accomplished,  on  terms  compatible  with  the  safety,  the 
honor,  or  the  essential  interests  of  the  nation. 

This  result  cannot,  with  justice,  be  attributed  to  any 
want  of  moderation  on  the  part  of  this  Government,  or 
to  any  indisposition  to  forego  secondary  interests,  for 
the  preservation  of  peace.  Knowing  it  to  be  my  duty, 
and  believing  it  to  be  your  wish,  as  well  as  that  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  to  avoid,  by  all  reasonable 
concessions,  any  participation  in  the  contentions  of 
Europe,  the  powers  vested  in  our  Envoys  were  com- 
mensurate with  a  liberal  and  pacific  policy,  and  that 
high  confidence  which  might  justly  be  reposed  in  the 
abilities,  patriotism,  and  integrity,  of  the  characters  to 
whom  the  negotiation  was  committed.  After  a  careful 
review  of  the  whole  subject,  with  the  aid  of  all  the  in- 
formation I  have  received,  I  can  discern  nothing  which 
could  have  insured  or  contributed  to  success,  that  has 
been  omitted  on  my  part,  and  nothing  further  which 
jean  be  attempted,  consistently  with  maxims  for  which 
our  country  has  contended  at  every  hazard,  and  which 
constitute  the  basis  of  our  national  sovereignty. 

Under  these  circumstances,  I  cannot  forbear  to  re- 
iterate the  recommendations  which  have  been  formerly 


made,  and  to  exhort  you  to  adopt,  with  promptitude, 
decision,  and  unanimity,  such  measures  as  the  ample 
resources  of  the  country  afford,  for  the  protection  of 
our  seafaring  and  commercial  citizens ;  for  the  defence 
of  any  exposed  portions  of  our  territory ;  for  replenish- 
ing our  arsenals,  establishing  foundries  and  military 
manufactures;  and  to  provide  such  efficient  revenue, 
as  will  be  necessary  to  defray  extraordinary  expenses, 
and  supply  the  deficiencies  which  may  be  occasioned 
by  depredations  on  our  commerce. 

The  present  state  of  things  is  so  essentially  different 
from  that  in  which  instructions  were  given  to  the  col- 
lectors to  restrain  vessels  of  the  United  States  from 
sailing  in  an  armed  condition,  that  the  principle  on 
which  those  orders  were  issued  has  ceased  to  exist.  I 
therefore  deem  it  proper  to  inform  Cbngress,  that  I  no 
longer  conceive  myself  justifiable  in  continuing  them, 
unless  in  particular  cases,  where  there  may  be  reason- 
able ground  of  suspicion  that  such  vessels  are  intended 
to  be  employed  contrary  to  law. 

In  all  your  proceedings,  it  will  be  important  to  mani- 
fest a  zeal,  a  vigor,  and  concert,  in  defence  of  the  na- 
tional rights,  proportioned  to  the  danger  with  which 
they  are  threatened. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

United  Statxs,  March  19,  1798. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  referred  to  the 
committee  appointed  on  the  29th  November  lastr 
who  have  under  consideration  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session,  which  relates 
to  the  protection  of  commerce,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  petition  of  Jonathan  Davenport,  an 
invalid  pensioner,  made  report,  and  the  report 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Marshall,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  Margaret  Lapsley. 
reported  a  state  of  facts,  and  that  it  be 

Resolved,  That  a  bill  be  brought  in  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  legal  representative  of  Samuel  Laps- 
ley,  deceased, 

Which  report  was  adopted ;  and, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted,  with  an  in- 
struction to  the  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  ac- 
cordingly. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  an  additional  appro- 
priation to  provide  and  support  a  Naval  Arma- 
ment," in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  bill?  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Thomas 
Clark,  deceased,    was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  final  passage  of  this  bill,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  14,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yxas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Greene,  Hun- 
ter, Jackson,  Langdon,  Martin,  Read,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell. 
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Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Laurence,  Livermore,  Marshall, 
Paine,  Rosa,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  not  pass. 

Mr.  Marshall,  from  the  committee  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  legal  representative  of  Samuel  Lapsley,  de- 
ceased, which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
revise  the  Judiciary  system  of  the  United  States, 
reported  a  bill  on  that  subject,  which  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Tuesday,  March  20. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
29th  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the  Speech 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  which  re- 
spects the  protection  of  commerce,  and  to  whom 
was  also  referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  the  19th  instant,  reported  so 
far  as  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  enable  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  purchase  or  lease  one  or 
more  foundries;  which  bill  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Rooked,  That  the  President  of  the  United  8tates 
be  requested  to  lay  before  the  Senate  the  instructions 
given  to  the  American  Commissioners  at  Paris ;  and, 
also,  all  communications  which  he  hath  received  from 
them  relative  to  the  object  of  their  mission. 

It  was  agreed;  that  this  motion  lie  until  to- 
morrow for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  making  an  appropriation 
for  completing  the  buildings  requisite  for  the 
accommodation  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  at  the  city  of  Washington,"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 


The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  an 
additional  appropriation  to  provide  and  support  a 
Naval  Armament,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representa- 
tive of  Samuel  Lapsley,  deceased,  was  read 
the  second  time ;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  declaring  the  con- 
sent of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  Commonwealth 
of  Massachusetts." 

On  the  final  passage  of  this  bill,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative — yeas  15,  nays  9,  as 
follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworm,  Chipman, 
Clsyton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hunter, 
Laorance,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 


Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Jackson,  Langdon,  Liver- 
more,  Marshall,  Paine,  Read,  8edgwick,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

Mr.  Laurance  notified  the  Senate  that  he 
should,  to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
supplementary  to  the  act.  entitled  "An  act  to 
establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States." 


Wednesday,  March  21. 

Mr.  Goodhue  presented  the  petition  of  William 
Gray,  junior,  and  others,  merchants  of  Salem,  in 
the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  stating, 
that  they  are  subject  to  an  unequal  payment  of 
the  duties  on  certain  merchandise  imported  from* 
India,  arising  from  the  construction  of  the  reve- 
nue laws  by  the  Collector  for  the  district  of  Sa- 
lem and  Beverly;  and  praying  Congress  to  take 
their  case  into  consideration;  and  the  petition 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Secretary 
for  the  Department  of  Treasury,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  haverpassed  a 
bill2  entitled  "An  act  to  continue  in  force  the  act, 
entitled  '  An  act  prohibiting  for  a  limited  time  the 
exportation  of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  for  en- 
couraging the  importation  thereof,*"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  purchase  or  lease  one  or  more  foundries, 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  the  third 
reading. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
Treasury,  with  the  abstract  required  by  the  fourth 
section  of  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  relative  to  the 
compensations  of  certain  officers  employed  in  the 
collection  of  the  duties  of  impost  and  tonnage," 
passed  February  14,  1795. 

The  letter  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  completing-  the  buildings  requisite 
tor  the  accommodation  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  at  the  city  of  Washington,"  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Lloyd,  Tazewell,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and 
Goodhue,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  an  ad* 
ditional  appropriation  to  provide  and  support  a 
Naval  Armament,"  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  continue  in  force 
for  a  limited  time  an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  de- 
claring the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
State  of  Maryland,  passed  the  twenty-eighth  of 
December,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  nine- 
ty-three, for. the  appointment  of  a  health  officer,"' 
and  having  agreed  to  an  amendment, 
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Ordered,  That  the  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  order- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 

Conformable  to  notice  given  yesterday.  Mr. 
Laurance  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  sup- 
plementary to  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  estab- 
lish the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States;" 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  Samuel  Meredith,  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States,  with  his  account  of  receipts  and 
expenditures  in  the  Treasury  Department,  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  30th  of  December  last ;  which 
were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  on  the  table. 

Thursday,  March  22. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  prohibit- 
ing for  a  limited  time  the  exportation  of  arms 
and  ammunition,  and  for  encouraging  the  im- 
portation thereof,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Sedgwick,  Paine,  and  Taze- 
well, to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Se- 
nate. 

The  bill  supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled  "An 
act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Laurance.  Stockton,  and  Ross,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  for  a  limited  time  an  act,  entitled 
( An  act  declaring  the  consent  of  Congress  to 
an  act  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  passed  the 
twenty-eighth  of  December,  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-three,  for  the  appointment  of 
a  health  officer,"  was  read  the  third  time ;  and  the 
title  thereof  having  been  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representative  of 
Samuel  Lapsley,  deceased ;  and,  having  agreed  to 
an  amendment,  it  was  ordered  to  the  third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  ';  An  act  to  alter  the  time  for  mak- 
ing entry  of  stills,  and  for  other  purposes ;"  a  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  to  revive  and  continue  in  force 
the  act  respecting  the  compensation  of  clerks,  and 
for  other  purposes  ;"  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
continue  in  force  for  a  limited  time  a  part  of  an  act, 
entitled '  An  act  making  further  provision  for  secur- 
ing and  collecting  the  duties  on  foreign  and  domes- 
tic distilled  spirits,  stills,  wines,  and  teas;"  and  a 
bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  continue  in  force  the  fifth 
section  of  an  act,  entitled  ( An  act  in  addition  to 
the  act,  entitled ( An  act  to  establish  the  Post  Office 
and  post  roads  within  the  United  States;"  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  were  read,  and  ordered  that  they  se- 
verally pass  to  the  second  reading. 


The  bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  purchase  or  lease  one  or  more  foundries 
was  read  the  third  time ;  and,  being  amended,  on 
the  final  passage  of  this  bill,  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  24,  nays  3,  as  follows : 

Yias — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworm,  Brown,  Chip- 
man,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhonse, 
Hobart,  Hunter,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd, 
Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Row,  Sedgwick,  Stock- 
ton, Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Jackson,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An 
act  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  purchase  or  take  on  lease  one  or  more  foun- 
dries." 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition 
of  Jonathan  Davenport,  an  invalid,  "that  the 
prayer  of  the  petitioner  is  not  reasonable ;"  and 
the  report  was  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  petitioner  have  leave  to 
withdraw  his  petition. 


Friday,  March  23. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  revive 
and  continue  in  force  the  act  respecting  the  com- 
pensation of  clerks,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Bloodworth,  Bingham,  and  Tracy,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Sedgwick,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
continue*  in  force  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  pro- 
hibiting for  a  limited  time  the  exportation  of  arms 
and  ammunition,  and  for  encouraging  the  im- 
portation thereof."  reported  an  amendment ;  which 
was  adopted,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  the  third 
reading,  as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  the  fifth  section  of  an  act,  entitled 
'  An  act  in  addition  to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to 
establish  the  Post  Office  and  post  roads  within  the 
United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  or- 
dered to  the  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represents- 
tives  for  concurrence,  entitled  <;  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  for  a  limited  time  a  part  of  an  act, 
entitled  'An  act  making  further  provision  for  secur- 
ing and  collecting  the  duties  on  foreign  and 
domestic  distilled  spirits,  stills,  wines,  and  teas," 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Paine,  Marshall,  and  Ross,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter 
the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
to  the  committee  last  named,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
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entitled  "  An  act  making  an  appropriation  for  the 
payment  of  a  balance  found  due  to  the  legal  repre- 
sentatives of  William  Carmichael,  deceased."  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representa- 
tive of  Samuel  Lapsley,  deceased,  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  the  protection  of  commerce ;  and 
to  whom  was  also  referred  the  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  of  the  19th  instant, 
reported,  so  far  as  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  provide  an 
additional  armament  for  the  further  protection  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses; which  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  petition  of  Joseph  Nourse,  Regis- 
ter of  the  Treasury,  made  report,  which  was  read, 
amended,  and  adopted,  as  follows : 

That  the  petitioner  asks  an  increase  of  compensation 
and  an  allowance  for  expenses  he  has  been  obliged  to 
incur,  in  the  years  1793  and  1797,  by  removing  out  of 
Philadelphia   when  it   was  visited  with   the  epidemic 

fcier. 

The  committee  find  Mr.  Nourse  has  served  the  United 
States  many  years,  with  faithfulness  and  ability,  and,  on 
the  score  of  merit,  claims  every  attention  from  Govern- 
ment which  justice  and  policy  can  dictate. 

They  farther  find,  that,  on  the  1 1  th  September,  1789, 
the  officers  in  the  Treasury  Department  were  by  law 
placed  on  the  following  establishment,  viz  : 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury      -  $3,500  per  ann. 
Comptroller         ...    2,000     do. 
Treasurer    ....    2,000      do. 
Auditor      ....     1,500     do. 
Register      ....     1,260      do. 

On  the  8th  of  May,  1792,  an  additional  compensation 
*u  made  to  certain  of  those  officers,  as  follows,  viz : 

Comptroller         ...  $400  per  ann. 

Auditor       ....  400     do. 

Treasurer    ....  400      do. 

Register       ....  500      do. 

And,  on  the  2d  of  March,  1793,  the  following  addi- 
tions, viz: 

Comptroller         ...     $250  per  ann.     * 
Auditor       ....        600      do. 
Register     ...  260      do. 

Which  establishes  the  salaries  now  received  by  the 
officers  in  the  Treasury  Department,  as  follows,  viz  * 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury      -  $3,600  per  ann. 
Comptroller         ...    2,650      do.  ' 
Auditor       ....     2,400      do. 
Treasurer    ....    2,400      do. 
Register      ....    2,000      do. 

The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  the  salaries  of  these 
and  many  other  officers  of  the  United  States  are  small, 
*nen  considered  in  reference  to  their  services  and  neces- 
*uy  expenditures ;  but,  as  their  commission  will  not  au- 
thorize them  to  report  on  the  subject  of  salaries  generally, 
th*?  are  of  opinion  Mr.  Nourse's  compensation,  when 


compared  with  that  of  other  officers  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, is  as  high  as  relative  justice  will  permit  ;  espe- 
cially when  compared  with  the  salary  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  which  has  not  been  increased  since  its 
first  establishment  in  1789. 

The  committee  further  find,  that  additional  duties  have 
been  imposed  on  this  petitioner,  and  likewise  on  all  the 
other  officers  in  the  Treasury  Department  ;  but  they  are 
not  convinced  that  the  additional  duties  imposed  on  the 
Register,  when  compared  with  those  imposed  on  other 
officers,  are  such  as  in  equity  to  entitle  the  petitioner  to 
a  separate  increase  of  compensation.  They  are,  there- 
fore, of  opinion  that  the  first  request  in  the  petition,  to 
wit,  that  for  an  increase  of  salary ,  ought  not  to  be  granted. 

On  the  second  request,  to  wit,  that  for  his  expenses  in 
removing  from  Philadelphia  to  avoid  the  epidemic  fever, 
the  committee  find  Mr.  Nourse  was  obliged  to  incur  con- 
siderable expense  in  removing  his  family  from  this  city 
in  1793  and  1797,  to  avoid  the  fever,  which  at  those 
periods  wss  prevalent,  and  that  he  attended  to  the  duties 
of  his  office  under  disadvantages  and  extra  expense. 
This  part  of  the  petitioner's  request  the  committee  are 
of  opinion  is  reasonable,  and  therefore  present  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate  the  following  resolution,  to 
wit : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring  in 
«a  bill,  allowing  Joseph  Nourse,  Register  of  the  Treasury, 
the  sum  of———  dollars,  out  of  any  unappropriated  money 
in  the  Treasury,  to  indemnify  him  for  the  extra  expense 
he  incurred  in  removing  his  family  from  Philadelphia  in 
the  years  1798  and  1797,  to  avoid  the  epidemic  few, 
and  the  extra  expense  incurred  by  him  in  attending  to 
the  business  of  bis  office  during  the  same  period. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  be  recommitted,  with 
instructions  to  the  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill 
accordingly. 


Monday,  March  26. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter,  with  a  return  from  Charles  Burrall.  Assist- 
ant Postmaster  General,  conformable  to  ^  An  act 
in  addition  to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  establish 
the  Post  Office  and  post  roads  within  the  United 
States ;"  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Paine,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
continue  in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  a  part  of  an 
act,  entitled  'An  act  making  further  provision  for 
securing  and  collecting  the  duties  on  foreign  and 
domestic  distijfed  spirits,  stills,  wines,  and  teas," 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making 
an .  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  a  balance 
found  due  to  the  legal  representatives  of  William 
Carmichael,  deceased,"  wa4  read  the  second  time, 
and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy,  Langdon,  ana 
Bloodworth,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for 
the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  the  second 
time. 
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Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to  morrow. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  conti- 
nue in  force  the  fifth  section  of  an  act,  entitled 
'  An  act  in  addition  to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to 
establish  the  Post  Office  and  post  roads  within 
the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  continue  in 
force  the  act  entitled  'An  act  prohibiting,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  exportation  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition, and  for  encouraging  the  importation  there- 
of," was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the 
United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time;  and, 
after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  that 
the  Senate  enter  into  the  following  resolutions: 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  lay  an  embargo* 
lor  a  limited  time,  on  all  ships  and  vessels  owned 
wholly  or  in  part  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  ships  or  vessels  employed  solely  in  the  fisheries 
or  coasting  trade;  and  that  these  be  regulated  in  their 
respective  voyages  consistent  with  their  safety  and  a 
state  of  neutrality. 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  complete  the  for- 
tifications of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States, 
and  effectually  to  garrison  the  same. 

M  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  raise  a  provisional 
army,  to  be  employed,  when  necessary,  for  internal  se- 
curity and  defence. 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  provide  for  sup- 
plying any  deficiency  existing  or  arising  in  the  arms 
and  military  stores  of  the  United  States ;  and 

"  Resolved,  That  the  foregoing  resolutions  be  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  Pre- 
sident's Message  of  the  19th  instant,  as  instructions  to 
the  said  committee  to  prepare  and  report  bills  corres- 
ponding with  the  said  resolutions,  and  in  the  same 
order  in  which  they  stand." 

The  resolutions  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
for  consideration. 


Tuesday,  March  27. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  motion 
made  yesterday,  by  Mr.  Mars  All,  that  sundry 
resolutions  be  adopted,  relative  to  an  embargo 
and  other  subjects  therein  mentioned;  and 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  first  resolu- 
tion, viz:  « 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  lay  an  embargo, 
for  a  limited  time,  on  all  ships  and  vessels  owned 
wholly  or  in  part  by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  other 
than  ships  and  vessels  employed  solely  in  the  fisheries 
or  coasting  trade;  and  that  these  be  regulated  in 
their  respective  voyages  consistent  with  their  safety 
and  a  state  of  neutrality :" 

It  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  5.  nays  22,  as 
follows: 


Ykas— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Jackson,  Mi 
shall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipmin,  CUy. 
ton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Boa- 
ter, Langdon,  Latimer,  Laarance,  Lloyd,  Mutis,. 
Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  utf 
Tracy. 

*   The  other  resolutions  contained  in  the  motior 
were  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentatireaJ 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passef 
a  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  en- 
titled "  An  act  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 
with  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  authorizing  the 
establishment  of  a  government  in  the  Mississippi 
territory,"  with  amendments;  in  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


Wednesday,  March  28. 

Mr.  Ladrance,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act  en- 
titled "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of 
the  United  States,"  reported  an  amendment; 
which  was  read  and  ordered  to  lie  for  conside- 
ration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the] 
bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for  the 
further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  and,  after  progress, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

Mr.  Sedgwick  reported  from  the  managers  at] 
the  conference  on  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces 
of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia;"  and  the  report  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
making  an  appropriation  for  completing  the 
buildings  requisite  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  at  the  city  of 
Washington,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Thursday,  March  29. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  managers  appointed  to  confer  on  the  amend- 
ments to  the  bill  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  refugees  from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia;"  which  report  was  adopted. 
Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  adhere  to  their 
ninth,  tenth,  and  eleventh  amendments  to  the  said 
bill. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  from  their 
twelfth  amendment,  so  far  as  respects  strikingoat 
the  words  agreed  by  the  report  to  be  struck  out, 
and  insist  on  so  much  of  their  twelfth  amend- 
ment as  contains  the  first  proviso  to  the  eighth 
section,  to  wit :  "  Provided,  That,  in  considering 
what  compensation  ought  to  be  made  by  virtue  of 
this  act,  all  grants  which  may  have  been  made  by 
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the  United  States  or  individual  Slates,  shall  be 
eonsidered  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  as  the  case 
may  be.  a  satisfaction  to  those  who  may  have 
received  the  same." 

Mr.  Bloodworth,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
to  revive  and  continue  in  force  the  act  respecting 
the  compensation  of  clerks,  and  for  other  purpo- 
ses," reported  amendments,  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
entitled  "An  act  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  li- 
mits with  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  authorizing 
the  establishment  of  a  government  in  the  Missis- 
sippi territory ;"  and, 

Resolved,  That  they  concur  in  the  amendments. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for  the  fur- 
ther protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes ;  and,  after  progress,  the 
Senate  adjourned. 


Friday,  March  30. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for  the  fur- 
ther protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States, 
tod  for  other  purposes. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  to  amend  the 
sixth  section,  which  now  stands— 

"And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  commissioned 
timed  veasels  of  the  United  States,  sailing  as  convoys, 
ihatl  be  governed  in  their  conduct  towards  foreign 
timed  ships,  by  the  provimons  and  stipulations  of  trea- 
ties respectively  subsisting  with  such  foreign  nations, 
and  where  none  such  exist,  by  the  principles  of  the 
general  law  of  nations :" 

By  adding  these  words, "  as  applicable  to  a  state 
of  neutrality." 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
nays  16,  as  follows : 

Ysab — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Jackson,  Langdon,  Marshall,  Martin,  Tattnall,  and 
Tuewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  HiUhouse,  Hobart,  Latimer,  Lau- 
rance,  Livermore,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  and 
Tracy. 

And  the  bill  having  been  amended,  it  was  or- 
dered to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force,  for  a  limited  time,  a  part  of  an  act 
entitled  'An  act  making  further  provision  for  se- 
curing and  collecting  the  duties  on  foreign  and 
domestic  distilled  spirits,  stills,  wines,  and  teas," 
was  read  a  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 
<  A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  recede  from 
their  disagreement  to  the  ninth,  tenth,  and  eleventh 
amendments,  adhered  to  by  the  Senate,  to  the  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from 


the  British  provinces  of  Canada  and  Nova  Sco- 
tia ;"  and  also  recede  from  their  disagreement  to 
the  twelfth  amendment  to  the  said  bill,  so  far  as  to 
agree  to  the  first  proviso  to  the  ninth  section, 
amended  as  follows:  " Provided,  Tbat,  in  consid- 
ering what  compensation  ought  to  be  made  by 
virtue  of  this  act,  all  grants,  except  military 

grants,  which  may  have  been  made  by  the  United 
tates  or  individual  States,  shall  be  considered  at 
the  just  value  thereof,  at  the  time  the  same  were 
made  respectively,  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  as 
the  case  may  be,  a  satisfaction  to  those  who  may 
have  received  the  same." 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  Representatives,  receding 
from  their  disagreement  to  sundry  amendments  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refu- 
gees from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada  and 
Nova  Scotia."    Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  recede  from  their 
twelfth  amendment  to  the  said  bill,  so  far  as  to 
agree  to  the  first  proviso  in  the 'ninth  section, 
amended  agreeably  to  the  report  of  the  conferees 
thereon.  • 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "An  act  to  revive  and  continue  in 
force  the  act  respecting  the  compensation  of 
clerks,  and  for  other  pur  pores;"  and  the  report  be- 
ing agreed  to,  and  the  bill  amended  accordingly, 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading  as 
amended. 


Monday,  April  2. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "An  act  making  an  appropriation 
for  completing  the  buildings  requisite  for  the  ac- 
commodation of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  at  the  city  of  Washington." 

Ordered.  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed  until  Wednesday  next. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill, 
supplementary  to  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  es- 
tablish the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States?" 
and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

The  bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for 
the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  taken  into  con- 
sideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  third  reading  of  this  bill  be 
postponed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  to  revive 
and  continue  in  force  the  act  respecting  the  com- 
pensation of  clerks,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  a  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bingham, 

44  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  take  into  consid- 
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eration  the  propriety  of  instituting  a  separate  Executive 
department,  for  the  purpose  of  superintending;  and  re- 
gulating the  various  objects  connected  with  the  Naval 
Establishment  of  the  United  States;" 

It  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie  for  consid- 
eration. 


Tuesday,  April  3. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  motion 
made  on  the  20th  March,  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  be  requested  to  lay  before  the  Sen- 
ate the  instructions  given  to  the  American  Com- 
missioners at  Paris;  and,  after  debate,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  motion 
made  yesterday,  that  a  committee  be  appointed 
relative  to  the  propriety  of  instituting  a  separate 
Executive  department,  in  respect  to  the  Naval 
Establishment ;  and  the  motion  being  amended, 
was  adopted,  and, 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Bingham,  Tazewell, 
and  Goodhue,  be  a  committee  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  propriety  of  instituting  an  Execu- 
tive department,  for  the  purpose  of  superintending 
and  regulating  the  various  objects  connected  with 
the  Naval  Establishment  of  the  United  States. 

The  bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for 
the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,  was  read  the  third 
time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bingham,  to  amend  the  bill, 
by  inserting  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  section,  as 
follows : 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  President  of 
the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized,  if  he 
ahould  deem  it  necessary,  to  cause  to  be  built,  for  the 
protection  of  the  United  States,  a  number  of  vessels, 
not  exceeding  ten,  to  be  fitted,  manned,  armed,  and 
equipped  as  galleys;  the  officers  and  men  in  the  service 
of  which  vessels  to  be  on  the  same  pay,  receive  the 
aame  subsistence  and  emoluments,  and  be  appointed  in 
the  same  manner,  as  is  hereinbefore  provided  for ;  which 
vessels  shall  be  stationed  in  such  places,  and  be  employ- 
ed in  such  manner  as  the  President  of  the  United  States 
may  direct." 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration ;  and,  on 
motion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  farther  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  be  postponed. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ; 

In  compliance  with  the  request  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, expressed  in  their  resolution  of  the  second 
of  this  month,  I  transmit  to  both  Houses  those  instruc- 
tions to,  and  despatches  from,  the  Envoys  Extraordina 
ry  of  the  United  States  to  the  French  Republic,  which 
were  mentioned  in  my  Message  of  the  nineteenth  of 
March  last,  omitting  only  some  names,  and  a  few  ex- 
pressions descriptive  of  the  persons. 

I  request  that  they  may  be  considered  in  confidence, 
until  the  members  of  Congress  are  fully  possessed  of 
'their  contents,  and  afeall  have  had  opportunity  to  delib- 


erate on  the  consequences  of  their  publication ;  tfter ! 
which  time  I  submit  them  to  your  wisdom.  j 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
Uiutxb  Statss,  April  3,  1798. 

The  galleries  being  cleared,  the  Message  and 
documents  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

Wednesday,  April  4. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  an  expendi- 
ture, and  making  an  appropriation  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  moneys  advanced  by  the  Consuls  of 
the  United  States,  in  certain  cases,"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
making' an  appropriation  for  completing  the  build- 
ings  requisite  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Gor- 
ernment  of  the  United  States  at  the  city  of 
Washington ;"  and,  after  debate,  j 

Ordered)  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Goodhue, 

"  That  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  of  the  3d  instant,  together  with  the  papen 
therein  referred  to,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  toe 
Senate;" 

And,  after  debate,  the  Senate  adjourned. 

Thursday,  April  5.   , 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  authoriz- 
ing an  expenditure,  and  making  an  appropriation: 
for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  advanced  by  the 
Consuls  of  the  United  States,  in  certain  cases,"! 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading.       i 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making  an  appro- 
priation for  completing  the  buildings  requisite  fori 
the  accommodation  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  at  the  city  of  Washington;"  and, 
after  debate,  it  was  agreed  that  the  further  coo-: 
sideration  thereof  be  postponed. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Paine, 

"  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  prepare  a  respect- 
ful Address,  to  be  presented  by  the  Senate  to  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  thanking  him  for  his  com-; 
munications  of  the  third  instant,  and  expressing  the! 
high  satisfaction  the  Senate  have  received  from  the  lib- 
eral and  fair  manner  in  which  he  has  directed  tbej 
attempt  at  negotiation  with  the  French  Republic  by 
our  Envoys  Extraordinary  ;  and  regretting  the  want  of 
success  which  has  hitherto  attended  his  fan-  and  honor- 
able advances  toward  a  reconciliation  with  that  Repub- 
lic ;  declaring,  also,  the  unanimous  determination  of 
the  Senate  to  repel  every  attempt  of  foreign  Power*  to 
impair  the  independence  of  this  country :" 

And,  it  was  agreed  that  the  motion  lie  for  con- 
siders tion.  * 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Goodhue, 
Ordered,  That  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Mes- 
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sage  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the 
3d  instant,  together  with  despatches  from  the  En- 
voys to  the  French  Republic,  accompanying  the 
same,  be  published  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  that  the  instructions 
to  the  Envoys  Extraordinary  to  the  French  Re- 
public, be  also  printed ;  it  was  agreed  that  this 
notion  be  postponed. 


Saturday,  April  7. 

No  business  of  importance  was  transacted  in 
the  Senate  to-day. 


Monday,  April  9. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making  an  appro: 
priation  for  completing  the  buildings  requisite  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  at  the  city  of  Washington ;"  which, 
having  amended, 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill  as  amended,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  9,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Means.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Chipman,  Fos- 
ter. Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Jackson, 
Ltngdon,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Tatt- 
fitU,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Clayton,  Goodhue,  Ho- 
btrt,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  and 
Stockton. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  thj?  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a.bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize  certain  offi- 
cers and  other  persons  to  administer  oaths;"  also, 
a  bill,  entitled  u  An  act  declaring  the  consent  of 
Congress  to  two  acts  of  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina, therein  mentioned,"  in  which,  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  They  desire  a 
conference  on  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  of 
the  1st  March  last,  relative  to  the  impeachment 
of  William  Blount,  and  have  appointed  mana- 
gers at  the  same  on  their  part. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  ordered 
that  they  severally  pass  to  the  secona  reading. 

The  Senate  toos  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  desiring  a 
conference  on  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  of  1st 
March  last,  respecting  the  impeachment  of  Wil- 
liam Blodnt.     Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  proposed 
conference,  and  that  Messrs,  Ross  and  Livermore 
be  managers  at  the  same  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for  the 
further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes;  and  Mr.  Bing- 
ham having  withdrawn  his  motion,  made  the  3d 
instant,  to  amend  the  bill,  by  adding  a  new  sec- 
tion to  the  end  thereof — on  the  question  to  a^ree 
to  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative— yeas  20,  nays  7,  as  follows: 


Ysas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Howard,  Hunter* 
Laurance,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick, 
Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Jack- 
son, Langdon,  Livermore,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that 
it  be  engrossed;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An 
act  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for  the  fur- 
ther protection  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States, 
and  tor  other  purposes." 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  appointed  for 
the  purpose,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Nourse;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  se- 
cond reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing an  expenditure,  and  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  advanced  by  the 
Consuls  of  the  United  States,  in  certain  cases," 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  petition  of  John 
Vaughan,  merchant,  praying  allowance  for  loss 
sustained  by  the  deposit  of  certain  quantities  of 
bullion  in  the  Mint  of  the  United  States,  in  con- 
sequence of  intervening  regulations ;  whtch  peti- 
tion was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

The  galleries  being  cleared,  a  motion  was  made 
by  Mr.  Lloyd: 

"  That  the  instructions  to  the  Envoys  Extraordinary 
to  the  French  Republic,  referred  to  in  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the  3d  instant,  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate." 

Where upon?  Mr.  Hunter  moved  the  previous 
question,  to  wit:  Shall  the  main  question  be  now 
put  ?  And  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  15,  nays  11,  as  follows: 

Yias— Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Jackson,  Langdon, 
Laurance,  Lloyd,  Roes,  Sedgwick,  8tockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  How- 
ard, Hunter,  Livermore,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Tattnall, 
and  Tazewell. 

And,  on  the  main  question,  it  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  10,  as  follows: 

Tias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Chipman, 
Clayton,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Hobart,  Jackson, 
Langdon,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  Ross,  8edgwick,  8tockton, 
and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Howard,  Hunter, 
Livermore,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Tattnall,  and  Taze- 
well. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  five  hundred  copies 
of  the  instructions  to  the  Envoys  Extraordinary 
to  the  French  Republic,  referred  to  in  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the 
3d  instant,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  April  10. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House-  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  declaring 
the  consent  of  Qpngress  to  two  acts  of  the  State 
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of  North  Carolina  therein  mentioned,"  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Martin, 
Bingham,  and  Tazewell,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  author- 
ize certain  officers  and  other  persons  to  administer 
oaths,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to 
Messrs.  Sedgwick,  Anderson,  and  Read,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Nourse  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  the  blank  filled  up. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making  an 
appropriation  for  completing  the  buildings  requi- 
site for  the  accommodation  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  at  the  city  of  Washington,"  was 
read  the  third  time,  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted  to  Messrs. 
Lloyd,  Ross,  and  Marshall,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives tfor  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing an  expenditure,  and  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  reimbursement  of  moneys  advanced  by  the 
Consuls  of  the  United  States,  in  certain  cases," 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


Wednesday,  April  11. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Nourse  was 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Lloyd,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
making  an  appropriation  for  completing  the  build- 
ings requisite  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  at  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington," reported  the  bill  further  amended ;  which 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  expediency  of  constituting  the 
Executive  Department  for  superintending  and 
regulating  the  various  objects  connected  with  the 
Naval  Establishment,  obtained  leave  to  report  by 
bill ;  which  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  se- 
cond reading. 


Thursday,  April  12. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
tor  concurrence,  entited  "  An  act  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  completing  the  buildings  requis- 
ite for  the  accommodation  of  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  at  the  city  of  Washington ;" 
which  report,  having  been  amended,  was  adopted, 
and  the  bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  anal  passage  of 
the  bill  as  amended,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  17,  nays  6,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Chip- 
man,  Greene,  Hillhonaa,  Howard,  Jackson,  Langdon, 


Livermore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Read,  Tattnall,  Tan- 
well,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Clayton,  Goodhue,  Lan- 
rance,  Sedgwick,  and  Stockton. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  bill  to  establish  an  Executive  department, 
to  be  denominated  the  Department  of  the  Nary. 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  RepresentaUTes 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  '*  An  act  supplementary  to  the  act 
providing  for  the  further  defence  of  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States ;"  and  a  bill,  entitled 
i;  An  act  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  set- 
men  ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  first  mentioned  was  read,  and  it  was, 
by  unanimous  consent,  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part 
of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  respects  measures  for  the  security 
and  protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  in  the  Message  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 


Friday,  April  13. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  sick  and  disabled  seamen,"  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  .Goodhck, 
Lanodon,  and  Read,  to  consider  and  report  there* 
on  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  to  establish  an  Executive  department,  to 
be  denominated  the  Department  of  the  Nary; 
and,  having  agreed  to  sundry  amendments, 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Martin,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  de- 
claring the  consent  of  Congress  to  two  acts  of 
the  State  of  North  Carolina  therein  mentioned," 
reported  an  amendment ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  measures  for  the  security  and  pro- 
tection of  the  commerce  of  the  United  states,  re- 
ported, in  part,  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  raise  a  provisional  army ; 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  read- 
ing. 

Mr.  Greene  laid  before  the  Senate  a  memori- 
al of  the  merchants  and  others,  of  the  town  of 
Providence,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  praying 
an  extension  of  the  Providence  district,  as  it  re- 
lates to  the  entry  and  clearance  of  vessels,  which 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Secretary 
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>r  the  Department  of  the  Treasury,  to  consider 
nd  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Monday,  April  16. 

The  Vice  President  communicated  a  letter 
om  John  Sloss  Hobart,  resigning  his  seat  in 
ie  Senate,  in  consequence  of  his  appointment  to 
e  Judge  of  the  New  York  district;  which  letter 
ns  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  Vice  President  be  request- 
d  to  notify  the  Executive  of  the  State  of  New 
fork  that  John  Sloss  Hobart  hath  accepted 
be  appointment  of  Judge  of  the  New  York  dis- 
rict,  and  that  his  seat  in  the  Senate  is  of  course 
icated. 

Mr.  Rose,  from  the  managers  appointed  to  con- 
fer with  those  appointed  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
entatives.  on  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  of 
be  1st  of  March  last,  respecting  the  impeachment 
if  William  Blount,  made  report ;  which  was  read ; 
r  hereupon, 

Retohed,  That  it  is  not,  at  this  time,  expedient 
o  alter  the  return  day  of  the  summons  directed 
o  be  issued  to  William  Blount,  so  as  to  make  it 
tturnable  in  the  present  session  of  Congress  as 
tquested  by  the  managers  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
Yseotatires,  there  being  no  certainty  that  it  will 
wtinnelong  enough  to  afford  reasonable  time 
for  a  proper  service  and  return  of  this  process. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  town  of  Newark,  in  the  State  of 
New  Jersey,  stating  their  apprehension  of  £reat 
tiU  that  may  result  from  the  arming  of  private 
aerchant  ships ;  and,  also,  from  the  establishment 
if  a  public  naval  force ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

The  bill  to  establish  an  Executive  department, 
o  be  denominated  the  Department  of  the  Navy, 
fe<  read  the  third  time. 

A  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  to  amend  the  bill, 
>y  adding  the  following  section : 

8  And  be  it  enacted,  That  this  act  shall  continue  in 
wee  for  one  year,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the 
at  leaion  of  Congress  thereafter ;" 

And,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Paine,  it  was  agreed  to 
wend  the  motion,  as  follows: 

"And  be  it  enacted,  That  this  act  shall  continue  in 
*«  for  four  yean,  and  from  thence  to  the  end  of  the 
at  session  of  Congress  thereafter." 

And,  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion,  as 
mended,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
"*  10,  nays  15.  as  follows: 

Yii»— Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hunter,  Lang- 
n,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Paine,  Tattnall,  and 

aewett. 

Nat§— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
■*»  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Livermore, 
M,  Read,  Ron,  8edgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

And, on  the  finalpassage  of  the  bill,  it  was  de- 
trained in  the  affirmative — yeas  19,  nays  6,  as 

>llows: 

Yua— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
°*i  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Laurence, 
fennore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Paine,  Bead,  Rosa,  8edg- 
"*,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 


Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Langdon,  Mar- 
shall, Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it 
be  engrossed;  and  that  the  title  thereof t>e  "An 
act  to  establish  an  Executive  department,  to  be 
denominated  the  Department  of  the  Navy." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was  re* 
ferred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  declaring 
the  consent  of  Congress  to  two  acts  of  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  therein  mentioned;  and,  having 
amended  the  report, 

On  the  question  to  adopt  it,  as  amended,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Tuesday,  April  17. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  raise  a  provisional  army  was  read  the 
second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  brought  in  the  bill. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Brown,  as  follows: 

"Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire whether  any,  and  what,  amendments  are  neces- 
sary to  an  act  entitled  '  An  act  providing  for  the  sale 
of  the  lands  of  the  United  States  in  the  territory  north- 
west of  the  river  Ohio,  and  above  the  mouth  of  Ken- 
tucky river/  and  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise ;" 

Which  was  read  and  adopted ;  and, 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Brown,  Ross,  and 
Stockton,  be  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Ross, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be  requested  to  report  to  the  Senate  what  pro- 
gress has  been  made  by  the  Surveyor  General  in 
laying  off,  and  preparing  for  sale,  the  lands  di- 
rected to  be  surveyed  and  sold  by  an  act  of  Con- 
gress, passed  the  18th  of  May,  1796,  entitled  "An 
act  providing  for  the  sale  of  lands  of  the  United 
States  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio,  and 
above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river:"  And  also 
whether  any,  and  what,  progress  has  been  made 
by  the  Surveyor  General  in  surveying  the  lands 
allotted  for  the  satisfaction  of  military  bounties, 
by  the  act  of  Congress,  passed  the  first  of  June, 
1796,  and  entitled  An  act  regulating  the  grants 
of  lands  appropriated  for  military  services,  and 
for  the  Society  of  United.  Brethren  for  propagating 
the  Gospel  among  the  Heathen." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  an  additional 
regiment  of  artillerists  and  engineers,"  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Wednesday,  April  18. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  an 
additional  regiment  of  artillerists  and  engineers,* 
was  read  the  second  time. 
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Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  29th  of  November  last,  oo  that 
part  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  respects  measures  for  the  security 
and  protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Read  laid  before  the  Senate  the  memorial 
of  Laurance  Manning,  stating  that  a  certain  John 
Herd,  without  power  or  authority  from  him,  drew 
a  military  commutation  certificate  from  Mr. 
Howell's  office,  the  property  of  the  memorialist; 
and  praying  relief. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  '*  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  procure  cannon,  arms,  and 
ammunition,  and  for  other  purposes;"  and  a  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  for  erecting  light-houses,  and 
placing  buoys  and  stakes,  at  the  places  therein 
mentioned,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  were  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading:  of  the 
bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States;"  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  raise  a  provisional  army,  re- 
ported amendments;  which  were  read. 

Ordered^  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  mak- 
ing an  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  a  balance 
found  due  to  the  legal  representatives  of  William 
Carmichael,  deceased,"  reported  the  bill  without 
amendment. 

Ordered)  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Thursday,  April  19. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  to  enable 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  procure  can- 
non, arms,  and  ammunition,  and  for  other  purpo- 
ses,? was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered)  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  the  29th  November  last,  on  that  part  of 
the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  measures  for  the  security  and  pro- 
tection of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  erect- 
ing light-housesg  and  placing  buoys  and  stakes,  at 
the  places  therein  mentioned,"  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time. 

Ordered)  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Greene, 
Li  verm  ore.  and  Goodhue,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 


The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  raise  a  provisional  army ;  and. 
on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative- 
yeas  16,  nays  7,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
Livermorc,  Marshall,  Read,  Rosa,  Sedgwick,  Stockton, 
and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworm,  Brown,  Langdon,  Mir* 
tin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making 
an  appropriation  for  the  payment  of  a  balance 
found  due  to  the  legal  representatives  of  William 
Carmichael,  deceased,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved)  That  this  bill  pass. 


Friday,  April  20. 

Mr.  Greene,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for 
erecting  light-houses,  and  placing  buoys  and 
stakes,  at  the  places  therein  mentioned,"  reported 
the  bill  without  amendment. 

Ordered)  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Sedgwick,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  till  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
authorize  certain  officers  and  other  persons  to  ad- 
minister oaths/'  reported  the  bill  with  an  amend- 
ment ;  and  the  report  was  adopted,  and  the  bill 
was  amended  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended.  ' 

The  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  raise  a  provisional  army,  was  read 
the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  that  the  bill  be 
recommitted  generally ;  it  was  agreed  that  the 
final  question  on  the  passage  of  this  bill  be  post- 
poned until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
provide  an  additional  regiment  of  artillerists  and 
engineers,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

Ordered)  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Ross,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
alter  the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  aod  for 
other  purposes,"  reported  amendments;  which; 
were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for  consideration,     i 

Ordered)  That  Messrs.  Marshall,  Sedgwick, 
and  Livermore,  be  a  committee  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  altering  the  terms  for  holdiM 
the  Courts  of  the  United  States  in  the  districts  of 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Maine ;  also,  of  making 
provision  in  cases  where  the  Judges  of  the  said 
Courts  have  been  counsel,  or  shall  be  interested  iai 
any  case  depending  before  them ;  also,  of  author ix» 
ing  appeals  from  judgments  rendered  in  the  said 
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Courts,  holden  for  the  districts  aforesaid;  and,  also, 
of  making  alterations  necessary  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  in  the  said  District  Courts,  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Slate  laws  or  Courts ;  and  to  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill  supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled  "An  act 
to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States.7' 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be -postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 


Monday,  April  23. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  of  a  large 
and  respectable  meeting  of  citizens,  inhabitants  of 
the  townships  of  Windsor  and  Montgomery,  and 
the  towns  of  Princeton  and  Kingston,  in  the  State 
of  New  Jersey,  signed  Enos  Kelsey,  chairman, 
expressing  their  unshaken  and  entire  confidence 
in  the  wisdom  and  integrity  of  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States,  and  pledging  their  lives  and 
fortunes,  and  sacred  honor,  in  support  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  such  measures  oi  defence  as  the 
Government  may  find  expedient  to  adopt,  in  this 
critical  and  threatening  aspect  of  public  affairs ; 
and  the  address  was  read. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  en- 
titled "  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  armament 
for  the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  with  amend- 
ments, in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
an  additional  regiment  of  artillerists  and  engi- 
neers," was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  to  amend  the  bilL  by 
limiting  the  establishment  to  three  instead  of  five, 
years;  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  arma- 
ment for  the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  to  postpone  the 
consideration  ot  the  amendments  to  this  bill  until 
the  next  session  of  Congress :  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays  16,  as  follows : 

Yias— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworm,  Langdon, 
Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nin — Messrs.  Bingham,  Clayton,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
HUlhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Mar- 
tin, Read,  Rosa,  8edgwick,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Ross,  it  was  agreed  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  the  first,  and  to  consider 
the  other,  amendments ;  and  the  second  amend- 
ment was  agreed  to. 

And,  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third 
amendment,  which  was  to  strike  out  the  fifth  sec- 
5th  Con.— 16 


tion,  the  votes  being  equal,  the  Vice  President 
determined  the  question  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Stockton, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  ot  the 
amendments  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  raise  a  provisional  army. 

On  motion,  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  tenth  section, 
so  as  that  the  proviso  be  read  as  follows : 

"  And  provided,  alao,  That  no  enlistment  shall  take 
place  by  virtue  of  this  act  after  three  years  from  the 
passing  thereof:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  13, 
nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Bead, 
Ron,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang* 
don,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative- 
yeas  13,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Clayton,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Read,  Ross 
Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang* 
don,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed,  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  raise  a  provisional  army." 


Tuesday,  April  24. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  author- 
ize certain  officers  and  other  persons  to  administer 
oaths,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  tor  erect- 
ing light-houses,  and  placing  buoys  and  stakes,  at 
the  places  therein  mentioned,"  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  provide  an  additional 
armament  for  the  further  protection  of  the  trade 
of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Read,  it  was  determined  to 
reconsider  the  vote  of  yesterday,  by  which  the 
third  amendment  was  disagreed  to. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  said  third  amend- 
ment, which  is  to  strike  out  of  the  bill  the  follow- 
ing section: 

"  8ec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  mer- 
chant vessel  bound  from  a  port  of  the  United  States, 
and  destined  to  any  place  that  is  besieged,  blockaded, 
or  invested,  shall  be  taken  under  the  protection  and  con- 
voy of  any  public  armed  vessel ;  nor  unless  satisfactory 
evidence  is  produced  to  the  Collector,  previous  to  her 
departure,  that  the  vessel  and  cargo  are  bona  fide  the 
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property  of  a  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States ; 
and  if  bound  to  the  ports  of  one  of  the  belligerent  Pow- 
ers, that  no  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  contraband 
by  the  general  law  of  nations,  or  by  any  treaty  to  which 
the  United  States  are  a  party,  are  laden  on  board  the 
same.  Duplicate  certificate*  to  this  effect,  ascertaining 
the  nature  and  quality  of  the  cargo,  shall  be  furnished 
by  the  Collector  of  the  district  where  the  cargo  was 
laden,  one  of  which  shall  be  delivered  to  the  command- 
ing officer  of  the  convoy,  and  the  other  retained  by  the 
captain  of  the  merchant  vessel.  And  in  cases  where 
merchant  vessels  of  the  United  States  are  to  be  taken 
under  convoy,  bound  from  foreign  ports,  certificates  of 
the  same  nature,  including  the  same  provisions,  shall 
be  delivered  to  the  commander  of  the  convoy ;  and  if 
no  Consul  shall  be  resident  at  such  port,  then  certifi- 
cates containing  evidence  of  a  like  nature,  attested  by 
two  witnessess,  and  taken  before  a  judge,  magistrate, 
or  notary  public,  shall  be  procured." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  12, 
nays  9,  as  follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Clayton,  Poster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Lauranoe,  Read,  Ross, 
Sedgwjck,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang- 
don,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Taze- 
welL 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  fourth  amend- 
ment, which  is,  to  strike  out  of  the  bill  the  follow- 
ing section: 

"  Sec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  commis- 
sioned armed  vessels  of  the  United  States  shall  be  gov- 
erned in  their  conduct  towards  foreign  armed  vessels  by 
the  provisions  and  stipulations  of  treaties  respectively 
subsisting  with  foreign  nations,  and  by  the  principles 
of  the  general  law  of  nations:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  13, 
nays  8,  as  follows : 

Teas — Messrs.  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall, 
Read,  Ross,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang- 
don,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Whereupon,  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do 
agree  to  ail  the  amendments  of  the  said  bill. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Obadiah 
Brown  ;"  and  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  Reuben  Smith  and  Nathan  Strong,  and  of 
Peter  Aupoix;"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  were  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "An 
act  to  alter  the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and 
for  other  purposes ;"  and,  the  report  having  been 
adopted,  the  bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

Ordered^  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading 
as  amended. 


Wednesday,  April  25. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 


relief  of  Reuben  Smith  and  Nathan  Strong,  and 
of  Peter  Aupoix,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Tract,  Lives  more,  and 
Greene,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  tor  the  relief 
of  Obadiah  Brown,"  was  read  the  second  time, 
and  referred  to  Messrs.  Greene,  Livermore,  and 
Sedgwick,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter 
the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time  as  amended ; 
and  the  question  on  its  final  passage  postponed 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  measures  for  the  security  and  pro- 
tection of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
reported,  in  part,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  cause  to  be  purchased  or 
built,  a  number  of  small  vessels  to  be  equipped  as 
galleys,  or  otherwise ;  which  bill  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  Dili,  seat  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
supplementary  to  the  act  providing  for  the  further 
protection  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United 
States,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Brown,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and  what,  amendments  are 
necessary  to  an  act  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  and 
above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river,"  reported  a 
bill  to  amend  the  same;  which  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Hillhouse,       ?\ 

"  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  consider  whether 
any,  and  what,  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law,  for 
removing  from  the  territory  of  the  United  States  such 
aliens  born,  not  entitled  by  the  Constitution  and  laws 
thereof  to  the  rights  of  citizenship,  as  may  be  dangerous 
to  its  peace  and  safety ;  and  providing  for  retains  to  be 
made  of  all  aliens  that  shall  be  landed  from  any  vessel 
which  shall  arrive  in  any  of  the  ports  of  the  United 
8tates ;  and  that  permits  be  granted  to  such  as  shall  be 
suffered  to  reside  therein ;  and  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 


wise. 


Ordered,  That  this  motion  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  entitled  "  An  act 
to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States  j"  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Congress. 


Thursday,  April  26. 

The  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
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States  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river 
Ohio,  and  above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river," 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives disagree  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  revive  and  continue 
in  force  the  act  respecting  the  compensation  of 
clerks,  and  for  other  purposes."  ? 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  motion 
made  yesterday  respecting  such  aliens,  resident  in 
the  United  States,  as  may  be  dangerous  to  its 
peace  and  safety ;  and,  having  amended  the  mo- 
tion, by  expunging  the  word  "  born,"  after  the 
word  "  aliens,"  in  the  first  instance,  it  was  adopted; 
and 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Livermore,  Hillbodse 
Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Laurance,  be  the  commit 
tee  for  the  purposes  therein  mentioned. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  address  and  me- 
morial of  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  the  district 
of  South warkj  and  the  Northern  Liberties,  ex- 
pressive of  their  "  perfect  and  grateful  approbation 
of  the  conduct  heretofore  pursued  by  the  Execu- 
tive Department,"  to  preserve  peace  with  foreign 
nations  and  the  neutral  position  of  the  United 
States,  their  confidence  in  the  wisdom  and  patri- 
otism of  every  branch  of  the  Government,  and 
pledging  themselves  firmly  to  support  every  meas- 
ure which  may  hereafter  be  thought  necessary  to 
secure  the  Constitution,  freedom,  and  independ- 
ence, of  the  United  Stales ;  and, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Livermore,  a  large  and  re- 
spectable committee  of  the  said  citizens  being 
admitted  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  the  address 
was  read. 
Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 
The  Senate  took  into  consideration  their  amend- 
ments disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill  entitled  *'  An  act  to  revive  and 
continue  in  force  the  act  respecting  the  compen- 
sation of  clerks,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  insist  on  their  amend- 
ments to  the  said  bill. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
enable  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  pro- 
cure cannon,  arms,  and  ammunition,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment 
The  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  cause  to  be  purchased  or  built,  a 
number  of  small  vessels  to  be  equipped  as  galleys, 
or  otherwise,  was  read  the  second  time. 
Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall, 

"That,  instead  of  the  three  existing  circuits,  the 
■"er&l  districts  of  the  United  8tates  be  divided  and 
"ranged  into  four  circuit*,  to  wit :  The  districts  of  New 
Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
snd  Vermont,  shall  compose  one  circuit,  and  be  called 
the  first  circuit ;  the  districts  of  New  York,  New  Jer- 
sey* Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  and  Maryland,  shall  com- 
pose one  circuit,  and  be  called  the  second  circuit ;  the 


districts  of  Virginia,  North  Carolina,  Kentucky,  and 
Tennessee,  shall  compose  One  circuit,  and  be  called  the 
third  circuit ;  and  the  districts  of  8outh  Carolina  and 
Georgia  shall  compose  one  circuit,  and  be  called  the 
fourth  circuit :  that  two  associate  justices  be  appointed, 
in  addition  to  the  present  number ;  and  that  two  jus- 
tices be  assigned  to  each  circuit,  to  hold  the  circuit 
courts  therein  semi-annually,  except  in  the  districts  of 
Kentucky  and  Tennessee,  where  they  shall  be  held 
annually." 

Ordered,  That  this  motion  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Vice  President  communicated  a  letter 
from  Thomas  Pinckney,  late  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  to  His  Catholic 
Majesty,  requesting  the  direction  of  Congress  in 
respect  to  the  acceptance  of  the  customary  pre- 
sent from  that  Government,  and  also  of  one  from 
His  Britannic  Majesty,  made  in  conformity  to 
the  usage  of  those  Powers  respectively,  to  a  for- 
eign Minister,  on  negotiating  a  treaty ;  and  the 
letter  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Friday,  April  27. 

The  hill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa-     t 
tiveafor  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  supplement- 
ary to  an  act  providing  for  the  further  protection 
of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,"  was 
read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  cause  to  be  purchased  or  built  a  num- 
ber of  small  vessels,  to  be  equipped  as  galleys,  or 
otherwise,  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  to  be  purchased  or  built  a  number  of  small 
vessels,  to  be  equipped  as  galleys,  or  otherwise." 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Marshall, 

Resolved,  That  no  motion  shall  be  deemed  in 
order,  to  admit  any  person  or  persons  whatever 
within  the  doors  of  the  Senate  Chamber,  to  pre- 
sent any  petition,  memorial,  or  address,  or  to  hear 
any  such  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  that  it  be 

"  Resolved,  That  it  be  a  standing  rule  of  this  House 
that  no  member  of  the  8enate  ought  to  receive  or  give 
any  visit  to  any  foreign  agent  or  ambassador,  or  any 
other  person  that  avows  himself  to  be  a  public  agent  or 
ambassador  for  a  foreign  country,  without  the  leave  and 
consent  of  the  Senate" — 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6, 
nays  16,  as  follows: 

Txas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang- 
don,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more, Marshall,  Martin,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  making  appropriations  for  the 
Military  Establishment  lor  the  year  1798,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
|  rence  of  the  Senate. 
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Mr.  Howard  presented  the  resolutions  of  a  nu- 
merous and  respectable  meeting  of  the  citizens  of 
Georgetown,  held  the  21st  day  of  April,  instant, 
signed  Lloyd  Beall,  chairman,  expressive  of  their 
entire  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive, in  respect  to  the  instructions  to  our  Minis- 
ters to  the  French  Republic,  and  of  the  strongest 
confidence  in  the  wisdom,  virtue,  and  patriotism, 
of  the  constituted  authorities  of  their  country ; 
which  resolutions  were  read. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Greene,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for 
the  relief  of  Obadiah  Brown,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment  j  and,  the  report  being  agreed 
to — 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  concur- 
rence, entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  procure  cannon,  arms,  and 
ammunition,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  alter 
the  time  of  making  an.  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  was  resumed;  and,  after  debate,  the 
Senate  adjourned. 


Monday,  April  30. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  and  me- 
morial of  the  citizens  of  Newark;  also,  the  reso- 
lutions of  the  citizens  of  the  county  of  Monmouth, 
in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  approbating  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  endeavors  to  effect 
a  good  understanding  with  the  French  Republic, 
and  expressing  their  determination,  to  the  utmost 
of  their  ability,  to  support  all  such  measures  for 
the  protection  and  vindication  of  the  rights,  lib- 
erty, and  independence,  of  the  United  States,  as 
may  be  recommended  or  enacted ;  and  they  were 
severally  read. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for 
the  year  1798,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Stockton,  and  Greene,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  frpm  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  procure  cannon, 
arms,  and  a  munition,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  directing  the  payment  of  a  de- 
tachment of  militia,  for  services  performed  in  the 
year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-four, 
under  Major  James  Ore,"  in  which  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 


bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  of 
making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other  purposes;" 
and,  after  debate — 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  it  was, 
by  unanimous  consent,  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Anderson,  and  Latimer,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  Obadiah  Brown,"  was  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Laurance  Man- 
ning be  referred  to  Messrs.  Read,  Howard,  and 
Sedgwick,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Ordered,  That  the  letter  of  Thomas  Pinckney, 
late  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  to  negotiate  a  treaty 
with  His  Catholic  Majesty,  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  26th  instant,  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Sedgwick,  Read,  and  Bingham,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  amend 
the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  and  repeal, 
in  part,  the  act  entitled  *  An  act  to  ascertain  and 
fix  the  Military  Establishment  of  the  United 
States." 


Tuesday,  May  1. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  of  a  nu- 
merous and  respectable  meeting  of  the  citizens 
of  the  city  and  towoship  of  Trenton  and  its 
vicinity,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  signed  Isaac 
Smith,  chairman;  highly  approbating  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive,  in  respect  to  the  negotiation 
with  the  French  Republic,  and  expressive  of  their 
assurances  of  support  to  every  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment in  such  measures  as  may  be  adopted  for 
the  security  of  the  freedom,  independence,  and 
defence  of  our  country ;  which  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Sedgwick,  from  the  Committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  letter  of  Thomas  Pinckney,  late 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  negotiate  a  treaty 
with  His  Catholic  Majesty,  communicated  to  the 
Senate  the  26th  of  April  last,  made  report,  which 
was  read  and  considered ;  and,  after  debate  there- 
on, the  Senate  adjourned. 


Wednesday,  May  2. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  "An  act  to  continue  in  force  a  part  of  an 
act  therein  mentioned,"  in  which  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given  on  the  30th  of  April 
last,  Mr.  Tracy  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill 
to  amend  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  amend  and 
repeal,  in  part,  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  ascer- 
tain and  fix  the  Military  Establishment  of  the 
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United  8 fates;"  and  the  bill  was  read  and  or- 
dered to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  authorizing  Thomas 
Pinckney,  late  Envoy  Extraordinary  to  the  Ring 
of  Spain,  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
King  of  Great  Britain,  to  receive  the  customary 
presents  to  foreign  Ministers  at  those  Courts. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  first  resolution 
reported,  to  wit : 

"Beit  resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress 
assembled,  That  Congress  doth  consent  that  Thomas 
Pinckney,  Esq.,  who,  as  Envoy  Extraordinary  of  the 
United  States,  negotiated  the  Treaty  of  Friendship, 
Limits,  and  Narigation,  between  the  United  States 
and  the  King  of  Spain,  may  receive  from  the  said 
King  such  present  as  \t  is  customary  for  His  Catholic 
Majesty  to  make  to  such  persons  as  negotiate  treaties 
with  him :" 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  17,  nays  5, 
as  follows : 

Ysas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  How- 
ard, Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Martin,  Read, 
Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Marshall,  Mason, 
and  Tazewell. 

And  the  other  resolution  reported  was  agreed 
to,  in  the  words  following : 

And  be  it  further  resolved,  That  Congress  doth  con- 
sent that  the  said  Thomas  Pinckney,  Esq.,  lately 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  from  the  United  8tates  to 
the  King  of  Great  Britain,  may  receive  from  the  said 
King  such  present  as  it  is  customary  for  His  Britannic 
Majesty  to  make  to  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  on  taking 
leave  of  him. 

The  motion  made  on  the  26th  of  April  last,  for 
changing  the  three  existing  circuits  of  the  United 
States  into  four  circuits,  was  resumed  and  agreed 
to;  and, 

Ordered)  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  the  20th  of  April  last.  "  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  altering  the  terms  for  holding 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  in  the  districts  of 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Maine;"  which  com- 
mitiee  are  instructed  to  bring  in  a  kill  accordingly. 


Thursday,  May  3. 

Mr.  Laurance  presented  the  address  of  a  num- 
ber of  respectable  citizens  of  New  York,  signed 
by  Jacob  Morton  and  others,  their  committee, 
expressive  of  their  high  esteem  of  the  wisdom 
and  moderation  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
United  States,  in  conducting  the  late  negotiation 
with  the  French  Republic,  and  of  his  unshaken 
firmness  and  patriotism ;  also,  assuring  Congress 
of  their  determination  to  support,  at  all  hazards, 
such  measures  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  to 
maintain  the  honor,  freedom,  and  independence 
of  their  country ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Mason  presented  the  resolutions  of  a  nu- 
merous meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Alexandria, 
signed  John  Fitzgerald,  chairman,  approbating 
the  wise  and  patriotic  measures  of  the  Executive 


in  the  late  negotiation  with  the  French  Republic, 
and  pledging  their  cheerful  and  prompt  compli- 
ance in  support  of  the  Administration. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
report  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of 
Treasury,  on  the  state  of  the  Western  lands;  in 
conformity  to  the  order  of  Senate  of  the  17th  of 
April  last. 

Ordered,  That  this  report,  together  with  the 
bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "An  act  providing 
for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United  States  in 
the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  and 
above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river."  be  referred 
to  Messrs.  Brown,  Stockton,  and  Mason;  who 
are  also  instructed  to  take  into  consideration  the 
petition  of  James  Jamison  and  others,  inhabitants 
on  the  Sciota  river,  presented  to  the  Senate  on  the 
first  of  February  last,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  di- 
recting the  payment  of  a  detachment  of  militia 
for  services  performed  in  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-four,  under  Major 
James  Ore,"  reported  the  hill  with  an  amend- 
ment ;  which  was  considered  and  adopted. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

The  bill  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
amend  and  repeal,  in  part,  the  act  entitled  '  An 
act  to  ascertain  and  fix  the  Military  Establish- 
ment of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tract,  Howard, 
and  Anderson,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  a  part  or  an  act  therein  mentioned," 
was  read  the  second  time. 
«  Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Howard  presented  the  address  and  memo- 
rial of  the  citizens  of  Baltimore,  and  Baltimore 
county,  applauding  the  wise  and  liberal  measures 
of  the  Government,  for  the  adjustment  of  differ- 
ences and  the  restoration  of  harmony  between 
the  United  States  and  the  French  Republic,  and 
expressive  of  their  determination  to  support  the 
constituted  authorities  of  their  country ;  and  the 
address  was  read. 

Mr.  H.  presented,  also,  the  address  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  inhabitants  of  Harford  county,  in  the 
State  of  Maryland,  signed  Samuel  Hughes,  chair- 
man, declaring  much  satisfaction  in  the  measures 
taken  by  the  Executive  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  accommodation  of  the  unhappy  differences 
subsisting  between  this  country  ana  the  French 
Republic,  and  their  determination  firmly  to  sup- 
port, in  all  situations,  their  independence,  and 
the  Government  of  their  choice. 


Friday,  tyfay  4. 

Mr.  Liverbiorb,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  motion  made  on  the  25th  of 
April  last,  on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  concern* 
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ing  aliens ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the 
second  reading. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives .» 

I  now  transmit  to  Congress  copies  of  all  the  commu- 
nications from  our  Envoys  Extraordinary,  received 
since  their  arrival  in  Paris,  excepting  those  before  pre- 
sented by  me  to  both  Houses.        JOHN  ADAMS. 

United  State*,  May  4,  1798. 

The  Message  and  communications  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  five  hundred  copies  of  the  Mes- 
sage and  communications  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  directing 
the  payment'  of  a  detachment  of  militia,  for  ser- 
vices performed  in  the  year  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-four,  under  Major  James 
Ore,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  con- 
tinue in  force  a  part  of  an  act  therein  mentioned," 
was  read  the  third  time ;  and, 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed  to  amend  the  title  of 
the  bill,  by  expunging  the  words  "  therein  men- 
tioned," and  inserting,  in  their  place  these  words : 
"respecting  the  compensation  to  the  officers  and 
mariners  of  the  revenue  cutters." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  adhere  to 
their  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  revive  and 
continue  in  force  the  act  respecting  the  compen- 
sation of  clerks,  and  for  other  purposes." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  resolutions,  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concur- 
rence, authorizing  Thomas  Pinckney,  late  Envoy 
Extraordinary  to  the  King  of  Spain,  and  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  to  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  to 
receive  the  customary  presents  to  foreign  Minis- 
ters at  those  Courts. 


Monday,  May  7. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  adhering  to 
their  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  revive  and 
continue  in  force  the  act  respecting  the  compen- 
sation of  clerks,  and  for  other  purposes."  Where- 
upon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  from  their 
amendments  to  the  said  bill. 


Tuesday,  May  8. 

The  bill  concerning  aliens  was  read  the  second 
time ;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 


Mr.  Marshall,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  motion  made  the  26th  of  April 
last,  for  changing  the  three  existing  circuits  of  the 
United  States  into  four  circuits,  reported  a  bill  to 
alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act,  entitled 
"  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the 
United  States;"  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 


Thursday,  May  10. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  resolutions  of  a 
very  respectable  number  of  the  citizens  of  New 
Brunswick  and  its  vicinity,  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey2  signed  John  Neilson,  chairman,  expressive 
of  their  warmest  approbation  of  the  prudent, 
firm,  and  temperate  policy  adopted  and  pursued 
by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  re- 
spect to  our  foreign  relations,  and  particularly  to 
those  of  the  French  Republic,  and  declaring  that 
they  will,  with  promptitude,  ardor,  and  constan- 
cy, support  every  Governmental  measure  for  the 
defence  of  our  country,  and  for  maintaining  the 
national  honor,  rights,  and  independence ;  and  the 
resolutions  were  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  afiens3  \ 

On  motion  to  strike  out  of  the  first  section  the 
following  words,  to  wit :  "  under  the  hand  and 
seal  of  such  person  or  persons  as  the  President  of 
the  United  States  shall  appoint  to  grant  the  same." 
and  to  substitute  these  words,  "  agreeably  to  the 
form  prescribed  in  this  act,  duly  authenticated  by 
some  court  of  the  United  States,  or  of  some  par- 
ticular State,  which  courts  are  severally  author- 
ized and  required  to  grant  the  said  permits,  upon 
the  application  of  the  party,  conformably  to  the 
provisions  of  this  act ;"  and  it  was  agreed  to  di- 
vide the  question,  so  far  as  it  extends  to  striking 
out  the  words  first  recited ;  and 

The  division  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  9, 
nays  12,  as  follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Read, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  be  postponed. 

Mr.  Lloyd  presented  the  address  of  a  respect- 
able number  of  the  citizens  of  Elkton  and  its  vi- 
cinity, in  Cecil  county,  in  the  State  of  Maryland, 
expressive  of  their  approbation  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States  in  his  endeav- 
ors to  adjust  the  existing  differences  with  the 
French  Republic,  and  of  their  resolution  zeal- 
ously to  give  their  support  to  the  Government  in 
such  measures  as  may  be  adopted  for  the  defence 
of  the  honor,  dignity,  and  commercial  rights  of 
the  nation  ;  and  the  address  was  read. 


Friday,  May  11. 

Mr.  Goodhue  presented  the  address  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  town  of  Salem,  in  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,  declaring  their  full  sat- 
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isfaction  in  the  measures  taken  by  the  supreme 
Executive  for  accommodating  the  differences  sub- 
sisting with  the  French  Republic,  and  their  de- 
termination, depending  on  the  patronage  of  the 
Most  High,  at  every  hazard,  to  support  the  Gov- 
ernment ot  their  choice,  and  the  measures  that 
may  be  adopted ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
jadges,  grand' jury,  and  sheriff,  of  the  county  of 
Backs,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  expressing 
their  entire  approbation  of  the  measures  of  the 
supreme  Executive  in  endeavoring  to  effect  an 
accommodation  of  the  existing  differences  with, 
and  to  obtain  redress  for  the  repeated  and  accumu- 
lated injuries  sustained  from,  the  French  Repub- 
lic; and  pledging  themselves,  with  the  assistance 
of  Heaven,  to  their  children  and  their  country,  by 
all  the  ties  which  can  bind  the  affection  and 
fidelity  of  man,  to  resist,  with  firmness,  every  in- 
vasion of  their  rights,  and  to  transmit  to  their 
posterity,  sacred  and  inviolate,  the  freedom,  honor, 
and  independence,  of  their  country  ;  and  the  me- 
morial was  read. 

The  bill  to  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of 
the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial 
Courts  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Resolved,  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  seeond  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens;  and,  after  debate,  the  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  was  postponed. 

Mr.  Mason  presented  the  resolutions  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Fairfax  county,  in  the  State  of  Vir- 
g'nia,  highly  approving  the  conduct  of  the  supreme 
xecutive  of  the  United  States,  and  particularly 
in  endeavoring  to  restore  the  good  understanding 
formerly  subsisting  between  the  United  States 
and  the  French  Republic ;  and  pledging  them- 
selves in  support  of  measures  for  the  defence  of 
the  country  and  the  protection  of  its  commerce ; 
and  the  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Li  verm  ore  presented  the  address  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Portsmouth, 
in  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  pledging  to  the 
supreme  Executive  and  to  Congress  the  most  de- 
termined and  unequivocal  support  in  maintaining 
measures  that  have  been  or  may  be  adopted  for 
the  interest,  honor,  and  independence  of  the  Unit- 
ed States ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

The  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate  a 
letter  from  Samuel  Meredith,  Treasurer,  with  his 
account  of  receipts  and  expenditures  in  the  War 
Department,  for  the  quarter  ending  31st  of  Marfeh 
last;  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 


Monday,  May  14. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  "  An 
act  to  amend  and  repeal  in  part  the  act,  entitled 
An  act  to  ascertain  and  fix  the  Military  Estab- 
lishment of  the  United  States,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading. 


Mr.  Goodhue  presented  the  address  of  the  citi- 
zens of  the  town  of  Gloucester,  in  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,  approbating  the  conduct 
of  the  supreme  Executive,  avowing  their  deter- 
mination to  support  the  Constitution,  and,  at  the 
risk  of  their  lives  and  fortunes,  to  preserve  invio- 
late the  rights  and  liberties  of  the  country ;  and 
the  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Howard  presented  an  address,  to  the  same 
effect,  from  a  numerous  and  respectable  meeting 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Upper  Marlborough  and  its 
vicinity,  in  Prince  George's  county,  in  the  State 
of  Maryland ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens;  and,  after  debate. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  tb  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts 
of  the  United  States ;  and,  after  debate,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

Tuesday,  May  15. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Livermorb, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be 
directed  to  write  to  all  such  Senators  as  are  ab- 
sent without  leave,  or  whose  leave  of  absence  has 
expired,  requesting  their  immediate  attendance. 

The  bill  to  amend  the  act.  entitled  "An  act  to 
repeal,  in  Dart,  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  to  ascer- 
tain and  nx  the  Military  Establishment  of  the 
United  States,"  was  read!  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  engross- 
ed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  and 
repeal,  in  part,  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  ascer- 
tain and  nx  the  Military  Establishment  of  the 
United  States." 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  of  a  nu- 
merous and  respectable  meeting  of  the  citizens  of 
Upper  Freehold,  in  the  county  of  Monmouth,  and 
those  in  its  vicinity,  from  the  counties  of  Burling- 
ton and  Middlesex,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
signed  Robert  Montgomery,  chairman,  expressive 
of  their  gratitude  and  thanks  for  the  firm,  mode- 
rate, and  unshaken  patriotism  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,'  and  of  their  acquiescence  in 
every  measure  which  the  National  Legislature 
shall  in  their  wisdom  adopt ;  and  the  address  was 
read. 

Mr.  Livermore  presented  the  address  of  one 
hundred  and  sixteen  inhabitants  ef  Dover,  in  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire,  to  the  same  effect;  and 
the  address  was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts 
of  the  United  States;  and,  having  agreed  to  sun- 
dry amendments, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Wednesday,  May  16. 
The  bill  to  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of 
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the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial 
Courts  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and,  after  debate. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  brought  in  the  bill,  and  that  Messrs, 
Anderson,  Martin,  and  Tazewell,  be  added  to 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  address  of  the 
people  of  Gloucester  county,  in  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  signed  Franklin  Davenport,  chairman,  and 
unanimously  agreed  to ;  expressive  of  their  un- 
shaken and  undiminished  confidence  in  the  Exec- 
utive and  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and,  en- 
gaging, under  the  protecting  arm  of  Providential 
aid,  cheerfully  to  sustain  the  honorable  task  of  de- 
fending, supporting,  and  maintaining,  the  dignity, 
freedom,  and  independence,  of  their  country ;  and 
the  address  was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens ;  and,  after  debate,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

Thursday,  May  17. 

Mr.  Martin  presented  the  address  of  a  full  and 
respectable  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
of  Newbern,  in  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  sign- 
ed Richard  Dobbs  Spaight,  and  others,  their  com- 
mittee, expressive  or  their  entire  confidence  in  the 
Government  of  the  United 'States^  their  warm 
approbation  of  its  measures,  and  their  perfect  con- 
currence in  its  views ;  and  the  address  was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens ;  and,  after  progress, 

Adjourned. 

Friday,  May  18. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence, 
entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  raise  a  provisional  army,"  with 
amendments,  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens ;  and,  after  progress, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  of  November  last,  to  consider  that  part 
of  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  which  respects  the  protection  of  commerce, 
further  reported  a  bill  on  that  subject;  which  was 
read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Marshall  presented  the  petition  of  Robert 
Campbell,  by  his  agent,  William  Lytle,  praying 
the  interposition  of  Congress  to  vest  iu  him,  and 
his  heirs,  a  certain  tract  of  land  therein  mention- 
ed ;  and  the  petition  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Mar- 
shall, Brown,  and  Chipman,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Monday,  May  21. 
William  North,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 


Executive  of  the  State  of  New  York,  in  place  of 
John  Sloss  Hobart,  resigned,  produced  kis  cre- 
dentials, and,  the  oath  required  by  law,  being  ad- 
ministered to  him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  Senate  for  concurrence,  entitled 
"An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  raise  a  provisional  army ;"  and, 

Ordered.  That  they  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee, appointed  the  29th  of  November  last,  who  re- 
ported the  bill,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Lewis  ;* 
and  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting  Loan  Office 
and  final  settlement  certificates,  indents  of  in- 
terest, and  the  unfunded  or  registered  debt  credit- 
ed in  the  books  of  the  Treasury ;"  in  which  bilk 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Livbrmorb  be  of  the  com- 
mittee to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  concurrence, 
entitled  u  An  act  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled 
seamen,"  in  place  of  Mr.  Lanodon,  absent  with 
leave. 

Mr.  Stockton  presented  the  resolution  of  the 
mayor,  deputy  mayor,*  recorder,  aldermen,  and 
common  council,  of  the  borough  of  Elizabeth,  ia 
the  county  *of  Essex,  and  State  of  New  Jersey. 
with  the  unanimous  address  of  seven  hundred  in- 
habitants of  said  borough,  certified  by  Elias  Day- 
ton, mayor,  expressive  of  their  warmest  approba- 
tion of  the  Executive  of  the  United  States,  for  his 
instructions  to  our  Envoys  at  Paris,  of  their  indig- 
nation at  the  injurious  conduct  of  the  French  Re- 
public towards  the  United  States,  and  pledging 
themselves,  by  the  blessing  of  God,  to  aid  tneir 
country  against  the  machinations  of  its  enemies, 
and  in  support  of  the  national  councils;  and  the 
address  was  read. 

The  bill  more  effectually  to  protect  the  com- 
merce and  coasts  of  the  United  States,  was  read 
the  second  time;  and,  after  agreeing  to  an  amend- 
ment, 

The  Senate  went  into  Executive  business,  and 
adjourned. 


Tuesday,  May  22. 

Mr.  Read  presented  the  resolutions  and  address 
of  the  city  of  Charleston,  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  expressive  of  their  perfect  satisfaction 
in  the  appointment,  (by  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States,)  of  a  solemn  embassy,  to  endeavor 
to  remove  all  differences  with  the  French  Repub- 
lic, and  making  a  full,  solemn,  and  explicit,  de- 
claration of  their  sincere  attachment  to  the  Con- 
stitution and  Government,  and  their  fixed  resolu- 
tion to  maintain  and  support  them,  against  all 
foreign  encroachments  and  domination,  at  the 
hazard  of  their  lives  and  fortunes;  and  the  com- 
munications were  read. 


561 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


562 


Mat,  1798.] 


Proceedings. 


[Senate. 


Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  address  and  memo- 
rial of  the  citizens  of  the  county  of  Alleghany,  in 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania;  and 

Mr.  Howard  presented  the  resolution  of  a  re- 
spectable meeting  of  the  citizens  of  the  town  of 
Liberty  and  its  vicinity,  in  the  upper  part  of  Dis- 
trict No.  3,  in  Frederick  county,  and  State  of 
Maryland,  each  expressive  of  similar  sentiments; 
which  were  severally  read. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of 
Thomas  Lewis,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy,  Brown,  and  Howard, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting  Loan 
Office  and  final  settlement  certificates,  indents  of 
interest,  and  the  unfunded  or  registered  debt 
credited  in  the  books  of  the  Treasury,"  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Bing- 
ham, Chipman,  and  Tract,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  supplementary  to.  and  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  establish  an 
uniform  rule  of  naturalization,  and  to  repeal  the 
act  heretofore  passed  on  that  subject;"  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
were  referred  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  au- 
thorizing the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
raise  a  provisional  army,"  reported  them  without 
amendment. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Marshall,  to  amend  the 
first  clause  of  the  last  section,  contained  in  the 
amendments,  so  that  it  read  as  follows: 

"  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  private  soldiers 
who  ire,  and  who  shall  be,  enlisted  and  employed  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  shall  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  exempted,  during  their  term  of  service,  from  all 
personal  arrests,  for  any  debt  or  contract,  created  or 
entered  into  subsequent  to  his  or  their  enlistment ;" 

It  was  determined  in  the  '  negative — yeas  7, 
nays  16,  as  follows: 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
shall,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Livennore,  Lloyd,  North,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall, 
and  Tracy.  H 

And  the  report  was  adopted,  and 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the 
amendments. 

Mr.  Marshall,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  to  alter  and  extend  the  pro- 
vision of  the  act  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  the 
Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States,"  reported 
amendments. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  more  effectually  to  protect  the  commerce  and 


coasts  of  the  United  Sta^s;  and  agreed  to  a  fur- 
ther amendment. 
Resolved,  That  it  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Wednesday,  May  23. 

Mr.  Marshall  reported,  from  the  committee 
appointed  to  consider  the  petition  of  Robert 
Campbell,  by  his  agent  William  Lytle,  that  tha 
committee  can  find  no  evidence  which  will  entitle 
the  said  Campbell  to  a  grant  for  the  lands  therein 
referred  to,  upon- the  conditions  stated  in  his  said 
petition,  the  warrant  specified  in  the  Surveyor's 
additional  certificate  not  corresponding  with  the 
certificate  of  survey ;  and  therefore  report  that  the 
said  Robert  Campbell  have  leave  to  withdraw  his 
said  petition. 

And  the  report  was  adopted. 

Mr.  Goodhue  presented  the  address  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  town  of  Lynn,  in  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts,  expressive  of  their  ap- 
probation of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States,  particularly  in  respect  to  the  ne- 
gotiation with  the  French  Republic;  and  pledg- 
ing themselves  to  support  the  energetic  measures 
of  our  magistrates,  in  the  defence  of  the  liberties 
of  their  country;  and  the  address  was  read. 

Mr.  Lloyd  presented  the  address  of  five  hun- 
dred citizens  or  Kent  county,  in  the  State  of  Mary- 
land ;  also,  the  address  of  two  hundred  and  fifty 
inhabitants  of  the  said  county,  approbating  the 
measures  of  Government,  and  pledging  their  sub- 
port;  and  the  addresses  were  severally  read. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  supplementary 
to.  and  to  amend  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  es- 
tablish an  uniform  rule  of  naturalization,  and  to 
repeal  the  act  heretofore  passed  on  that  subject " 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs. 
Bingham,  Stockton,  and  Tazewell,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Brown,  from  the  committee  appointed  the 
3d  instant,  on  the  petition  of  Joseph  Jamison  and 
others,  of  Sciota  river,  and  to  whom  was  also  re- 
ferred the  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "  An  act 
Sroviding  for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
itates  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river 
Ohio,"  reported  the  bill  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "An  act  providing  compensation 
for  the  marshals,  clerks,  attorneys,  jurors,  and 
witnesses,  in  the  Courts  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  repeal  certain  parts  of  the  acts  therein  men- 
tioned, and  for  other  purposes;"  and  the  bill  en- 
titled "  An  act  allowing  an  additional  compensa- 
tion to  the  Accountant  of  the  War  Department, 
for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-eight." 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  order- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill  more  effectually  to  protect  the  com- 
merce and  coasts  of  the  United  States,  was  read 
the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Martin,  to  expunge  the 
preamble,  which  is  as  follows: 
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"  Whereas  armed  vessels  belonging  to  the  Republic 
of  France  and  citizens  thlreof,  have  committed  depre- 
dations on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  and 
have  recently  captured  the  vessels  and  property  of  citi- 
zens thereof,  on  and  near  the  coasts,  in  violation  of  the 
law  of  nations  and  treaties  between  the  United  States 
and  the  French  nation :" 

It  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  7,  nays  16,  as 
follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Hunter,  Mar- 
shall, Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs,  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Clay- 
ton, Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Livermore, 
Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Read,  8tockton,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  "  that  the  bill 
be  postponed  until  we  have  certain  accounts  of 
the  total  failure  of  negotiation  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  the  French  Republic ;"  it  passed 
in  the  negative — yeas  7,  nays  16,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
shall, Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Binghanf,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Lloyd, 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  to  agree  to  the  final  passage  of  the 
bill,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
16,  nays  7,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Livermore, 
Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
shall, Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act 
more  effectually  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
coasts  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Lloyd  presented  the  address  of  a  respecta- 
ble meeting  of  the  citizens  of  Queen  Ann's  coun- 
ty, in  the  State  of  Maryland,  expressive  of  their 
entire  approbation  of  the  measures  of  the  Su- 
preme Executive,  and  pledging  their  lives  and 
fortunes  tp  defend  their  country  and  its  Govern- 
ment; and  the  address  was  read. 

The  report  made  yesterday  from  the  committee 
to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  to  alter  and  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  es- 
tablish the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States," 
was  read. 

Ordered^  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Thursday,  May  24. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  yesterday  by  the  committee  to 
whom  was  referred  the  bill  to  alter  and  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  es- 
tablish the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States," 
and  having  agreed  to  the  report,  the  bill  was 
amended  accordingly,  and  the  further  considera- 
tion thereof  postponed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 


compensation  for  the  marshals,  clerks,  attorneys, 
jurors,  and  witnesses,  in  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  repeal  certain  parts  of  the  acts  there- 
in mentioned,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Mason, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy,  td  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  allowing 
an  additional  compensation  to  the  Accountant  of 
the  War  Department,  for  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,"  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  North,  Tra- 
cy, and  Hunter,  to  consider  and  report  thereon 
to  the  Senate. 

^ho  spnatfl  roanmej  thq  g^^ni*  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens ;  and,  after  debate,  the  iur- 
ther  consideration  thereof  was  postponed. 


Friday,  May  25. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  to  alter  &nd  extend  the  provisions  of  the  .act, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts 
of  the  United  States." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  it  was  agreed 
to  reconsider  the  sixth  section  reported  by  the 
committee ;  and,  on  the  question  to  agree  thereto, 
in  the  following  words : 

"  8ec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  first 
section  of  the  act,  entitled  *  An  act  in  addition  to  the 
act,  entitled  *  An  act  to  establish  the  judicial  courts  of 
the  United  States/  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  re- 
pealed :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  5, 
nays  19,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Mason,  North, 
and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house, Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  to  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the  act, 
entitled  '  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial  Courts 
of  the  United  States." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  more 
effectual  collection  of  certain  internal  revenues 
of  the  United  States^  in  which  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  order- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  7th  section  of  the 
bill,  amended  as  follows : 

"  Sec  7.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  every 
master  or  commander  of  any  ship  or  vessel  which  shall 
come  into  any  port  of  the  United  8tates,  shall  immedi- 
ately, on  his  arrival,  make  report  in  writing  to  the  col- 
lector or  other  chief  officer  of  the  customs  in  such  port 
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of  all  aliens,  if  any,  on  board  his  vessel,  specifying  their 
names,  age,  place  of  nativity,  the  country  from  which 
they  shall  have  come,  the  nation  to  which  they  belong 
and  owe  allegiance,  their  occupation,  and  a  description 
of  their  persons,  as  far  as  he  shall  be  informed  thereof. 
And,  on  failure,  every  such  master  or  commander  shall 

forfeit  and  pay dollars ;  for  the  payment  whereof, 

in  default  of  the  master  or  commander,  such  vessel  shall 
also  be  holden,  and  may  by  such  collector,  or  other  offi- 
cer of  the  customs,  be  detained.  And  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  such  collector,  or  other  officer  of  the  customs,  to 
transmit  forthwith  to  the  officer  of  the  Department  of 
State,  true  copies  of  all  such  returns." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  22, 
nays  1,  as  follows : 

Teas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhouse, 
Hunter,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason, 
North,  Paine,  Reed,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and 
Tracy. 

Nat — Mr.  Livermore. 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
be  postponed. 


Monday,  May  28. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
i  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  relief  of 
persons  imprisoned  for  debts  due  to  the  United 
States;"  and  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  supplemen- 
tary to  an  act.  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of 
persons  imprisoned  for  debt ;"  in  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  providing 
for  the  more  effectual  collection  of  certain  inter- 
nal revenues  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Hillhouse, 
Stockton,  and  Tazewell,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Lloyd  presented  the  resolutions  and  ad- 
dress of  a  respectable  number  of  the  citizens  of 
the  lower  end  of  Frederick  county,  in  the  State 
of  Maryland,  signed  Andrew  Scriver,  chairman; 
also,  the  resolutions  of  a  large  number  of  citizens, 
assembled  in  the  court-house  in  Somerset  county, 
in  the  said  State,  signed  John  Doane,  chairman, 
approving  the  conduct  of  the  supreme  Executive 
of  the  United  States,  particularly  in  regard  to  his 
measures  respecting  an  accommodation  of  the 
subsisting  difference  with  the  French  Republic ; 
and  pledging  their  lives  and  fortunes  in  the  de- 
fence of  tbeir  country,  and  in  the  support  of  its 
Government;  and  the  resolutions  and  address 
were  read. 

The  SppfitP  rftSympd  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  to  amend  the 
8th  section,  to  be  read  as  follows: 

M8ic.  8.  And  btit  further  enacted.  That  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  8tttes,  whenever 
he  may  deem  it  necessary  for  the  public  safety,  to  have 


removed  out  of  the  territory  thereof  any  alien  who  may 
or  shall  be  imprisoned,  under  this  act,  for  speaking, 
writing,  or  printing,  contrary  to  the  provisions  thereof, 

any  thing  herein  to  the  contrary  notwithssanding :" 

■ 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  8, 
nays  14,  as, follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Marshall,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Mar- 
tin, North,  Paine,  Read,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Livermore,  to  expunge  the 
8th  section  of  tne  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  10,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell.  ' 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman.  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine, 
Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  to  expunge  the  9th 
section,  which  is  as  follows: 

"  Sec  9.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  send  or 
remove,  out  of  the  territory  thereof,  all  such  aliens  as 
he  shall  judge  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  safety  of  the 
United  States,  or  shall  have  reasonable  grounds  to  sus- 
pect are  concerned  in  any  treasonable  or  secret  machi- 
nations against  the  Government  thereof;  such  alien 
having  obtained  a  permit,  agreeably  to  the  provisions 
of  this  act,  notwithstanding :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
nays  13,  as  follows: 

Yzas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine, 
Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Marshall,  to  amend  the 
bill,  by  adding  to  the  end  of  the  9th  section  as  fol- 
lows, to  wit : 

"  And  whenever  the  President  of  the  United  States 
shall  cause  any  alien  to  be  removed  out  of  the  United 
States,  the  facts  on  which  the  order  of  removal  are 
founded,  together  with  the  order  itself,  and  specifying 
the  manner  and  time  of  removal,  with  the  place  where 
the  party  shall  be  left,  shall  be  entered  in  a  well-bound 
book,  to  be  kept  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  State,  for  the  inspection  of  Congress ; 
and  such  order  shall  be  executed  by  such  persons  as 
shall  be  named  therein :" 

It  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  13,  as 
follows: 

Yzas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Hun- 
ter, Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine, 
Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 


Tuesday,  May  29. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
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for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debts  due 
to  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time* 
and  referred  to  Messrs.  Laurance,  Livermore, 
and  Chipman,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  supple- 
mentary to  an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  for  the  relief 
of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,"  was  read  the  se- 
cond time,  and  referred  to  the  last-mentioned 
committee,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "an  act  ma- 
king appropriations  for  the  Military  Establish- 
ment for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-eignt,  and  for  other  purposes',"  reported 
the  bill  with  amendments;  which  were  read. 

Resolved,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumecLlhe  second  reading  of  the 
bill  Concerning  aliens. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Laurance,  to 
amend  the  11th  section  of  the  bill,  by  adding  as 
follows : 

"  And  provided,  also,  That  nothing  in  this  act  con- 
tained shall  be  construed  to  affect  any  person,  being  an 
alien,  who  came  within  the  United  States  for  the  pur- 
pose of  becoming  a  citizen  thereof,  and  who  has  made 
the  declaration)  and  renounced  his  allegiance  and  fideli- 
ty, in  the  manner,  and  according  to  the  provisions  in 
an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  establish  a  uniform  rule  of 
naturalization,  and  to  repeal  the  act  heretofore  passed 
on  that  subject ;'  or  may  make  the  same,  and  renounce 
his  allegiance  and  fidelity,  according  to  the  provision 
contained  in  the  said  act,  within days  after  pass- 
ing of  this  act" 

Whereupon,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Stock- 
to*,  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  striking  out 
therefrom  the  words  following:  # 

"  Or  may  make  the  same,  and  renounce  his  allegiance 
and  fidelity,  according  to  the  provision  contained  in 
the  said  act,  within  — ■ —  days  after  passing  of  this 
act" 

And  the  motion  to  amend  the  amendment 
passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  14,  hays  10,  as 
follows : 

Ysas — Messrs,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  North, 
Paine,  Read\  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Laurance,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  Tattnall, 
and  Tazewell. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment,  as 
amended,  it  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20, 
nays  4,  as  follows : 

Yxas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Hillhouse,  Hunter, 
Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Ma- 
son, North,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Goodhue,  Lloyd,*  Paine,  and  Read* 

And  several  other  amendments  being  agreed  to, 
Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  be  postponed. 


Wednesday,  May  30. 

The  Vice  President  communicated  a  letter 
signed  Samuel  Meredith,  with  his  account  of  re- 
ceipts and  expenditures  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment for  the  quarter  ending  the  31st  of  March 
last ;  and  the  letter  was  read. 

Resolved;  That  the  letter  and  accouut  lie  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  Chipman  presented  the  address  of  the  maj- 
or, aldermen,  common  council,  and  freemen,  of 
the  city  of  Vergennes,  in  the  county  of  Addison, 
and  State  of  Vermont,  signed  by  Roswel  Hopkins, 
mayor,  and  by  the  aldermen,  common  council, 
and  a  great  number  of  freemen  of  the  said  city, 
declaring  "  their  unequivocal  approbation  sad 
applause  of  the  conduct  of  the  supreme  Executi™ 
of  the  United  States ;  particularly  in  respect  to 
the  measures  for  accommodating  the  subsisting 
differences  with  the  French  Republic ;  their  con- 
fidence in  the  united  councils  ot  our  country,  and, 
under  the  guidance  of  the  Supreme  Disposer  of 
events,  pledging  their  lives  and  fortunes  to  the  last 
mite,  to  defend  it  against  any  nation  on  earth. 
which,  with  sacrilegious  finger,  shall  dare  touch 
the  holy  ark  of  our  national  rights;"  and  the  ad- 
dress was  read. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Laurance,  to  subjoin  the 
following  to  the  end  of  the  11th  section : 

"  And  provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained 
shall  be  construed  to  contravene  any  provision  of  anj 
treaty  subsisting  between  the  United  States  and  anj 
foreign  nation ;" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  L2, 
nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworth, 
Brown,  Hunter,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Mar- 
tin, Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats— Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Readt 
8tockton,  and  Tracy. 

The  Vice  President  determined  the  question 
in  the  affirmative. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  eleventh  section  as 
amended — 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Livermore,  and 
it  was  agreed  to  divide  the  section  as  follows: 

"  Sec.  11.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  in  cut 
any  person  ordered  or  adjudged  to  be  transported,  ahifl 
be  found  at  large  within  the  United  States,  after  mo* 
tence  of  transportation  pronounced,  such  alien  shall  be 
imprisoned  and  kept  to  hard  labor  for  and  during 
life;" 

And,  on  the  question  to  agree  to  this  dirisioo, 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  6,  as  follows : 

Yeas— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Porter, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd, 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Livermore,  Mtf* 
shall,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

And,  after  agreeing  to  other  amendments, 
Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 

bill  be  postponed. 
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Thursday,  May  31. 

Mr.  Ladrance,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
providing  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for 
debts  due  to  the  United  States,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment. 

Mr.  L.,  from  the  same  committee,  to  whom  was 
also  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act 
supplementary  to  an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,"  reported 
amendments ;  which  were  read. 

Mr.  Hillbou8e,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  k(An  act 
providing  for  the  more  effectual  collection  of  cer- 
tain internal  revenues  of  the  United  States," 
reported  amendments,  which  were  considered  and 
agreed  to ;  and, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens.        ?- 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Bingham,  to  re- 
store the  words  yesterday  agreed  Jo  be  struck  out 
from  the  eleventh  section,  to  wit :  "  nor  to  any 
alien  merchant  conforming  to  such  regulations 
as  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall  pre- 
*ribe ;"  and, 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Livermore,  it  was  agreed 
to  divide  the  question  as  follows:  "nor  to  any 
alien  merchant;"  and  this  division  passed  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  14,  nays  10,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  Foster, 
Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,*  Marshall,  Mar- 
tin, Mason,  Read,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

NiTfl^-Mewrs.  Bloodworth,  Ghipman,  Clayton,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

And  on  motion  to  agree  to  the  other  division  of 
the  question,  to  wit :  "  conforming  to  such  regu- 
lations as  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall 
prescribe,"  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  10,  nays  14,  as  follows : 

Yn§— Messrs.  Bingham,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
home,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  Read,  8tockton,  and 
Tncy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Chip- 
Bao»  Clayton,  Hunter,  Livermore,  Marshall,  Martin, 
Kara,  North,  Pajne.  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

On  motion  to  reconsider  the  first  division  of  the 
question  last  agreed  to,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Friday,  June  1. 
Mr.  North  presented  the  resolutions  and  ad- 
dress of  a  numerous  meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of 
ri*  city  of  Schenectady,  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  signed  John  Sanders,  chairman,  declara- 
tive of  their  warm  and  unequivocal  approbation  of 
the  measures  adopted  by  the  Government  to  main- 
tain a  state  of  neutrality  with  the  belligerent  Pow- 
ers of  Europe;  and  pledging  their  lives  and  for- 
tunes to  support  the  laws  and  the  liberties  of  their 
country ;  and  the  address  was  read. 


The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for 
the  more  effectual  collection  of  certain  internal 
revenues  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Ordered.  That  it  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  brought  in  the  report;  together  with 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the 
time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  u  An  act  for  establishing;  and  organ- 
izing a  battalion  of  infantry,  to  be  called  the  Ma- 
rine Corps ;"  and  a  bill  entitled  "An  act  to  sus- 
pend the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependencies 
thereof;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  were  read  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading;  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the 
relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debts  due  to  the 
United  States." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  sup- 
plementary to  an  act  entitled  '  An  act  for  the  re- 
lief of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt ;"  which  being 
adopted,  the  bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading, 
as  amended.  % 

.  The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  concerning  aliens.' 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  brought  in  the  bill,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate,  and  that  Mr.  Bing- 
ham be  of  the  committee,  in  place  of  Mr.  Sedg- 
wick, absent  on  account  of  the  ill  state  of  his 
health. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  peti- 
tion of  Joseph  Jamison,  of  Scioto  river,  and  others, 
and  to  whom  was  also  referred  the  bill  to  amend 
an  act  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the  sale  of 
the  lands  of  the  United  States  in  the  territory 
northwest  of  the  river  Ohio  and  above  the  mouth 
of  Kentucky  river ;  and,  after  debate, 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 


Monday,  June  4. 

Mr.  Lloyd  presented  the  address  of  a  respecta- 
ble meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Montgomery 
county,  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  signed  Jere- 
miah Crabb.  chairman ;  also,  the  resolutions  of  a 
number  of  respectable  inhabitants  of  the  county 
of  Washington,  in  the  said  State,  declaring  their 
approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  of 
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the  United  States,  and.  in  confidence  on  that  be- 
neficent Providence  wnose  interpositions  in  our 
favor  have  often  been  displayed,  pledging  their 
lives  and  fortunes  in  the  defence  of  the  Constitu- 
tion and  Government  of  their  country ;  and  the 
address  and  resolutions  were  read. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debts  due 
to  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  supple- 
mentary to  an  act  entitled  '  An  act  for  the  relief 
of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,"  was  read  the 
third  time'. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
respecting  Loan  Office  and  final  settlement  certifi- 
cates, indents  of  interest,  and  the  unfunded  or 
registered  debt,  credited  in  the  books  of  the  Treas- 
ury." reported  amendments,  which  were  read, 
adopted,  and  the  bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  suspend 
the  commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof," 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Mr.  Goodhue 
and  others,  to  whom  was  referred,  on  the  29th  of 
November  last,  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech 
on  measures  for  tbe  security  and  protection  of 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  X*  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  ;'  An  act  for  estab- 
lishing and  organizing  a  battalion  of  infantry,  to 
be  called  the  Marine  Corps,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy,  North,  and 
Lloyd,  to  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  respecting  aliens,  reported 
the  bill  with  an  amendment;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Martin, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  will  attend  the  fu- 
neral of  Colonel  Nathan  Bryan,  late  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States,  at  nine  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 


Tuesday,  June  5. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .* 

I  now  transmit  to  both  Houses  the  communications 
from  our  Envoys  at  Paris,  received  since  the  last,  which 
have  been  presented  by  me  to  Congress. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Ukitsd  Statxs,  June  5,  1798. 

The  Message  and  communications  were  read. 


Ordered,  That  five  hundred  copies  thereof  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Laurance  notified  the  Senate  that  he 
should,  to-morrow,  move  for  leave  to  bring  to  a 
bill  to  punish  frauds  committed  on  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill. 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "  An  act  making  appropriations 
for  the  Military  Establishment  for  the  year  ooe 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  for 
other  purposes." 

On  motion  to  agree  to  amend  the  first  amend- 
ment reported  to  the  bill,  to  be  read  as  follows: 
u  The  sum  of  ■■  (including  the  sum  of  two 

hundred  thousand  dollars  already  appropriated  on 
account,)  be,  and  hereby  is,  appropriated f  and  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays 
2,  as  follows : 

Yin — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Chipnun, 
Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhonse,  Hunter,  Latimer, 
Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  North, 
Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Mason  and  TaaewelL 

And,  having  agreed  to  further  amendments  re- 
ported by  the  committee. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurtence,  entitled  u  An  act 
to  suspend  the  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependen- 
cies thereof,"  reported  the  bill  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting 
Loan  Office  and  final  settlement  certificates,  in- 
dents of  interest,  and  the  unfunded  or  registered 
debt  credited  in  the  books  of  the  Treasury,"  was 
read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pas*  with  an  amend- 
ment. 


Wednesday,  June  6. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making 
appropriations  for  the  Military  Establishment  for 
the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third 
time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the  Speech 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  which  re- 
spects measures  for  the  security  and  protection  oi 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  reported  t 
bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  accept  of  any  armed  vessel,  offered  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States ;  which  bill  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "An  act  to  suspend  the  com- 
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nercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
tnd  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof;"  which 
•eport  being  disagreed  to,  and  an  amendment,  on 
notion,  being  adopted, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
Jig,  as  amended. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
concerning  aliens;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 


Thursday,  June  7. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  accept  of  any  armed  vessels,  offered 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  was  read  the 
second  time. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed,  that  the  consideration 
thereof  be  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  have  passed 
i  bill  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Vaughan,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tires  for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  sus- 
pend the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependencies 
thereof,"  was  read  the  third  time ;  and,  being  fur- 
ther amended, 

On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  4,  as  fol- 
lows : 

Yug — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Bloodworm, 
Chipnfan,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Lati- 
mer, Liurance,  Livennore,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read, 
Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Marshall,  Mason,  and  Taze- 

So  it  was  Besotted,  That  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  Laubance.  agreeably  to  notice  on  the  5th 
instant,  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  punish 
frauds  committed  on  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States;  which  was  read  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
^e  bill  concerning  aliens;  and  the  report  being 
amended,  was  agfeeuVlo ;  and  the  bill  was  amended 
accordingly. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tazewell,  further  to  amend 
the  bill,  by  adding  the  following  words  to  the  end 

of  the  third  section,  reported  by  the  committee,  to 

wit: 

"  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained,  shall 
be  conttrued  to  contravene  any  provision  of  any  treaty 
mbauting  between  the  United  States  and  any  foreign 

nation :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays 
16, as  follows: 

Yias— Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Mason,  Tattnall, 
ttdTaxewell. 


Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Hunter,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Livennore, 
Marshall,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Hillhouse,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "An 
act  providing  for  the  more  effectual  collection  of 
certain  internal  revenues  of  the  United  States," 
reported  the  bill  further  amended ;  and  the  report 
was  adopted. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Hillhouse,  from  the  committee,  to  whom 
was  also  recommitted  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An 
act  to  alter  the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  reported  the  bill  without  fur- 
ther amendment. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Mason, 

"  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whether, 
and  when,  it  may  be  proper  to  close  the  present  session 
of  Congress;  and  also  into  the  propriety  of  altering  the 
time  for  the  next  annual  meeting  of  Congress." 

And  it  was  agreed  that  this  motion  lie  for  con- 
sideration. 


Friday,  June  8. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  motion 
made  yesterday,  relative  to  closing  the  present 
session  of  Congress ;  which,  being  amended,  was 
agreed  to,  as  follows : 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Tracy,  Laurancb, 
Goodhue,  Stockton,  and  Paine,  be  a  committee 
to  inquire  what  business,  of  a  public  nature,  may 
require  the  attention  of  Congress,  before  its  ad- 
journment, and  when  it  may  be  jproper  to  close 
the  present  session  of  Congress ;  and  also  into  the 
propriety  of  altering  the  time  for  the  next  annual 
meeting  of  Congress,  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  regulate  and  nx  the 
compensations  of  the  officers  employed  in  collect- 
ing the  internal  revenues  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  insure  more  effectually  the  settlement  of 
their  accounts,"  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Senate.  They  agree  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act 
making  appropriations  for  the  Military  Establish- 
ment, for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety-eight,  and  for  other  purposes;" 
with  an  amendment  to  the  eighth  amendment,  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  motion  to  amend  the  Rules  for  con- 
ducting business  in  the  Senate,  reported  an  addi- 
tion to  the  19th  rule ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
supplementary  to,  and  to  amend  the  act,  entitled 
'  An  act  to  establish  an  uniform  rule  of  naturali- 
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zation,  and  to  repeal  the  act  heretofore  passed  on 
that  subject,"  reported  the  bill  amended ;  which 
amendment  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  the 
eighth  amendment  of  the  Senate,  to  the  bill,  enti- 
tled (l  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment,  for  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  for  other 
purposes." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  said  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment. 

Tkj  'ii'H  i  mi  i  ■■■inji,  —  iiI'iiiih  nra?  ^fflfl  thr  thlH 
time;  and, 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  the  second  clause  of 
the  first  section  reported  by  the  committee  was 
amended,  to  be  read  as  follows : 

"  Which  order  shall  be  served  on  such  alien,  by  de- 
livering him  a  copy  thereof;  or  leaving  the  same  at  his 
usual  abode." 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Marshall,  to  amend  the 
second  clause,  in  the  first  section  of  the  bill  as  re- 
ported by  the  committee,  to  be  read,  as  follows : 

"  Which  order  shall  also  express  the  cause  of  remo- 
val:" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative— yeas  6, 
nays  17,  as  follows  : 

Tsui — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Marshall, 
Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Clay- 
ton, Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
Livermore,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  Tatt- 
nall, and  Tracy. 

On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  the  question  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  7,  as 
follows : 

Yeas — Messrs,  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore, 
Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,   and 

Tracy. 

Nats— Messrs,  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
shall, Mason,  Tattnall,  and  TazeweU. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  " Aft, 
act  concerning  aT 


» 


_       ningflj 

te  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  John  Vaughan,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  ordered,  that  it  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Bingham,  Tracy,  and  Paine,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  sent  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 

The  bill  to  punish  frauds  committed  on  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Laurance,  Stock- 
ton, and  Tazewell,  to  consider  and  report  there- 
on to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  accept  of  any  armed  vessel  offered  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 


appointed  the  29th  of  November  last  on  that  part 
of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  respects  measures  for  the  security 
and  protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  North,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
allowing  an  additional  compensation  to  the  Ac- 
countant of  the  War  Department,  for  the  year  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,''  report- 
ed the  bill  without  amendment;  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered)  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed, 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter 
the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other 
purposes ;"  was  resumed. 

Resolved)  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 


Monday,  June  11. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  regu- 
late and  fix  the  compensations  of  the  officers  em- 
ployed in  collecting  the  internal  revenues  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  insure  more  effectually  the 
settlement  of  their  accounts,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy.  Livermore, 
and  Stockton,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  sup- 
plementary to  and  to  amend  the  act,  entitled '  An 
act  to  establish  an  uniform  rule  of  naturalization, 
and  to  repeal  the  act  heretofore  passed  on  that 
subject ;"  and  the  report  being  agreed  to,  the  bill 
was  amended  accordingly. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing, as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  agreed 
to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  enti- 
tled "An  act  to  suspend  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  France, 
and  the  dependencies  thereof,"  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate.  They  have  appointed  a  committee 
to  inquire  whether,  and  when,  it  may  be  proper 
to  close  the  present  session  of  Congress;  and, 
also,  into  the  propriety  of  altering  the  time  for  the 
next  annual  meeting  of  Congress ;  and  have  in- 
structed them  to  confer  thereon  with  a  committee 
which  they  desire  may  be  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate  for  the  purpose. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  appointing 
a  committee  to  consider  and  confer  on  the  proper 
time  at  which  the  present  session  may  be  closed. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  conference 
desired  by  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
first  resolution,  and  that  Messrs.  Tracy,  Lau- 
rance,   Goodhub,  Stockton,  and  Paine,  the 
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committee  of  the  Senate,  who  were  appointed  on 
the  8th  instant,  for  the  purpose  of  a  like  inquiry, 
be  managers  of  the  said  conference  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  to  amend  an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  provid- 
ing for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United  States 
id  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  and 
above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river ;"  and  the  re- 
port being  disagreed  to, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  mo- 
tion to  amend  the  rules  for  conducting  business 
in  the  Senate. 

Resolved,  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

Tuesday,  June  12. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  accept  of  any  armed  vessel 
offered  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  reported 
an  amendment,  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  allowing  an  addi- 
tional compensation  to  the  Accountant  of  the  War 
Department,  for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety-eight."    And, 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  '*  An  act  supple- 
mentary to  and  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An 
act  to  establish  an  uniform  rule  of  naturalization, 
and  to  repeal  the  act  heretofore  passed  on  that 
subject,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  reduce  the 
term  of  residence  necessary  to  qualify  an  alien  to 
become  a  citizen,  by  striking  out  u  fourteen  years" 
and  inserting  in  the  place  thereof  "  seven  years," 
it  was  agreed  that  the  motion  should  be  divided, 
and  that  the  question  should  be  taken  on  striking 
out;  and  this  part  of  the  motion  was  determined 
io  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  11,  as  follows: 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Fos- 
ter, Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Tattnall,  and 
Tazewell 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Ghipman,  Goodhue,  Hill* 
home,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Livermore,  Paine,  Read, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  strike  out 
these  words,  section  1st,  line  3d :  "  the  United 
8tates  or  of  any  State,"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof, 
"any  one  of  the  United  States ;"  it  was  agreed  that 
the  motion  should  be  divided,  and  that  the  ques- 
tion should  be  taken  on  striking  out  j  and  this  part 
of  the  motion  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
feas  8,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
•haU,  Mason,  North,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 
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Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Martin, 
Paine,  Read,  8tockton,  and  Tracy. 

And  the  bill  being  further  amended,  the  ques- 
tion on  the  inal  passage  thereof  was  determined 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  13,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Ybjls — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhonse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Martin, 
Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Mar- 
shall, Mason,  North,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 

Mr.  Laurance,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  to  punish  frauds  committed 
oo  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  reported  the 
bill  with  amendments;  which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

A  motion  was  made,  by  Mr.  Hillhoube,  "  that 
a  committee  be  appointed  to  consider  whether 
any  and  what  addition  ought  to  be  made  to  the 
compensation  allowed  by  law  to  the  officers  of 
Government,  whose  official  duties  require  them  to 
reside  at  the  seat  of  Government;"  and  the  motion 
was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  :'  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
States  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river 
Ohio,  and  above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river," 
was  considered,  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Fobtbr, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  further  consideration 
thereof  be  postponed  until  Monday  next. 

'  WEONBsnAV,  June  13. 

Mr.  Mason,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  en  titled  •"  An  act  provi- 
ding compensation  for  the  marshals,  clerks,  attor- 
neys, jurors,  and  witnesses,  in  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  repeal  certain  parts  of  the 
acts  therein  mentioned,  and  for  other  purposes," 
reported  the  bill  with  amendments. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
accept  of  any  armed  vessels  offered  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Anderson,  to  add  at  the 
end  of  the  second  section  reported  by  the  com- 
mitter 


"And  provided,  also,  That  no  vessel  offered  on  loan, 
shall  bo  accepted  at  a  higher  rate  of  interest  (where 
interest  shall  be  demanded)  than  six  per  cent  per  an- 
num upon  the  principal,  which  shall  be  reimbursed  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States;" 

It  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  12,  as 
follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Howard,  Lang- 
don,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Paine,  and 
Tattnall. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Ghipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd, 
Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 
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On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  to  add  to  tbe  end 
of  tbe  second  section, #t  nor  of  greater  force  than 

guns  to  each ;"  it  passed  in  the  negative — 

yeas  8,  nays  15,  as  follows : ' 

Yias — Messrs  .Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Lang- 
don,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tattnall. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more,  Lloyd,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  section 
of  the  bill  reported  by  the  committee,  amended  as 
follows : 

"  Sac.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  President,  and  he  is  hereby  authorized, 
to  receive,  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  any  vessel, 
armed  or  suitable  to  be  armed,  that  may  hereafter  be 
built  within  the  United  States,  and  owned  by  any  citi- 
zen or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  which  may  be  of- 
fered to  him,  on  such  terms  as  he  may  deem  beneficial 
to  the  public  interest ;  which  vessels  shall  be  in  addi- 
tion to  those  heretofore  provided  by  any  law  of  the  Uni- 
ted States :  Provided,  That  the  vessels  to  be  received 
by  virtue  of  this  section  shall  not  exceed  twelve  in  num- 
ber, nor  be  of  leas  force  than  twenty  guns,  nine  pound- 
ers, each  vessel ;" 

It  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  7,  as 
follows : 

Ysas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more,  Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  8tockton, 
and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bloodworth,  Brown, 
Langdon,  Marshall,  Mason,  and  Tattnall. 

And  other  amendments,  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee, being  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  amended  ac- 
cordingly. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading 
as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill, 
entitled  u  An  act  to  provide  for  tbe  valuation  of 
lands  and  dwelling  houses,  and  the  enumeration 
of  slaves,  within  the  United  States;"  a  bill,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  to  amend  the  act  entitled  '  An  act 
providing  a  naval  armament ;' "  and  the  act  enti- 
tled "An  act  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  cause  to  be  purchased  or  built  a 
number  of  small  vessels,  to  be  equipped  as  gal- 
leys or  otherwise ;"  and  a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to 
authorize  the  defence  of  the  merchant  vessels  of 
the  United  States  against  French  depredations ;" 
in  which  bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 


Thursday,  June  14. 

The  bills  yesterday  brought  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  concurrence,  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  a  second  reading. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  to  accept  of  any  armed  vessels  offered 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  was  read  a  third 
time ;  and  the  question  on  the  final  passage  of  this 
bill  was  determined  in  the  affirmative— yeas  16, 
nays  7,  as  follows : 


Y»as— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good* 
hue,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more,  Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton. 
and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Langdon,  Mar- 
shall, Mason,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  fc  As 
act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  accept  and  receive  vessels  armed,  or  suitable  to 
be  armed,  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  io  ad- 
dition to  those  heretofore  provided." 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  measures  for  the  security  and  pro- 
tection of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  re- 
ported a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  more  effectually 
to  protect  the  commerce  and  coasts  of  the  United 
States ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second 
reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "  An  act  providing  compensa- 
tion for  the  marshals,  clerks,  attorneys,  jurors,  and 
witnesses,  in  the  courts,  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  repeal  certain  parts  of  the  acts  therein  men- 
tioned, and  for  other  purposes ;"  and,  after  debate, 

Resolved^  That  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether,  and  when,  it  may  be 
proper  to  close  the  present  session  of  Congress; 
and,  also,  into  the  propriety  of  altering  tbe  time 
for  the  next  annual  meeting  of  Congress,  made 
report ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered^  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 


Friday,  June  15. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend 
the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  providing  a  Naval  Ar- 
mament," and  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  author- 
ize the  President  of  the  United  States  to  cause  to 
be  purchased,  or  built,  a  number  of  small  vessels. 
to  be  equipped  as  galleys,  or  otherwise ;"  was 
read  the  second  time. 

Ordered)  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that 
part  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  which  relates  to  measures  for  tbe  security 
and  protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  to  consider  and  report  he  reon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  author- 
ize the  defence  of  the  merchant  vessels  of  the 
United  States  against  French  depredations,"  was 
read  the  second  time,  and  referred  to  tbe  last 
mentioned  committee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  pro 
vide  for  the  valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling- 
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houses,  and  the  enumeration  of  slaves  within  the 
United  States,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  Messrs.  Read,  Paine,  Stockton, 
Latimer,  and  Hillhoube,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  first,  and  concur  in  the  other  amendment  of 
the  Senate,  with  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  enti- 
tled "An  act  providing  for  the  more  effectual 
collection  of  certain  internal  revenues  of  the 
United  States ;"  they  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled 
(i  An  act  providing  arms  for  the  militia  through- 
out the  United  States;"  in  which  they  desire  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  in  addition  to  the  act  more  effectually 
to  protect  the  commerce  and  coasts  of  the  United 
States,  was  read  the  second  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill  last  brought  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Lloyd  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  allow  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  the  privilege  of  frank- 
ing letters. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
for  the  relief  of  John  Vaughan,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment. 

Resolved,  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

Monday,  June  18. 

Mr.  Langdon  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  town  of  Portsmouth,  in  the 
State  of  New  Hampshire,,  signed  by  Daniel 
Rindge  and  others,  stating  the  exposed  situa- 
tion of  their  port,  and  praying  that  measures  may 
be  taken  for  its  immediate  defence ;  and  the  peti- 
tion was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  he  referred  to  the  Secretary 
for  the  Department  of  War,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  supplementary  to,  and  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  authorizing  the 
President  of  the  States  to  raise  a  provisional 
army ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

I  now  transmit  to  Congress  the  despatch  No.  8, 
from  oar  Envoys  Extraordinary  to  the  French  Repub- 
lic, which  was  received  at  the  Secretary  of  State's 
office  on  Thursday,  the  fourteenth  day  of  this  month. 

JOHN  ADAM8. 

Uhitbd  States,  June  18,  1798. 

The  Message  and  despatch  were  read. 
Ordered,  That  five  hundred  copies  thereof  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


The  bill  Jast  brought  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  address  of  a  nume- 
rous meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  borough 
and  county  of  Bedford,  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, signed  Hugh  Barclay,  chairman;  and 

Mr.  Howard  presented  the  address  of  a  respect- 
able meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  upper  part 
of  Montgomery  county,  in  the  State  of  Maryland, 
signed  Aneas  Campbell,  chairman,  stating,  re- 
spectively, their  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Executive  and  Legislative  branches  of  Govern- 
ment, and  pledging  their  support ;  and  the  ad-* 
dresses  were  severally  read. 

The  bill,  in  addition  to  the  act  more  effectually 
to  protect  the  commerce  and  coasts  of  the  United 
States,  was  read  the  third  time. 

The  final  passage  of  the  bill,  as  amended,  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  15,  nays  3, 
as  follows : 

Teas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd, 
Marshall,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Langdon,  Tattnall,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  in  addition  to  the  act  more  effectually  to  pro- 
tect the  commerce  and  coasts  of  the  United 
States." 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  providing 
arms  for  the  militia  throughout  the  United 
States,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  referred 
to  Messrs.  North,  Chipman,  and  Howard,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  providing  a  Na- 
val Armament ;"  and  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  to  be  purchased,  or  built,  a  number  of  small 
vessels,  to  be  equipped  as  galleys,  or  otherwise;" 
reported  the  bill  without  amendment 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
to  authorize  the  defence  of  the  merchant  vessels 
of  the  United  States  against  French  depreda- 
tions," reported  the  bill  amended ;  and  the  amend- 
ments were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An 
act  providing  for  the  more  effectual  collection  of 
certain  internal  revenues  of  the  United  States." 

Resolved,  That  they  insist  on  their  first  amend- 
ment disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  disagree  to  the  other  amendments  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  the  amendments  of 
the  Senate,  ask  a  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses,  and  that  Messrs.  Hill- 
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rouse  and  Paine  be  managers  at  the  conference 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Conformably  to  notice  given  on  the  15th  instant, 
Mr.  Lloyd  had  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  allow  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  the  privilege  of  frank- 
ing letters;  which  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 


Tuesday,  June  19. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act 
lor  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  seamen,  reported 
the  bill  amended ;  and  the  amendments  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend 
the  act,  entitled  *  An  act  providing  a  Naval  Arma- 
ment ;"  and  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  authorize 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  cause  to  be 
purchased  or  built  a  number  of  small  vessels,  to 
be  equipped  as  galleys,  or  otherwise,91  was  read  the 
third  time;  and  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  2,  as 
follows : 

Teas — Messrs.  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Liv- 
ermore,  Lloyd,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Paine, 
Read,  Stockton,  Tattnall,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Blood  worth  and  Tazewell. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  uAn  act  supple- 
mentary to,  and  to  amend  the  act  entitled  M  An 
act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  raise  a  provisional  army,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading, 
as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  insist  on  their 
amendments  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  more 
effectual  collection  of  certain  internal  revenues  of 
the  United  States,"  and  agree  to  the  proposed  con- 
ference thereon,  and  have  appointed  managers  at 
the  same  on  their  part.  They  have  passed  a  u  Re- 
solution authorizing  the  printing  and  distributing, 
throughout  the  United  States,  a  certain  number  of 
copies  of  the  instructions  to,  and  despatches  from, 
the  Envoys  Extraordinary  and  Ministers  Plenipo- 
tentiary to  the  French  Republic ;"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  resolution  was  read. 

Resolved.  That  the  consideration  thereof  be 
postponed. 

The  amendments  reported  by  the  committee  to 
whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  concurrence,  entitled  "An 
act  to  authorize  the  defence  of  the  merchant  ves- 
sels of  the  United  States  against  French  depreda- 
tions," were  agreed  to ;  and  the  bill  was  amended 
accordingly. 

Resolved.  That  this  bHl  pass  to  a  third  reading 
as  amended. 


The  bill  to  extend  the  privilege  of  franking  let- 
ters and  packets  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was 
read  a  second  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Wednesday,  June  20. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  supple- 
mentary to,  and  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  'An 
act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  raise  a  provisional  army,"  was  read  a  third  time; 
and.  on  motion,  the  amendment  made  yesterday 
to  tne  bill  was  considered ;  and  the  final  passage 
of  the  bill  was  determined  in  the  affirmative- 
yeas  16,  nays  5,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livenaore,  Lloyd, 
Marshall,  Martin,  Norm,  Paine,  Read,  8tockton,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bloodworth,  Brown,  Langdon,  Ms- 
son,  and  Tattnall. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concuerence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  author- 
ize the  defence  of  the  merchant  vessels  of  the 
United  States  against  French  depredations,"  was 
read  a  third  time ;  and  the  final  passage  of  the  bill, 
as  amended,  was  determined  in  the  affirm  at  ire- 
yeas  16,  nays  3,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  LiTer- 
more,  Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  8tockton, 
and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  and  Mason. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass,  as  amended. 

The  bill  to  extend  the  privilege  of  franking  let- 
ters and  packets  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was 
read  a  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  engrossed; 
and  that  the  title  thereof  be,  ''  An  act  to  extend 
the  privilege  of  franki  ng  letters  and  packets  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
relief  of  sick  and  disabled  seamen;"  and, after 
debate. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John 
Vaughan. "  and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  recommitted,  and  that  the 
committee  be  instructed  to  report  a  state  of  facts. 

The  resolution,  yesterday  sent  from  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  concurrence,  providing  that 
the  instructions  to,  and  despatches  from,  the  En- 
voys to  the  French  Republic,  be  printed,  was  con- 
sidered; and 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  therein. 

Mr.  Bingham  presented  the  memorial  of  Thos. 
M'Kean  and  others,  praying  that  measures  mar 
be  taken  to  encourage  the  printing  of  the  Journals 
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of  Congress ;  and  the  memorial  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
concurrence,  entitled  ki  An  act  providing  compen- 
sation for  the  marshals,  clerks,  attorneys,  jurors, 
and  witnesses,'  in  the  Courts  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  repeal  certain  parts  of  the  acts  therein  men- 
tioned, and  for  other  purposes;"  and.  after  debate, 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 


Thursday,  June  21. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to  pro- 
ride  for  the  valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling- 
houses,  and  the  enumeration  of  slaves,  within  the 
United  States,"  reported  amendments,  which  were 
read;  and, 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ment reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred the  bill  to  punish  frauds  committed  on  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  report,  in  the 
words  following:  u  At  the  end  of  the  bill  add,  nor 

more  than years,  or  shall  be  imprisoned  not 

exceeding years,  and  fined  not  exceeding 

- —  dollars,'*  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive—yeas 19,  nays  1,  as  follows : 

Yus— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
LWermore,  Marshall,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Paine, 
Read,  8tockt0n,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

Nay — Mr.  Lloyd. 

On  motion,  that  this  bill  pass  to  the  third 
reading,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative- 
yeas  14,  nays  6,  as  follows : 

Yka« — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hoe,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd, 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Mar- 
tin, Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

PRESIDENT  OP  THE  UNITED  8 TATE 8  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .* 

While  I  congratulate  yon  on  the  arrival  of  General 
Marshall,  one  of  our  late  Envoys  Extraordinary  to  the 
French  Republic,  at  a  place  of  safety,  where  he  is 
juitij  held  in  honor,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  communi- 
cate to  you  a  letter  received  by  him  from  Mr.  Gerry, 
the  only  one  of  the  three  who  has  not  received  his 
wngi.  Thi8  letter,  together  with  another,  from  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  to  him,  of  the  third  of 
April,  and  his  answer  of  the  fourth,  will  show  the 
fitaation  in  which  he  remains;  his  intentions  and 
prospects. 

jl  presume  that,  before  this  time,  he  has  received 
faah  instructions,  (a  copy  of  which  accompanies  this 
°>**sage,)  to  consent  to  no  loans,  and,  therefore,  the 
negotiation  may  be  considered  at  an  end. 
I  will  never  send  another  Minister  to  Francs  without 


assurances  that  he  will  be  received,  respected,  and 
honored,  as  the  representative  of  a  great,  free!  power- 
ful, and  independent  nation. 

JOHN  ADAM& 
Ujuteb  States,  June  21,  1798. 

The  Message  and  documents  were  read. 

Resolved,  That  five  hundred  copies  thereof  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  expenses  incident  to  the  new  regiment  of 
artillerists  and  engineers,  during  the  year  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight;"  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
wnich  respects  the  security  and  protection  of  com- 
merce, reported  a  bill,  declaring  void  the  treaties 
between  the  United  States  and  the  French  Re- 
public ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second 
reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  tne  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  bill,  passed  in  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
concerning  aliens,"  with  amendments ;  in  which 
they  desire  concurrence. 

The  amendments  were  read,  and  ordered  Jo  lie 
for  consideration*-  .  - 


Friday,  June  22. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making  an 
appropriation  for  the  expenses  incident  to  the  new 
regiment  of  artillerists  and  engineers,  during  the 
year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,"  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
North,  and  Howard,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An  act  concern- 
ingaliens." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  in  the  amend- 
ments. 

The  bill  to  declare  the  treaties  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  France  void, 
and  of  no  effect,  was  read  the  second  time. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

The  bill  to  punish  frauds  committed  on  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  was  read  the  third  time, 
and,  being  amended,  the  question  on  the  final 
passage  of  the  bill  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  15,  nays  6,  as  follows : 

Yias— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd, 
Marshall,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Stockton*  and  Tracy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Livermore,  Mar- 
tin, Mason,  and  Tasewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it 
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be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  to  punish  frauds  committed  on  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States." 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "An  act  to 
Erovide  for  the  valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling- 
ouses.  and  the  enumeration  of  slaves,  within  the 
United  States ;"  which  were  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  be  recommitted  to  the 
committee  who  reported  the  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  an 
"Act  to  authorize  the  defence  of  the  merchant 
vessels  of  the  United  States  against  French  de- 

Sredations,"  with    amendments;  in  which  they 
esire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 


Saturday,  June  23. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  to  authorize  the  defence  of  the  merchant 
vessels  of  the  United  States  against  French  depre- 
dations." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  reso- 
lution authorizing  the  President  of  the  Senate 
and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to 
adjourn  their  respective  Houses  on  the  9th  day  of 
July  next:  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  to  declare  the  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  the  Republic  of  France  void  and  of  no 
effect. 

On  motion  to  agree  to  the  enacting  clause,  in 
the  words  lollowing : 

"  Sxc.  1.  Be  it  therefore  enacted,  by  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  united  States  of 
America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  Treaty  of 
Amity  and  Commerce,  and  the  Treaty  of  Alliance,  be- 
tween the  United  State*  and  the  French  Government, 
concluded  on  the  6th  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
•even  hundred  and  seventy-eight,  and  the  Consular 
Convention  between  the  same  parties,  concluded  on 
the  fourteenth  of  November,  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  eighty-eight,  under  existing  circumstances, 
ought  to  be,  and  are  hereby  declared,  void  and  of  no 
effect,  and  shall  no  longer  be  binding  on  the  Govern- 
ment and  citizens  of  the  United  States:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  3,  as  follows : 

Ybas— - Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
more,  Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  8edgwick, 
and  Tracy. 

.Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  and  Mason. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Martin,  that  the  further 
consideration  of  this  bill  be  postponed  to  the  next 
session  of  Congress,  it  passed  in  the  negative — 
yeas  5,  nays  13,  as  follows : 


Yeas— Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason, 
and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North, 
Paine,  Read,  8edgwick,  and  Tracy. 

On  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  the  third  reading, 
the  question  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  13,  nays  5,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North* 
Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason, 
and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  be  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  Lloyd  notified  the  Senate  that  he  should, 
on  Monday  next,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to* 
define  more  particularly  the  crime  of  treason,  and 
to  define  and  punish  the  crime  of  sedition. 


Monday,  June  25. 

The  bill  to  declare  the  treaties  between  the 
United  States  and  the  Republic  of  France  void 
and  of  no  effect,  was  read  the  third  time ;  and  the 
final  passage  ot  the  bill  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  14,  nays  5,  as  follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Laurance,  Livermore,  LloydV 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Martin,  Mason, 
and  Tazewell. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be,  "  An  act  to 
declare  the  treaties  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  void  and  of  no  effect." 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  making 
an  appropriation  for  the  expenses  incident  to  the 
new  regiment  of  artillerists  and  engineers  during 
the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,"  reported  the  bill  amended ;  which  was  read 
and  adopted. 

Resolved.  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  reading, 
as  amended. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
provide  for  the  valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling- 
houses,  and  the  enumeration  of  slaves,  within  the 
United  States  "  reported  that  the  bill  pass  without 
any  additional  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  enumera- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States ;"  and 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  supplementary  to  the  act 
entitled  '  An  act  to  provide  an  additional  arma- 
ment for  the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes ;"  in  which 
bills  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
They  have  passed  the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate  for 
concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  in  addition  to  the 
act  more  effectually  to  protect  the  commerce  and 
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coasts  of  the  United  States,"  with  amendments; 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bills  last  brought  up  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  concurrence  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  in  addition  to 
the  act  more  effectually  to  protect  the  commerce 
and  coasts  of  the  United  States,"  were  read. 

Resolved,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  commit- 
tee who  originally  brought  in  the  bill,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Read  presented  the  resolutions  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Georgetown,  in  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  declarative  of  their  confidence  in,  and 
approbation  of.  the  measures  of  Government,  and 
pledging  their  lives  and  fortunes  in  the  defence  of 
the  rights  of  their  country;  and  the  resolutions 
were  read. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  23d 
instant,  authorizing  an  adjournment  of  Congress. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  Tuesday  the  3d  of  July  next 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  mo- 
tion to  amend  the  rules  for  conducting  business  in 
the  Senate,  which  was  agreed  to.    Whereupon, 

Resolved)  That  the  following  be  added  to  the 
19th  rale: 

"  And  in  case  a  less  number  than  a  quorum  of  the 
8enate  shall  convene,  they  are  hereby  authorized  to 
send  the  8ergeant-at- Arms,  or  any  other  person  or  per- 
son*, by  them  authorized,  for  any  or  all  absent  mem- 
bers, as  the  majority  of  such  members  present  shall 
agree,  at  the  expense  of  such  absent  members  respec- 
twelj,  unless  such  excuse  for  non-attendance  shall  be 
made,  as  the  Senate,  when  a  quorum  is  convened,  shall 
judge  sufficient ;  and  in  that  case  the  expense  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  fond.  And  this  rule  shall 
apply  as  well  to  the  first  convention  of  Senate,  at  the 
legal  time  of  meeting,  as  to  each  day  of  the  session, 
after  the  hour  has  arrived  to  which  the  Senate  stood 
adjourned." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  all 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  to  alter  the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  except  to  the  last,  to 
which  they  disagree. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  recommitted 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  uAn  act  to  provide  for  the  valuation  of 
lands  and  dwelling-houses,  and  the  enumeration 
of  slaves,  within  the  United  States ;"  and,  after 
progress, 

Ordered^  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

Tuesday,  June  26. 

Agreeably  to  notice  yesterday,  Mr.  Lloyd  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  define,  more  particu- 
larly, the  crime  of  treason,  and  to  define  and  pun- 
ish the  crime  of  sedition. 


On  motion,  by  Mr.  Livermore,  to  refer  this 
motion  to  a  committee,  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative— yeas  4,  nays  17,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Massrs.  Bingham,  Langdon,  Livermore,  and 
Lloyd. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Mar- 
tin, Mason,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Taze- 
well, and  Tracy. 

On  the  question  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  bill,  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  14,  nays 
8,  as  follows : 

Ysas— Messrs.  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North* 
Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  Lang*- 
don,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  the  bill  was  brought  in,  and  read  the  first 
time. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  reading- 
of  the  bill,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  14,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yeas— Messrs.  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd,  North, 
Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  Lang- 
don, Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  to  the 
second  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed  a 
bill,  entitled  "  An  act  respecting  alien  enemies ;" 
and!  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  enable  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money  for  the  pub- 
lic service ;"  in  which  bills  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "An  act  making  an  appropriation  for  the 
expenses  incident  to  the  new  regiment  of  artille- 
rists and  engineers,  during  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety- eignt,"  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Resolved.  That  this  bill  pass  with  an  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  amendments  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  in 
addition  to  the  act  more  effectually  to  protect  the 
commerce  and  coasts  of  the  United  States,"  re- 
ported that  the  amendments  be  adopted. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur  in  the 
amendments  to  the  bill  last  mentioned. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "  An  act  supplementary  to  the  act  enti- 
tled 'An  act  to  provide  an  additional  armament 
for  the  further  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,'"  was  read 
the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  the  29th  of  November  last  on  that  part 
of  the  Speech  of  the  President  or  the  United 
States  respecting  measures  for  the  security  and 
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protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  North,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "An  act  providing  arms  for 
the  militia  throughout  the  United  States,"  re- 
ported the  bill  without  amendment. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the  enumeration 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States,"  was  read 
the  second  time,  and  referred  to  'Messrs.  Read, 
Laurance,  Paine,  Tract,  and  Bingham,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

On  request,  the  Vice  President  was  excused 
from  attendance  in  Senate  for  the  remainder  of 
the  session. 


Wednesday,  June  27. 

The  Vice  President  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  choice  of  a  President  pro  tem- 

fire,  as  the  Constitution  provides,  and  Theodore 
edgwick  was  duly  elected. 
The  bill  to  define  more  particularly  the  crime 
of  treason,  and  to  define  and  punish  the  crime  of 
sedition,  was  read  the  second  time. 
— -Qa  motion,  that  this  bill  be  committed,  it  passed 
in  the  affirmative — yeas  15,  nays  6,  as  follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lloyd, 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Langdon,  Lhrer- 
more,  Martin,  and  Mason. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Lloyd,  Tract,  Stockton,  Chipman,  and  Read, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  the  grant  and 
conveyance  of  a  certain  lot  of  ground  to  Eiie 
Williams;"  in  wbich  they  desire  the  concurrence 
of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  from  the  House  of 
Representatives  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the 
second  reading. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act 
supplementary  to  the  act  entitled  "'  An  act  to  pro- 
vide an  additional  armament  for  the  further  pro- 
tection of  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment ;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money 
for  the  public  service,"  was  read  the  second  time, 
and  referred  to  Messrs.  Stockton,  Tracy,  and 
Bingham,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled k;  An  act  respecting  alien 
enemies,"  was  read  the  seconTnimeT 

Ordered^  That  it  be  referred  to  Mr.  Lloyd. 
and  others,  the  committee  appointed  on  the  bill 


to  define  more  particularly  theNcrime  of  treason, 
and  to  define  and  punish  tne  crime  of  sedition,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to  provide  for 
the  valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling-houses,  and 
the  enumeration  of  slaves,  within  the  United 
States;"  and,  after  progress, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereot 
be  postponed. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 
Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

.  Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ■ 

I  have  received  a  letter  from  his  Excellency  Thomas 
Mifflin,  Governor  of  Pennsylvania,  enclosing  some 
documents,  which  I  judge  it  my  duty  to  lay  before 
Congress  without  loss  of  time. 

As  my  opinion  coincides  entirely  with  that  of  his 
Excellency  the  Governor,  I  recommend  the  subject  to 
the  consideration  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  whose 
authority  alone  appears  to  me  adequate  to  the  occasion. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

UiriTBD  Statsb,  June  27,  1798. 

The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  committed  to  Messrs. 
Bingham,  Stockton,  and  Read,  to  report  thereon 
by  bill  or  otherwise. 


Thursday,  June  28. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  author- 
izing the  grant  and  conveyance  of  a  certain  lot  oi 
ground  to  Elie  Williams,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Brown,  Paine,  and 
Tracy,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, entitled  "An  act  limiting  the  time 
within  which  claims  against  the  United  States 
for  credits  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury,  may  be 
presented  tor  allowance,"  reported  the  bill  with- 
out amendment. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  supple- 
mentary to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  provide 
an  additional  armament  for  the  further  protec- 
tion of  the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
amended. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  final  passage  of 
the  bill  as  amended,  it  was  determined  in  the  af- 
firmative— yeas  17,  nays  4,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Lmr- 
more,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Norm,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Langdon,  Mason,  and 
Tazewell. 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 
Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
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was  referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  27th  instant,  and  the  papers 
accompanying  the  same,  reported  a  hill  to  author- 
ize the  President  to  prevent  and  regulate  the  land- 
ing of  French  passengers  and  other  persons,  who 
may  arrive  within  the  ports  of  the  United  States, 
from  foreign  places ;  which  bill  was  read,  and,  by 
unsnimous  consent,  it  was  read  the  second  time. 
Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 


Friday,  June  29. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill, 
sent  from  the  House  of  -Representatives  for  con- 
currence, entitled  "  An  act  providing  arms  for  the 
militia  throughout  the  United  States ;"  and,  hav- 
ing adopted  the  report, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  prevent 
and  regulate  the  landing  of  French  passengers, 
and  other  persons,  who  may  arrive  within  the 
United  States  from  foreign  places,  was  read  the. 
third  time. 

On  motion,  to  amend  the  proviso  to  the  fourth 
section  to  read  as  follows : 

"Provided  That  nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  con- 
strued to  prohibit  the  migration  or  importation  of  such 
persons  ss  any  State  may  think  proper  by  law  to  admit, 
nor  to  rach  persons  whose  admission  may  be  prohibited 
by  the  respective  States :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  3,  nays 

17,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
aoose,  Howard,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Liver- 
awe,  Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick, 
8tockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  to  strike  out  these 

words  from  the  preamble: 

"The  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  United  States, 
b  relation  to  the  Republic  of  France,  and  the  citizens 
thereof;  require  that,  whilst  the  United  States  have  afford- 
ed hospitality  and  protection  to  Frenchmen  who  have 
•ought  an  asylam  in  this  country , they  should,  on  the  other 
hand,  guard  against  the  arrival  and  admission  of  such  evil 
disposed  persons  as,  by  their  machinations,  may  endan- 
ger the  internal  safety  and  tranquillity  of  the  country ;" 
in  order  to  insert  the  following  words :  "  It  is  repre- 
sented that,  on  the  evacuation  of  Port  au  Prince  by  the 
British  troops,  a  number  of  French  white  men  and  ne- 
Pw  were  put  on  board  of  vessels  bound  to  the  United 
States,  some  of  which  have  arrived,  and  others  may  be 
fhortly  expected,  and  it  is  deemed  dangerous  to  admit 
indiscriminately  such  persons  into  the  United  States :" 

It  was  agreed  to  divide  the  motion,  and  that  the 
words  should  be  struck  out ;  and,  on  the  question 
to  agree  to  the  substitute,  it  was  determined  in 
the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  10,  as  follows : 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Langdon,  Lau- 
f**»,  Livennore,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Read,  and 
Tazewell. 

Nats— .Messrs.  Foster,  Goodhue,  HUlhouse,  How- 
ard, Latimer,  Lloyd,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

So  the  amendment  was  lost. 


And  the  bill  being  further  amended,  by  striking 
out  the  remainder  of  the  preamble, 

Resolved,  That  the  consideration  of  this  bill  be 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Saturday,  June  30. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  prevent  or  regu- 
late the  landing  of  French  passengers,  and  other 
persons,  who  may  arrive  within  the  ports  of  the 
United  Slates  from  foreign  places. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Martin,  one  of  the  majority 
in  favor  of  the  exception  yesterday  agreed  to, 
namely,  "except  children  under  the  age  of  twelve 
years,  and  women,  in  cases  especially  authorized 
by  the  President,"  that  it  be  reconsidered,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6,  nays  15,  as 
follows : 

Ykas— Messrs.  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Lloyd,  Martin, 
and  Seed. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livennore, 
North,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tazewell,  and 
Tracy. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed; and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
authorize  the  President  to  prevent  or  regulate  the 
landing  of  French  passengers,  and  other  persons, 
who  may  arrive  within  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  from  foreign  places." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  en- 
titled "An  act  to  provide  for  the  valuation  of 
lands  and  dwelling-houses,  and  the  enumeration 
of  slaves,  within  the  United  States." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Paine,  to  agree  to  the  fol- 
lowing amendment  to  the  proviso  in  the  eighth 
section.  *'  And  all  uncultivated  lands,  except  such 
as  mate  part  or  parcel  of  a  farm,  and  except 
wood  lots,  used  or  reserved  for  the  purposes  of 
fuel,  fencing,  lumber,  or  building :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
nays  11,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Brown,  Chipman,  Good- 
hue, Latimer,  Laurance,  Livennore,  Paine,  Sedgwick, 
and  Stockton. 

Nats — Messrs.  Foster,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Lang- 
don, Lloyd,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Read,  TaseweU, 
and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  one  of  the  majority,  to  recon* 
sider  and  restore  the  following  words,  struck  out 
from  the  end  of  the  proviso  to  the  eighth  sec- 
tion: "or  which,  at  the  time  of  making  the  said 
valuation  or  enumeration,  shall  not  have  been 
assessed  for,  nor  be  then  neid  liable  to,  taxation 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  wherein  the  same  is. 
or  may  be,  situated  or  possessed,  shall  be  exempted 
from,  the  aforesaid  valuation  and  enumeration :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6, 
nays  14,  as  follows : 

Ybas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Foster,  Howard,  Latimer, 
Laurance,  and  North. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Chipman,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house, Langdon,  Livennore,  Lloyd,  Martin,  Mason, 
Paine,  Read,  8edgwick,  Tasewet,  and  Tracy. 
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of  treason,  and  to  define  and  punish  the  crime  of 
sedition,  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion  to  expunge  the  following  words 
from  the  second  section  reported  as  an  amend- 
ment: 

"  Or  shall,  in  manner  aforesaid,  traduce  or  defame  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  or  any  Court  or  Judge 
thereof,  by  declarations,  tending  to  criminate  their  mo- 
tives in  any  official  transaction :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  8, 
nays  15,  as  follows  : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Howard,  Lang- 
don,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Lloyd,  Paine, 
Bead,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  to  expunge  the  whole  of  the  second 
section  reported  by  the  committee,  in  the  words 
following : 

"Sec  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  if  any  per- 
son shall,  by  any  libellous  or  scandalous  writing,  print- 
ing, publishing,  or  speaking,  traduce  or  defame  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  United  States,  by  seditious  or  inflamma- 
tory declarations,  or  expressions,  with  intent  to  create  a 
belief  in  the  citizens  thereof,  that  the  said  Legislature, 
in  enacting  any  law,  was  induced  thereto  by  motives 
hostile  to  the  Constitution,  or  liberties  and  happiness  of 
tile  people  thereof;  or  shall,  in  manner  aforesaid,  tra- 
duce or  defame  the  President  of  the  United  States,  or 
any  Court  or  Judge  thereof,  by  declarations  tending  to 
criminate  their  motives,  in  any  official  transaction ;  the 
person  so  offending,  and  thereof  convicted;  before  any 
Court  of  the  United  States  having  jurisdiction  thereof, 
shall  be  punished  by  a  fine,  not  exceeding  two  thousand 
dollars,  and  by  imprisonment,  not  exceeding  two 
years :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  6,  nays 
18,  as  follows : 

Yeas— -Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Howard,  Langdon, 
Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore, 
Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Bead,  Butherfurd,  Sedg- 
wick, Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

The  question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  18,  nays 
6,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore, 
Lloyd,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Bead,  Butherfurd,  Sedg- 
wick, Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it 
be  engrossed;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "An 
act  in  addition  to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  for  the 

garnishment  of  certain  crimes  against  the  United 
itates" 


of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress ;  and  it  was  agreed 
that  the  motion  should  lie  for  consideration. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, entitled  "  An  act  further  to  protect 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States."  reported  the 
bill  without  amendment;  and  the  report  was 
adopted. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  amendments  reported  by  the  committee,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  bill  sent  from  the  House 
of  Representatives,  entitled  "An  act  for  the 
establishing  and  organizing  a  battalion  of  infantry 
to  be  called  the  Marine  Corps,"  were  considered 
and  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  amended  accord- 
ingly. 

Resolved.  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended* 

Mr.  Stockton,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, entitled  "  An  act  to  lay  and  collect 
a  direct  tax  within  the  United  States,"  reported 
the  bill  amended. 

Ordered,  That  the  amendments  lie  for  consid- 
eration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  erecting  a  light- 
house and  beacon,  and  placing  buoys,  at  the  places 
therein  mentioned  ;"  in  which  they  desire  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  consent, 
it  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  and  Mabtin,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  making  al- 
terations and  amendments  in  the  Treasury  and 
War  Departments,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the 
act,  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  the  office  of 
Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies,"  was  read  the  second 
time,  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

The  bill  to  amend  an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
States  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio, 
and  above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river,"  was  read 
the  third  time. 


Thursday,  July  6. 

A  motion  was  made  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  pay  to  Hugh  McKinley,  for  his  labor  and 
attendance  on  the  Senate,  one  dollar  per  day, 
during  the  time  he  has  been,  or  may  be,  thus  em- 
ployed the  present  session ;  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
money  appropriated  for  the  contingent  expenses 


And  the  question  to  agree  to  the  final  passage 
of  the  bill,  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  13,  nays  9,  as  follows : 

Ykas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster, 
Hillhouse,  Howard,  Langdon,  Laurance,  Martin,  North, 
Paine,  Rutherford,  and  Stockton. 

Nats — Messrs.  Clayton,  Goodhue,  Greene,  Liver- 
more, Lloyd,  Mason,  Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it 
be  engrossed;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be 
"  An  act  to  amend  an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  the  lands  of  the  United 
States  in  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio, 
and  above  the  mouth  of  Kentucky  river." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  en- 
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titled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled 
seamen." 

Resolved,  That  the  farther  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 


Friday,  July  6. 

The  motion  made  yesterday,  respecting  the 
compensation  to  Hugh  McKinley,  tor  services, 
was  considered ;  whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
pay  to  Hugh  McKinley,  for  his  labor  and  attend- 
ance on  the  Senate,  one  dollar  per  day,  during 
the  time  be  has  been,  or  may  be,  thus  employed 
the  present  session ;  to  be  paid  out  of  the  money 
appropriated  for  the  contingent  expenses  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, entitled  "  An  act  for  establishing  and  or- 
Snizing  a  battalion  of  infantry,  to  be  called  (he 
arine  Corps,"  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  further  to  protect  the  com- 
merce of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and  the  question  to  agree  to  the  final  pas- 
age  of  the  bill  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive—yeas 18,  nays  4,  as  follows: 

Yias—  Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hillhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurence, 
Litermore,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherford, 
Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Langdon,  and 
Tazewell. 

The  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  making  al- 
terations and  amendments  in  the  Treasury  and 
War  Departments,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the 
act,  entitled  "An  act  to  establish  the  office  of 
Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies,"  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and,  the  title  being  amended, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  es- 
tablishing the  office  of  Accountant  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Navy,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the 
act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  establish  the  office  of  Pur- 
veyor of  Public  Supplies." 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  and  fix 
the  compensations  of  the  officers  employed  in  col- 
lecting the  internal  revenues  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  insure  more  effectually  the  settlement  or 
their  accounts,"  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 
ments; which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "  An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a 
direct  tax  within  the  United  States." 

On  motion  to  agree  to  part  of  the  report  of  the 
committee,  which  is  to  amend  that  clause  of  the 
second  section  which  now  stands,  u  upon  every 
dwelling-house  which,'  with  the  out-houses  ap- 
purtenant thereto,  and  the  lot  whereon  the  same 


are  erected,  not  exceeding  two  acres  in  any  case, 
shall  be  valued,  in  manner  aforesaid,  at  more  than 
one  hundred  and  not  more  than  five  hundred  dol- 
lars," by  striking  out  the  words  "  at  more  than  one 
hundred  and  not  more  than  five  hundred  dollars," 
it  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  13,  nays  10,  as 
follows: 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Clayton, 
Greene,  Howard,  Langdon,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Mar- 
tin, North,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster.  Goodhue, 
Hillhouse,  Livermore,  Paine,  8edgwick,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time  was 
then  postponed. 


Saturday,  July  7. 

Mr.  Livermore,  by  unanimous  consent,  obtain* 
ed  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress ;  and  the  bill  was  read; 
and,  by  unanimous  cousent,  the  bill  was  read  the 
second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Liver- 
more, Stockton,  and  Bingham,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  concur  in  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act  to  de- 
clare the  treaties  between  the  United  States  and 
the  Republic  of  France  void  and  of  no  effect," 
with  amendments ;  in  which  they  desire  the  con* 
currence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments to  the  bill  last  mentioned. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein. 

Mr.  Stockton,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, entitled  "An  act  to  enable  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money  for  the 
public  service,"  reported  the  bill  with  amendments; 
which  were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Goodhue,  as  fol- 
Ioweth : 

"Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 
two-thirds  of  both  nouses  concurring,  That  the  fol- 
lowing article  be  proposed  to  the  Legislatures  of  the 
several  8tates  as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  8tates,  and,  when  ratified  by  three-fourths  of 
the  said  Legislatures,  to  be  valid,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, as  part  of  the  said  Constitution,  viz  : 

"  That  (in  addition  to  the  other  qualifications  pre* 
scribed  by  the  said  Constitution)  no  person  shall  be  eli- 
gible as  President  or  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  nor  shall  any  person  be  a  Senator  or  Represent- 
ative in  the  Congress  of  the  United  8tates,  except  a 
natural  born  citizen,  or  unless  he  shall  have  been  a  re- 
sident in  the  United  States  at  the  time  of  the  declara- 
tion of  independence,  end  shall  have  continued  either 
to  reside  within  the  same  or  to  be  employed  in  its  ser- 
vice from  that  period  to  the  time  of  his  election." 

Ordered,  That  this  motion  lie  for  consideration. 
The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
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referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "An  act  to  regulate  and  fix 
the  compensations  of  the  officers  employed  in  col- 
lecting the  internal  revenues  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  insure  more  effectually  the  settlement  or 
their  accounts;"  and  the  amendments  were  adopt- 
ed. And  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  consent,  to 
dispense  with  the  rule,  and  that  this  bill  be  now 
read  the  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  establishing  an  annual  sala- 
ry for  the  surveyor  of  the  port  of  Gloucester ;" 
and  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  make  a  further  ap- 
propriation for  the  additional  naval  armament ;" 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bills  last  mentioned  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, to  dispense  with  the  rule,  and  that  the  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  make  a  further  appropriation 
for  the  additional  naval  armament,"  be  now  read 
the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tract, 
Goodhue,  and  Rutherfurd,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  reported  by  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, entitled  "  An  act  to  lay  and  collect 
a  direct  tax  within  the  United  States." 

On  motion,  to  add  to  the  second  section  the 
amendment  reported  by  the  committee,  amended 
as  follows : 

"  Except  such  lands  as,  at  the  time  of  making  the 
said  valuation  or  enumeration,  shall  not  have  been  as- 
sessed for,  nor  be  then  held  liable  to,  taxation,  for  State 
purposes,  under  the  laws  of  the  State  wherein  the 
same  is,  or  may  be,  situated  or  possessed :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  9,  nays 
12,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Howard,  Laurance,  Mason,  North,  and  Ruther- 
furd. 

Nats — Messrs.  Brown,  Clayton,  Greene,  HiUhouse, 
Langdon,  Livermore,  Martin,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  Stock- 
ton, Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Greene,  to  strike  out  the 
word  "  and,"  in  the  5th  line  of  the  second  section, 
and  insert,  after  "  slaves,"  in  the  same  line,  "  and 
other  personal  property ;"  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  6,  nays  16,  as  follows : 

Ykab — Messrs.  Brown,  Greene,  Langdon,  Laurance, 
Livermore,  and  North. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clay- 
ton, Foster,  Goodhue,  HiUhouse,  Howard,  Martin,  Ma- 
son, Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  Tazewell,  and 
Tracy. 

And  the  bill  having  been  further  amended,  it 
was  ordered  to  the  third  reading,  as  amended. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  on  the 
subject  of  adjournment. 


Resolved^  That  it  be  postponed  until  Monday 
next. 


Monday,  July  9. 

Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  to  whom  | 
was  referred  the  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the  next 
meeting  of  Congress,  reported]  that  the  bill  pass 
without  amendment ;  and  the  report  was  adopted,  i 
And  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  consent,  to  dis- 
pense with  the  rule,  and  that  this  bill  be  now 
read  the  third  time ;  and  the  blank  was  filled  with 
"  the  first  Monday  in  November  next." 

Resolved^  That  this  bill  pass,  that  it  be  engrossed, 
and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to  alter  the 
time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress." 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
which  respects  measures  for  the  security  and  pro- 
tection of  commerce,  reported  a  bill  tor  encou- 
raging the  capture  pf  French  armed  vessels,  by 
armed  ships  or  vessels  owned  by  a  citizen  or  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States ;  which  was  read,  and 
ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
en  tit  leu  "  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  borrow  money  for  the  public 
service." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bingham,  to  strike  out  these 
words :  "  All  such  sums  of  money  as,  before  the 
end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  may,  in  his 
judgment,  be  necessary,"  and  to  substitute  the 
following :  "  A  sum  not  exceeding dollars." 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  11. 
nays  9,  as  follows : 

Yzas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clay- 
ton, Greene,  Langdon,  Laurance,  Martin,  North,  Ru- 
therford, and  Tazewell. 

Nats— Messrs.  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hillhoose,  How- 
ard, Livermore,  Paine,  Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

And  having  agreed  to  the  amendments  reported 
by  the  committee,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  the 
third  reading  as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  aAn  act  establishing  an  annual 
salary  for  the  surveyor  of  the  port  of  Gloucester," 
was  read  the  second  time,  and  ordered  to  the 
third  reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compensa- 
tions of  the  officers  employed  in  collecting  the 
internal  revenues  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
insure  more  effectually,  the  settlement  of  their 
accounts,"  with  amendments,  in  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  They  have 
passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  augment  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  from  the  House  of 
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Representatives  was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  se- 
cond reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate,  to  the  hill,  entitled 
u  An  act  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compensations  of 
the  officers  employed  in  collecting  the  internal 
revenues  of  the  United  States,  and  to  insure 
more  effectually  the  settlement  of  their  accounts." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  said  amend- 
ment to  their  amendments. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  for 
adjourning  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  on  the 
9th  instant. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein,  so 
amended  as  that  Congress  may  adjourn  on  the 
16th  instant. 

The  hill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct 
tax  within  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and  the  hill  being  further  amended, 

Resolved,  That  it  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  Tho- 
mas Lewis,"  reported  the  bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  third  reading 
of  this  bill,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, entitled  "An  act  for  erecting  a 
light-house  and  a  beacon,  and  placing  buoys;  at 
the  places  therein  named,"  reported  the  bill  with- 
out amendment. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief 
of  John  Vaughan,"  made  a  report;  which  was 
read. 

Ordered,  That  the  report,  together  with  a 
statement  of  the  case,  signed  Elias  Boudinot, 
Director  of  the  Mint,  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 


Tui8Day,  July  10. 

The  bill  for  encouraging  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels,  by  armed  ships  or  vessels  owned 
by  a  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  was 
read  the  second  time  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  pass  to  the  third 
reading  as  amended. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  augment  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee 
appointed  the  29th  of  November  last,  on  that  part 
of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  which  respects  measures  for  the  security 
and  protection  of  commerce,  to  consider  and  re- 
port thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 


tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of 
the  United  States  to  borrow  money  for  the  public 
service,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion  to  strike  out,  from  the  1st  section  of 
the  bill,  lines  six  and  and  seven,  the  following 
words :  "  And  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
he  shall  judge  most  advantageous  for  the  United 
States ;"  and  insert,  in  lieu  thereof,  the  following: 
"  at  a  rate  of  interest  not  exceeding  six  per  cent, 
per  annum :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  9,  nays 
14,  as  follows : 

Tsas—- Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Langdon,  Liver- 
more,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  Paine,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhonse,  Latimer,  Latrance, 
Read,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  8tockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  to  strike  out  the  amendment  agreed 
to  yesterday,  as  follows :  "  Which  sums  of  money 
may  be  borrowed  on  contracts  to  remain  fixed 
and  irredeemable  for  a  term  not  exceeding  twenty- 
five  years :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  19, 
nays  4,  as  follows : 

Ybas—  Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Chipman,  Clay- 
ton, Foster,  Goodtyne,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Langdon, 
Latimer,  Laurance,  Livermore,  Martin,  Mason,  North, 
Paine,  Rutherford,  8edgwick,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Bead,  Stockton,  and 
Tracy. 

On  motion,  to  expunge  the  words  yesterday 
agreed  to  in  the  1st  section,  to  wit:  "a  sum  not 

exceeding dollars,"  and  to  restore  the  words 

of  the  original  bill,  as  follows :  "  all  such  sums  of 
money  as,  before  the  end  of  the  next  session  of 
Congress,  may,  in  his  judgment,  be  necessary  :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11, 
nays  11.  as  follows: 

Teas — Messrs.  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Clayton, 
Greene,  Langdon,  Laurance,  Martin,  Mason,  Ruther- 
ford, and  Tazewell. 

So  the  motion  was  lost. 

And  having  filled  up  the  blank,  limiting  the 
sum  to  be  borrowed,  with  "five  millions  of 
dollars ;" 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Tract,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  concurrence,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
make  a  further  appropriation  for  the  additional 
naval  armament,"  reported  amendments ;  which 
were  read, 

Orderea,  That  they  lie  for  consideration. 


Wednesday,  July  11. 

The  bill  for  encouraging  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels,  by  armed  ships  or  vessels  owned 
by  a  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  was 
read  the  third  time  ;  and  the  final  passage  of  the 
bill  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  16, 
nays  4,  as  follows : 

Anderson,  Bmghsm,  Chipman,  Good- 
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hue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Liver- 1  conference  on  the  amendment  to  the  bill  entitled 


more,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  Stock- 
ton, and  Tracy. 

Nays— -Messrs.  Brown,  Langdon,  Mason,  and  Taze- 
well. 

So  it  was  Resolved)  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it 
be  engrossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An 
act  for  encouraging  the  capture  of  French  armed 
vessels,  by  armed  ships  or  vessels  owned  by  a  citi- 
izen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States." 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "An  act  establishing  an  annual  sa- 
lary for  the  surveyor  of  the  port  of  Gloucester," 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  ''An  act  for  erecting  a  light-house 
and  beacon,  and  placing  buoys,  at  the  places 
therein  mentioned,"  was  read  a  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  the  furtherconsideration  thereof 
be  postponed  until  to-morrow. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  concur  in  the  first, 
and  disagree  to  the  second,  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money 
for  the  public  service."  They«concur  in  the  bill 
entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  'An 
act  for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes  against 
the  United  States,"  with  amendments ;  in  which 
they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives,  disagreeing 
to  their  second  amendment  to  the  bill  entitled 
"  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  borrow  money  for  the  public  service." 

Resolved^  That  they  do  insist  on  their  amend- 
ment, ask  a  conference  thereon,  and  that  Messrs. 
Tracy  and  Bingham  be  managers  at  the  same  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments reported  by  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "  An  act  to  make  a  further  ap- 
propriation for  the  additional  naval  armament ;" 
which,  being  adopted,  and  the  bill  amended  ac- 
cordingly, • 

Resolved.  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading 
as  amended. 

The  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill  entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to  the 
act  entitled  'An  act  for  the  punishment  of  certain 
crimes  against  the  United  States,"  were  read  and 
ordered  to  lie  for  consideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  memorial  of  Thomas  Mc- 
Kean  and  others,  respecting  the  publication  of  the 
Journals  of  Congress,  be  referred:  to  Messrs.  Bing- 
ham, Latimer,  and  Livermore,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  en- 
titled "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Vaughan ;" 
and,  after  debate, 

Ordered,  That  the  further  consideration  thereof 
be  postponed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  the 


"  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  borrow  money  for  the  public  service," 
and  have  appointed  managers  at  the  same  on  their 
part.  They  nave  passed  a  bill  entitled  "An  act  to 
suspend,  for  a  further  time,  the  duties  upon  the 
manufacture  of  snuff  within  the  United  States, 
and  the  drawbacks  upon  the  exportation  thereof  f 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate.  They  concur  in  some,  and  agree  to  other, 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax  within  the 
United  States."  with  amendments;  in  which 
amendments  tney  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  Representatives  on  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  entitled 
"  An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax  within 
the  United  States." 

On  motion  to  insist  on  their  amendment  to  sec- 
tion second,  line  sixth,  to  strike  out  the  words  u  at 
more  than  one  hundred,  and  not  more  than  five 
hundred  dollars,"  it  passed  in  the  negative — yeas 
9,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Y*as— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Latimer,  Lao- 
ranca,  Martin,  Mason,  Read,  Rutherford,  and  Taxewefl, 

Nays— Messrs.  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Livermore,  North,  Paine,  Sedgwick, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion  to  recede  from  the  amendment  last 
recited,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  13,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

Yias—  Messrs.  Brown,  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouse,  Livermore,  North,  Paine,  Ruther- 
ford, 8edgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Latimer,  Lan- 
rance,  Martin,  Mason,  Read  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  recede 
from  all  their  amendments  disagreed  to  by  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  do  disagree  to  their 
amendment  of  the  twelfth  amendment  of  the 
Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  do  not  con- 
cur in  the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An 
act  to  alter  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress." They  have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act 
in  further  addition  to  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  to 
establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States  f 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill  last  mentioned  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  the  second  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  suspend,  for  a  further 
time  the  duties  upon  the  manufacture  of  snuff 
within  the  United  States,  and  the  drawback  upon 
the  exportation  thereof,"  was  read  and  ordered  to 
the  second  reading. 


Thursday,  July  12. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  suspend  for  a  farther 
time  the  duties  upon  the  manufacture  of  snuff 
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within  the  United  States,  and  the  drawback  upon 
the  exportation  thereof,"  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  in  further  addition  to  the 
act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial 
Courts  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Resolved,  That  the  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  in  addition  to  the  act,  entitled 
'An  act  for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes 
against  the  United  States." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Martin,  to  amend  the 
amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  by 
striking  out  these  words :  "  or  bring  them,  or  either 
of  them,  into  contempt  or  disrepute,  or  to  excite 
against  them,  or  either  or  any  or  them,  the  hatred 
of  the  pod  people  of  the  United  States."  it  pass- 
ed in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays  17,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Martin,  Mason, 

and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhue,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
LiTermore,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Mason,  to  amend  the  last 
amendment  of  the  Houste  of  Representatives,  by 
striking  out  u  during  the  time  it  shall  be  in  force." 
and  inserting,  "  which  prosecution  shall  have  been 
commenced  during  the  continuance  of  the  act," 
it  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  5,  nays  17,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Yias — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Martin,  Mason 
and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhne,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
LiTermore,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  8edgwick, 
Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  concur 
in  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  this  bill. 

Mr.  Goodhue,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, entitled  "An  act  to  augment  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,"  reported  amendments;  which  were  read, 
agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  amended  accordingly. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  the  third  read- 
ing as  amended. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
establishing  the  office  of  Accountant  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Navy,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the 
act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  establish  the  office  of  Pur- 
veyor of  Public  Supplies,"  with  amendments,  in 
which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
They  recede  from  their  amendment  to  the  twelfth 
amendment  of  the  Senate  on  the  bill,  entitled 
**An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax  within  the 
Doited  States."  They  adhere  to  their  disagree- 
ment to  the  last  amendment  insisted  on  by  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the 
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time  of  making  entry  of  stills,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." The  House  of  Representatives  have 
passed  a  bill,  entitled  "An  act  making  certain  ad- 
ditional appropriations  for  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight j"  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  lay 
before  the  President  of  the  United  Slates  an  at- 
tested copy  of  the  joint  resolution  authorizing  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  adjourn  their  respective 
Houses  on  the  16th  instant. 

The  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  establishing  the 
office  of  Accountant  in  the  Department  of  the 
Navy,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the  act,  entitled 
'  An  act  to  establish  the  office  of  Purveyor  of  Pub- 
lic Supplies,"  was  read. 

Ordered^  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
adhering  to  their  disagreement  to  the  lastamend^ 
ment  insisted  on  by  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  en  tit  lea 
"  A  n  act  to  alter  the  time  of  making  entry  of  stills, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  was  considered. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill  entitled  "  An  act  making  further  appropria- 
tions for  the  additional  Naval  Armament ;"  and 
the  question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  as 
amended,  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
13.  nays  3,  as  follows : 

^eas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Fos- 
ter, Goodhne,  Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance, 
Livennore,  Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherford, 
Sedgwick,  Stockton,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  pass  aa 
amended. 

The  bilL  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  making  certain  additional 
appropriations  for  the  year  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety- eight,"  was  read  the  first  time, 
and,  by  unanimous  consent,  it  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tracy, 
Bingham,  and  Foster,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  en- 
titled "An  act  for  erecting  a  light-house  and 
beacon,  and  placing  buoys  at  the  places  therein 
mentioned;"  and,  after  debate,  the  further  consid- 
eration thereof  was  postponed. 

Friday,  July  13. 

Mr.  Read,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the 
enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  United 
States,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Livermorb,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  this  bill  to  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  11,  nays  7,  as  follows : 
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Ykas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Laurance,  Livermore,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedg- 
wick, and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Clayton,  Foster,  Greene, 
Latimer,  Mason,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved.  That  the  further  consider- 
ation of  this  bill  be  postponed  until  the  next  ses- 
sion of  Congress. 

Mr.  Livermore  notified  the  Senate,  that  he 
should,  to-morrow,  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
alter  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  Thomas  McKean  and 
others,  made  report ;  which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "An  act  to  augment  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was 
read  the  third  time;  and  the  question  on  the  final 
passage  of  the  bill,  as  amended,  was  determined  in 
-the  affirmative — yeas  15, nays  2,  as  follows: 

Yzab — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Clayton,  Foster, 
Goodhue,  Greene,  HUlhouse,  Laorance,  Livermore, 
Martin,  North,  Paine,  Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Mason  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  pass  with 
amendments. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

A  resolution  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  authorizing 
an  adjournment  on  Monday,  the  16th  of  this  month, 
has  been  laid  before  me.  Sensible  of  the  severity  of 
the  service  in  so  long  a  session,  it  is  with  great  reluc- 
tance that  I  find  myself  obliged  to  offer  any  considera- 
tion which  may  operate  against  the  inclinations  of  the 
members ;  but  certain  measures  of  Executive  authority 
which  will  require  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  and 
which  cannot  be  matured,  in  all  probability,  before 
Monday  or  Tuesday,  oblige  me  to  request  of  the  Senate 
that  they  would  continue  their  session  until  Wednesday 
or  Thursday.  JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uhitbd  Statbs,  July  18, 1798. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

Mr.  Tracy  reported,  from  the  managers  ap- 
pointed to  confer  on  the  amendments  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money  for  the 
public  service,"  that  the  Senate  recede  from  their 
proposed  amendment,  which  was  to  strike  out  the 
proviso  to  the  first  section  of  the  act;  and  to 
amend  said  proviso  as  follows,  viz:  Strike  out 
after  the  word  "  borrowed,"  to  the  end  of  the  pro- 
viso, and  insert  these  words:  "at  any  time  after 
the  expiration  of  fifteen  years  from  the  date  of  such 
loan ;"  and  the  report  was  adopted.    Whereupon, 

Resolved)  That  the  Senate  do  accordingly  re- 
cede from  their  amendment  disagreed  to  by  the 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  said  bill. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  in  further  addition  to  the 
act  entitled  i  An  act  to  establish  the  Judicial 
Courts  of  the  United  States,"  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 


The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ments of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  establishing  the  office  of  Account- 
ant in  the  Department  of  the  Navy,  and  to  alter 
and  amend  the  act  entitled  c  An  act  to  establish 
the  office  of  Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies."  j 

Ordered,  That  tney  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Tra-  ; 

,cy,  Bingham,  and  Chipman,  to  consider  and  re-  ! 

port  thereon  to  the  Senate.  ! 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represent*-  | 
tives,  entitled  "  An  act  to  suspend,  for  a  further  | 
time,  the  duties  upon  the  manufacture  of  snufi  ! 
within  the  United  States,  and  the  drawbacks 
upon  the  exportation  thereof,"  was  read  the  third  '< 
time,  and  passed.  | 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Represents-  \ 
tives,  entitled  "  An  act  for  erecting  a  light-house 
and  beacon,  and  for  placing  buoys  at  the  places 
therein  mentioned,"  was  read   the  third   time; 
and,  being  further  amended, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  of  making 
entry  of  stills;"  and  a  bill  entitled  "An  act  re- 
specting balances  reported  against  certain  States.  j 
by  the  Commissioners  appointed  to  settle  the  ac- 
counts between  the  United  States  and  the  several 
States;"  in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  of  making; 
entry  of  stills,"  was  read,  and,  by  unanimous  coo- 
sent,  it  was  read  the  second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  Messrs.  Paine, 
Hillhouse,  and  Brown,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  u  An  act  respecting  balances  re- 
ported apainst  certain  States,  by  the  Commission- 
ers appointed  to  settle  the  accounts  between  the 
United  States  and  the  several  States,"  was  read, 
and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the 
bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  en- 
titled "An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Vaughan;71 
and,  having  amended  the  bill,  the  question  to 
agree  to  the  third  reading  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  15,  nays  4,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Greeny 
Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Livermore,  Marti^ 
North,  Paine,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy; 

Nats — Messrs.    Anderson,    Biown,   Clayton,   awl 

Mason. 

Mr.  Chipman  reported  from  the  committee,  thai 
they  had  examined  and  found  duly  enrolled,  th« 
bill,  entitled  "An  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direcl 
tax  within  the  United  States." 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  tbe  House  do  not  concui 
in  the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  ~  An 
act  for  encouraging  the  capture  of  French  arme^ 
vessels  by  armed  snips  or  vessels  owned  by  a  ciu 
zen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States. 
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Saturday,  July  14. 

Agreeably  lo  notice  given  yesterday,  Mr.  Liv- 
ermorb  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  alter 
the  time  for  the  next  session  of  Congress ;  which 
was  read,  and  ordered  to  the  second  reading. 
'  On  motion,  by  Mr.  Read,  that  the  13th  rule, 
for  doing  business  in  the  Senate,  which  prohibits 
the  second  reading  of  a  bill  on  the  same  day,  be 
suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the  session,  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  13,  nays  6,  as 
follows : 

Yias— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  HiUhouse,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Liv- 
ermore*  Read,  Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Martin,  Mason, 
Rutherford,  and  Tazewell. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  respecting  balances  report- 
ed against  certain  States,  by  the  Commissioners 
appointed  to  settle  the  Accounts  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  the  several  States,"  was  read  the 
second  time. 

On  motion,  that  the  further  consideration  there- 
of be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  7, 
nays  14,  as  follows : 

Yzas — Messrs.  Goodhue,  Hillhouse,  Martin,  Paine, 
8edgwick,  Tazewell,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  Chip- 
man,  Foster,  Greene,  Howard,  Latimer,  Laurence,  Liv- 
ermore,  Mason,  North,  Read,  and  Rutherfurd. 

Ordered,  That  this  bill  be  referred  to  Messrs. 
Ladrance,  Bingham,  and  Livermore,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  on  the  petition  of  Thomas  Mc- 
Kean  and  others,  respecting  the  Journals  of  Con- 
gress proposed  to  be  published  by  Richard  Fol- 
well.    Whereupon, 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America  in 
Congress  assembled.  That  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  and  Clerk  or  the  House  of  Representatives 
be  authorized  and  directed  to  subscribe,  on  such 
terms  as  they  may  deem  eligible,  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  for  four 
hundred  copies  of  the  Journals  of  Congress,  which 
are  proposed  to  be  published  by  Richard  Folwell. 

On  motion,  the  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress  was  read  the  second 
time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  not  pass  to  the  third 
reading. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  passed 
a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  making  certain  appropri- 
ations, and  to  authorize  the  President  to  obtain  a 
loan  on  the  credit  of  the  direct  tax ;  also,  a  bill, 
entitled  u  An  act  further  to  amend  the  act,  enti- 
tled '  An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
parchment,  and  paner;"  in  which  bills  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  They  concur  in 
the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
u  An  act  to  augment  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  with  an  amend- 
ment, in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 


Senate.  They  agree  to  some  and  disagree  to  other 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
*'  An  act  to  make  a  further  appropriation  for  the 
additional  Naval  Armament."  They  recede  from 
their  disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  borrow  money 
for  the  public  service,"  so  far  as  to  concur  therein, 
agreeably  to  the  modification  made  by  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  and  adopted  by  the  Senate. 
They  agree  to  some,  and  disagree  to  other,  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  beacon, 
and  placing  buoys,  at  the  places  therein  men- 
tioned." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  ol  the  committee,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disa- 
bled seamen ;  and.  the  same  being  adopted,  the 
bill  was  read  the  tuird  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  their  amend- 
ment, disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  erecting  a 
light-house  and  beacon,  and  placing  buoys,  at  the 
places  therein  mentioned." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  therefrom. 

On  motion,  to  reconsider  the  question  thereon, 
and  to  agree  to  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to 
alter  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays 
10,  as  follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Chipman,  Fostei,  Goodhue,  Greene, 
Hillhouse,  Laurence,  Livermoie,  Martin,  Read,  and 
Trscy. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bingham,  Brown,  How- 
ard, Latimer,  Mason,  North,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  and 
Tazewell.  • 

So  the  question  was  lost. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend-     • 
ment  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  their 
amendment  to  the  sixth  section  of  the  bill  enti- 
tled "  An  act  to  augment  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  agree  to  the  said 
amendment  with  amendments. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  u  An  act  allowing  an  additional  compen- 
sation to  the  Doorkeeper  and  Assistant  Door- 
keeper of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  their 
services  during  the  present  session  of  Congress;" 
in  which  they  desire  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "An  act  making  certain  appropriations, 
and  to  authorize  the  President  to  obtain  a  loan  on 
the  credit  of  the  direct  tax,"  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  committee, 
appointed  the  12th  instant,  on  the  bill  entitled 
"  An  act  making  certain  additional  appropriations 
for  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-eight,"  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 
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The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "  An  act  for  allowing  an  additional  com- 
pensation to  the  Doorkeeper  and  Assistant  Door- 
keeper of  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  their 
services  during  the  present  session  of  Congress," 
was  read. 

On  motion,  the  bill  was  read  a  second  and  third 
time,  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amend- 
ments. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  their  amend- 
ments, disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  make  a  fur- 
ther appropriation  for  the  additional  naval  arma- 
ment." 

Resolved,  That  they  do  recede  from  their  said 
amendments,  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "An  act  further  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
'Ad  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parch- 
ment and  paper,"  was  read  the  first  and  second 
time,  and  referred  to  Messrs.  Goodhue,  Read, 
and  Ladbance,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Laurance.  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, entitled  "An  act  respecting  balances 
reported  against  certain  States,  by  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  settle  the  accounts  between 
the  United  States  and  the  several  States,"  re- 
ported the  bill  without  amendment;  and  the  re- 
port was  adopted. 

Resolved,  That,  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bingham,  that  the  twelfth 
rule  for  doing  business  in  the  Senate,  which  pro- 
hibits the  reading  of  a  bill  on  the  same  day  in 
which  it  is  announced,  be  suspended  for  the  resi- 
due of  that  session,  it  passed  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  11,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

Ybas— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Good- 
hue, Greene,  Hillhouse,  Latimer,  Laurance,  Read, 
Sedgwick,  and  Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Howard,  Liver- 
more,  Martin,  Mason,  North,  and  Tazewell. 

So  it  was  Resolved.  That  the  twelfth  rule  for 
doing  business  in  the  Senate  be  suspended  during 
the  present  session. 

On  motion,  Mr.  Bingham  had  leave  to  bring  in 
a  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  i'  An  act  to  sus- 
pend the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependencies 
thereof;"  which  was  read  the  first  and  second 
time, and  referred  to  Messrs.  Bingham,  Laurance, 
and  Goodhue,  to  consider  and  report  thereon  to 
the  Senate. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "  An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  Vaughan," 
was  read  the  third  time. 

On  motion,  that  the  further  consideration  of 
this  bill  be  postponed  to  the  next  session  of  Con. 
gress,  it  passed  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  10, 
as  follows: 

Ykas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Mason,  North, 
and  Tarewell. 


Nats— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Greene, 
Laurance,  Martin,  Read,  Rutherford,  Sedgwick,  and 
Tracy. 

So  the  motion  was  lost. 

The  question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  bill 
was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10,  nays  lOi 
as  follows: 

Ybas — Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Greene, 
Laurance,  Martin,  Read,  Rutherfurd,  Sedgwick,  and 
Tracy. 

Nats — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Goodhue,  Hill* 
house,  Howard,  Latimer,  Livermore,  Mason,  North, 
and  Tazewell. 

So  the  bill  was  lost. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  they  have  passed  a  bill 
entitled  "  An  act  for  allowing  an  additional  com- 
pensation to  the  principal  and  the  two  engrossing 
clerks  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  for  their  services  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress;"  in  which  they  de- 
sire the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

Ordered.  That  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  13th  instant,  be  referred 
to  Messrs.  Laurance,  Read,  and  Tract,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate. 


Monday,  July  16. 

Mr.  Goodhub,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Re- 
prcsentati  ves,  entitled  "An  act  fu  rther  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  '  An  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vel- 
lum, parchment,  and:  paper."  reported  amend- 
ments ;  which  were  read. 

Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  this 
bill  be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 
"  An  act  to  suspend  the  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  France,  and  the 
dependencies  thereof,"  reported  amendments; 
which  were  read  and  adopted. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  to  a  third  reading 
as  amended. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  amendments  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  establishing 
the  office  of  Accountant  in  the  Department  of 
the  Navy,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  entitled 
'An  act  to  establish  the  office  of  Purveyor  of  Pub- 
lic Supplies,"  reported  amendments  to  the  amend- 
ments. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  agree  to  the  first 
amendment,  and  to  the  amendment  to  the  tide. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  disagree  to  the  first  of 
the  two  new  sections,  and  agree  to  the  last  new 
section,  with  an  amendment,  to  wit:  in  the  last 
line  but  one,  strike  out  the  word  "  sixty,"  and  in- 
sert in  lieu  thereof  the  word  "  ninety." 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  "An  act  making  certain  appro- 
priations, and  to  authorize  the  President  to  obtain 
a  loan  on  the  credit  of  the  direct  tax,"  reported 
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the  bill  without  amendment ;  and  the  report  was 
adopted. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  petition  of  John  Messing,  exhibiting  his 
claim  to  a  certain  tract  of  land  in  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  was  presented  and  read. 

Ordered,  That  this  petition  lie  on  file. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "An  act  respecting  balances  reported 
against  certain  States,  by  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  settle  the  accounts  between  the  United 
States  and  the  several  States,"  was  read  a  third 
time. 

On  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  this 
bill  until  the  next  session  of  Congress,  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  negative — yeas  8,  nays  11,  as 
follows : 

Yeas — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Goodhue,  Hill- 
house,  Martin,  Sedgwick,  Tazewell,  and  'Tracy. 

Nits— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Foster,  Greene, 
Howard,  Latimer,  Lauranoe,  Livermore,  North,  Read, 
tad  Rutherford. 

On  motion  to  strike  out  these  words  from  sec- 
tion first,  lines  seventh  and  eighth,  "  or  in  the  pur- 
chase of  arms  for  the  militia  of  such  State ;"  it 
passed  in  the  negative. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Brown,  to  strike  out,  from 
section  first,  lines  ninth  and  tenth,  these  words : 
"or  to  the  sum  assumed  by  the  United  States  in 
the  debt  of  such  State ;"  it  was  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  6,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yeas— Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Foster,  Greens, 
Hillhouse,  and  Tazewell. 

Nats — Messrs  Bingham,  Chipman,  Goodhue,  How- 
ard, Latimer,  Laurence,  Livermore,  Martin,  North, 
Bead,  Rutherfurd,  8edgwick,  and  Tracy. 

The  final  passage  of  the  bill  was  determined  in 
the  negative — yeas  9,  nays  10,  as  follows : 

Teas— Messrs.  Bingham,  Chipman,  Howard,  Lati- 
ns*, Lauraoee,  Livennors,  North,  Read,  and  Rmh- 
erfurd. 

Nats— Messrs.  Anderson,  Brown,  Foster,  Goodhue, 
Greene,  Hillhouss,  Martin,  Sedgwick,  Tazewell,  and 
Tracy. 

So  it  was  Resolved,  That  this  bill  do  not  pass. 

The  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, entitled  "  An  act  for  allowing  an  additional 
compensation  to  the  principal  and  the  two  en- 
grossing clerks  in  the  office  of  the.  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  for  their  services  dur- 
ing the  present  session  of  Congress/'  was  read. 

On  motion,  the  bill  was  read  a  second  and  third 
time ;  and,  being  amended, 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amendments. 

The  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled  "  An  act  to 
suspend  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependencies 
thereof,"  was  read  a  third  time. 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass ;  that  it  be  en- 
grossed ;  and  that  the  title  thereof  be  "  An  act  to 
amend  the  act  entitled  '  An  act  to  suspend  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof." 

Mr.  Bbown.  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 


sentatives,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  grant 
and  conveyance  of  a  certain  lot  of  ground  to  Elie 
Williams,"  reported  the  bill  without  amendment ; 
which  report  was  adopted. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Tracy,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, entitled  **  An  act  making  certain  addi- 
tional appropriations  for  the  year  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,"  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

Resolved,  That  the  bill,  sent  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  entitled  "An  act  to  alter  the 
time  of  making  entry  of  stills,13  be  postponed 
until  the  next  sessiori  of  Congress ;  also,  that  the 
committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill,  sent 
from  the  House  of  Representatives,  entitled!  "An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Reuben  Smith  and  Nathan 
Strong,  and  of  Peter  Aupoix;"  be  discharged  from 
the  consideration  thereof,  and  that  the  bill  be  post- 
poned until  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
the  cession  of  a  tract  of  land  by  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut to  the  United  States,  be  postponed  to  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Lauranoe,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  the  13th  instant,  made  report} 
which  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  for  consideration. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
to  amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  suspend  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof,"  with 
an  amendment,  in  which  they  desire  the  concur* 
rence  of  the  Senate.  « 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  bill 
last  mentioned. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  not  concur  in  the  amid 
amendment. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  insist  on  their 
amendment  to  the  bill,  sent  from  the  Senate,  enti- 
tled u  An  act  to  amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act 
to  suspend  the  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  France,  and  the  dependen- 
cies thereof ;"  ask  a  conference  thereon,  and  have 
appointed  managers  at  the  same  on  their  part. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  insisting  on 
their  amendment  to  the  Dili,  entitled  u  An  act  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  ( An  act  to  suspend  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof,"  and 
asking  a  conference  on  the  disagreeing  vqjes  of 
the  two  Houses. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  agree  to  the  proposed 
conference,  and  that  Messrs.  Bingham  and  Good- 
hue be  managers  at  the  same  on  the  port  c£  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Bingham,  from  the  committee  of  confer- 
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ence,  on  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  amend  the 
act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  suspend  the  commercial 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  France, 
and  the  dependencies  thereof,"  made  a  report. 
Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  recede  from  their 
disagreement  to  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  so  far  as  'agree  thereto  with  an 
amendment. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  recede  from 
their  amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to 
amend  the  act,  entitled  'An  act  to  suspend  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  France,  and  the  dependencies  thereof,"  so  far 
as  to  agree  thereto  witn  the  amendment  of  the 
Senate  to  their  amendment. 

Unsolved,  That  John  Vaughan  have  leave  to 
withdraw  his  papers. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  report 
of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the 
13ih  instant  and  which  is  as  follows : 

* 

u  That  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  certain 
measures  of  Executive  authority  will  require  the  con- 
sideration of  the  8enate,  and  which  could  not  be  ma- 
tured before  Monday  or  Tuesday,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
the  committee,  that  the  Senate  should  adjourn  in  their 
Executive  capacity  to  meet  to-morrow  at  the  Senate 
Chamber,  at  ten  o  clock  in  the  forenoon,  on  Executive 


And  the  report  was  adopted. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives  in- 
formed the  Senate,  that  the  House  have,  appointed 
a  joint  committee  on  their  part  to  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify  him, 
that,  unless  he  may  have  any  further  communica- 
tions to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  they 
are  ready  to  adjourn ;  and  desire  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  this  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Resolved,  That  they  do  concur  therein,  and  that 
Messrs.  Chipman  ana  Greene  be  the  committee 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Chipman  reported,  from  the  joint  commit- 
tee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had 
nothing  further  to  communicate  to  Congress,  ex- 
cept what  might  result  from  the  last  enrolled  bill 
now  under  his  consideration. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  therewith ;  and  that  the 
Senate,  having  finished  the  Legislative  business 
before  them,  are  about  to  adjourn. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  having  fin- 
ished the  business  before  them,  are  about  to  ad- 
journ to  the  first  Monday  in  December  next. 

The,  Senate  then  went  into  the  consideration  of 
Executive  business — after  which, 

The  President  declared  the  Senate,  so  far  as 
respects  its  Legislative  functions,  adjourned  to  the 
time  by  the  Constitution  prescribed ;  and,  in  its 
Executive  capacity,  until  to-morrow  morning  at 
o'clock. 


EXECUTIVE  SESSION. 


Tuesday,  July  17,  1798. 

Agreeably  to  the  adjournment  of  yesterday,  as 
stated  at  large  in  the  Legislative  proceedings,  the 
Senate  assembled. 

present  : 

Theodore  Sedgwick,  President  pro  tempore, 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts ; 

Benjamin  Goodhue,  from  Massachusetts ; 

Nathaniel  Chipman,  from  Vermont ; 

James  Hillary  and  Uriah  Tracy,  from  Con- 
necticut ; 

Theodore  Foster  and  Ray  Greene,  from 
Rhode  Island ; 

John  Laurance  and  William  North,  from 
New  York ; 

John  Rdtherpurd,  from  New  Jersey ; 

William  Bingham,  from  Pennsylvania ; 

Henry  Latimer,  from  Delaware ; 

John  E.  Howard,  from  Maryland  ; 

Henry  Tazewell,  from  Virginia ; 

John  Brown,  from  Kentucky ; 

Joseph  Anderson,  from  Tennessee ; 

Alexander  Martin,  from  North  Carolina; 

Jacob  Read,  from  South  Carolina. 

Ordered,  That  the  following  summons,  directed 
to  the  Senators  of  the  United  States,  respectively, 
be  entered  on  the  Journals : 


The  President  of  the  United  States  to 
for  the  State  of 


-» Senatsr 


Certain  matters  touching  the  public  good,  requiring 
that  the  session  of  the  Senate,  for  Executive  business, 
should  be  continued,  and  that  the  members  thereof 
should  convene  on  Tuesday,  the  17th  day  of  July,inst, 
you  are  desired  to  attend  at  the  Senate  Chamber,  in 
Philadelphia,  on  that  day,  at  ten  o'clock  in  the  forenoon, 
then  and  there  to  receive  and  deliberate  on  such  com- 
munications as  shall  be  made  to  you  on  my  part 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Ukitkd  8tatis,  July  16,  1798. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  nomina- 
tions of  the  Commissioners,  under  an  act  of  Con- 
gress, passed  in  the  present  session,  to  provide  for 
the  valuation  of  lands  and  houses,  and  tor  the  enu- 
meration of  slaves,  as  contained  in  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  16th  in- 
stant.   Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointments,  agreeably  to  the  nominations, 
respectively. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  Mes-    ' 
sage  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the 
16th  instant,  and  the  nominations  contained  there*    j 
in,  of  Jonathan  Dayton  and  William  Ward  Bur- 
rows, respectively,  to  office. 

Resolved,  That  the  consideration  of  the  nomi-    i 
nation  of  Jonathan  Dayton  be  postponed. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  advise  and  con- 
sent  to  the  appointment  of  William  Ward  Bur- 
rows, agreeably  to  the  nomination. 


621 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


622 


July,  1798.] 


Proceedings. 


[Senate. 


Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
Domination  of  u  Daniel  McNeal,  to  be  a  captain  in 
the  nary,  to  take  rank  from  the  5th  of  June,  1798," 
as  contained  in  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  of  the  13th  instant. 

Mr.  North,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
consider  this  Message,  made  a  report : 

"  That  it  appeared  from  a  conversation  which  the 
committee  had  with  the  President,  that  he  considered 
that  part  of  his  communication,  which  relates  to  Cap- 
tain Neal's  taking  rank  from  the  5th  of  June  last,  mere- 
ly at  a  memorandum.  That  he  was  exclusively  invest- 
ed with  the  power  of  settling  the  rank  of  officers,  on 
their  receiving  appointments  from  the  Senate ;  and  that 
the  insertion  of  the  time  from  which  Captain  Neal  is  to 
take  rank,  is  not  binding  on,  or  of  consequence  to  the 
8enate,  and  therefore  may,  or  may  not,  be  acted  upon 
by  that  body,  or  inserted  in  their  Journals,  at  their  plea- 
sure." 

On  motion  to  divide  the  question  on  the  nomi- 
nation of  Daniel  McNeal,  to  the  word  "  navy,"  in- 
clusive ; 

The  question  of  order  was  called  for,  which  was 
by  the  President  submitted  to  the  Senate,  who  de- 
termined that#the  divison  of  it  is  in  order. 

And,  on  motion  to  agree  to  the  first  division  of 
the  question,  as  above  stated,  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative. 

On  motion,  to  agree  to  the  subsequent  division 
of  the  question,  to  wit :  "  to  take  rank  from  the 
5th  of  June,  1798;"  it  was  determined  in  tne 
negative. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  appointment  of  '*  Daniel  McNeal,  to 
be  a  captain  in  the  navy." 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

On  motion,  to  advise  and  consent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  "  Thomas  Williams,  of  Virginia,  also  to 
be  a  captain  in  the  navy,"  agreeably  to  the  nomi- 
nation of  the  13th  instant  it  was  determined  in 
the  affirmative. 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  do  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  appointment  of  Thomas  Williams,  of 
Virginia,  to  be  a  captain  in  the  navy. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 


Wednesday,  July  18. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate: 

Believing  that  the  letter  received  this  morning  from 
General  Washington,  will  give  high  satisfaction  to  the 
Senate,  I  transmit  them  a  copy  of  it,  and  congratulate 
them  and  the  public  on  this  great  event — the  General's 
acceptance  of  bis  appointment  as  Lieutenant  General 
and  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Ujtitxd  States,  July  17,  1798. 

Mouht  Vxbhok,  July  13,  1798. 
Diab  Sim :  I  had  the  honor,  on  the-  evening  of  the 
Uth  instant,  to  receive  from  the  hands  of  the  Secreta- 


ry of  War,  your  favor  of  the  7th,  announcing  that  you 
had,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  ap- 
pointed me  "  Lieutenant  General  and  Commander-in- 
Chief  of  all  the  armies  raised  or  to  he  raised  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States. 

I  cannot  express  how  greatly  affected  I  am  at  this 
new  proof  of  public  confidence,  and  the  highly  flatter- 
ing manner  in  which  you  have  been  pleased  to  make 
the  communication ;  at  the  same  time  I  must  not  con- 
ceal from  you  my  earnest  wish  that  the  choice  had 
fallen  upon  a  man  less  declined  in  years,  and  better 
qualified  to  encounter  the  usual  vicissitudes  of  war. 

You  know,  sir,  what  calculation  I  had  made  relative 
to  the  probable  course  of  events  on  my  retiring  from 
office,  and  the  determination  I  had  consoled  myself 
with,  of  closing  the  remnant  of  my  days  in  my  present 
peaceful  abode ;  you  will,  therefore,  be  at  no  loss  to 
conceive  and  appreciate  the  sensations  I  must  have  ex- 
perienced to  bring  my  mind  to  any  conclusion  that 
would  pledge  me,  at  so  late  a  period  of  life,  to  leave 
scenes  I  sincerely  love,  to  enter  upon  the  boundless 
field  of  public  action,  incessant  trouble,  and  high  re- 
sponsibility. 

It  was  not  possible  for  me  to  remain  ignorant  of,  or 
indifferent  to,  recent  transactions.  The  conduct  of  the 
Directory  of  France  towards  our  country ;  their  insidi- 
ous hostility  to  its  Government ;  their  various  practices 
to  withdraw  the  affections  of  the  people  from  it ;  the 
evident  tendency  of  their  acts  and  those  of  their  agents 
to  countenance  and  invigorate  opposition ;  their  dis- 
regard of  solemn  treaties  and  the  laws  of  nations ;  their 
war  upon  our  defenceless  commerce ;  their  treatment 
of  our  ministers  of  peace ;  and  their  demands,  amount- 
ing to  tribute ;  could  not  mil  to  excite  in  me  corres- 
ponding sentiments  with  those  my  countrymen  have 
so  generally  expressed  in  their  affectionate  addresses  to 
you.  Believe  me,  sir,  no  one  can  more  cordially  ap- 
prove of  the  wise  and  prudent  measures  of  your  Ad- 
ministration. They  ought  to  inspire  universal  confi- 
dence; and  will,  no  doubt,  combined  with  the  state  of 
things,  call  from  Congress  such  laws  and  means  as 
will  enable  you  to  meet  the  full  force  and  extent  of  the 
crisis. 

Satisfied,  therefore,  that  you  have  sincerely  wished 
and  endeavored  to  avert  war,  and  exhausted,  to  the  last 
drop,  the  cup  of  reconciliation,  we  can  with  pure  hearts 
appeal  to  Heaven  for  the  justice  of  our  cause,  and  may 
confidently  trust  the  final  result  to  that  kind  Provi- 
dence who  has  heretofore,  and  so  often,  signally  favor- 
ed the  people  of  these  United  States. 

Thinking  in  this  manner,  and  feeling  how  incum- 
bent it  is  upon  every  person,  of  every  description,  to 
contribute  at  all  times  to  his  country's  welfare,  and  es- 
pecially in  a  moment  like  the  present,  when  every 
thing  we  hold  dear  and  sacred  is  so  seriously  threatened, 
I  have  finally  determined  to  accept  the  commission  of 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Armies  of  the  United  States ; 
with  the  reserve  only  that  I  shall  not  be  called  into  the 
field  until  the  Army  is  in  a  situation  to  require  my  pre- 
sence, or  it  becomes  indispensable  by  the  urgency  of 
circumstances. 

In  making  this  reservation,  I  beg  it  to  be  understood, 
that  I  do  not  mean  to  withhold  any  assistance  to  ar- 
range and  organize  the  Army,  which  you  may  think  I 
can  afford.  I  take  the  liberty  also  to  mention,  that  I 
must  decline  having  my  acceptance  considered  as  draw- 
ing after  it  any  immediate  charge  upon  the  public,  or 
that  I  can  receive  any  emoluments  annexed  to  the  ap- 


023 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


624 


Senate.] 


Proceedings. 


[July,  1798. 


pbintment,  before  entering  into  a  situation  to  incur  ex- 
pense. 

The  Secretary  of  War  being  anxious  to  return  to 
the  seat  of  Government,  I  have  detained  him  no  longer 
than  was  necessary  to  a  full  communication  upon  the 
several  points  he  had  in  charge. 

With  very  great  respect  and  consideration,  I  have 
the  honor  to  be,  dear  sir,  your  most  obedient  and  hum- 
ble servant, 

G.  WASHINGTON. 

Johk  Adavs,  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Message  and  letter  were  read,  and  five  hun- 
dred copies  thereof  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  tne  Senate.  . 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate: 

I  nominate  Alexander  Hamilton,  of  New  York,  to  be 
Inspector  General  of  the  Army,  with  the  rank  of  Major 
General. 

Charles  Cotesworth  Pinckney,  of  South  Carolina,  to 
be  a  Major  General. 

Henry  Knox,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be  a  Major  Gen- 
eral. 

Henry  Lee,  of  Virginia,  to  be  a  Major  General  of  the 
Provisional  Army. 

*  Edward  Hand,  of  Pennsylvania,  to  be  a  Major  Gen- 
eral of  the  Provisional  Army. 

John  Brooks,  of  Massachusetts,  to  be  a  Brigadier 
General. 

William  Washington,  of  South  Carolina,  to  be  a 
Brigadier  General. 

Jonathan  Dayton,  of  New  Jersey,  to  be  a  Brigadier 
General. 

William  Stevens  8mith,  of  New  York,  to  be  Adju- 
tant General,  with  the  rank  of  Brigadier  General. 

Ebenezer  Huntington,  of  Connecticut,  to  be  a  Briga- 
dier General  of  the  Provisional  Army. 

Anthony  Walton  White,  to  be  a  Brigadier  General 
of  the  Provisional  Army. 

William  Hichison  Davie,  of  North  Carolina,  to  be  a 
Brigadier  General  of  the  Provisonal  Army. 

John  Sevier,  of  Tennessee,  to  be  a  Brigadier  Gene- 
ral of  the  Provisional  Army. 

James  Craik,  of  Virginia,  to  be  Physician  General  of 

the  Army. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
July  18,  1798. 

•       The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate: 

I  nominate  William  Winder,  of  Maryland,  to  be  Ac- 
countant of  the  Navy.  JOHN  ADAMS. 
July  18,  1798. 


The  Message  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  for 
consideration. 


Thursday,  July  19. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  18th 
instant,  and  the  nomination  contained  therein,  of 
William  Winder,  to  office.    Whereupon, 

Resolved,  That  they  do  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointment,  agreeably  to  the  nomination. 

Ordered.  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  18th 
instant,  and  the  nominations  contained  therein,  of 
Alexander  Hamilton,  and  others,  to  military  ap- 
pointments.   Whereupon, 

Resolved^  That  they  do  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointments,  agreeably  to  the  nominations, 
respectively ;  except  to  that  of  William  Stevens 
Smith,  of  New  York,  to  be  Adjutant  General,  with 
the  rank  of  Brigadier  General,  to  which  they  do 
not  advise  and  consent. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Ordered^  That  Mr.  Bingham  and  Mr.  Laurance 
be  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  notify  him,  that,  having  finished 
the  Executive  business  before  them,  they  are  ready 
to  adjourn,  unless  he  may  have  any  further  mat- 
ters for  their  consideration. 

Mr.  Bingham  reported,  from  the  committee  last 
mentioned,  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
informed  them  that  he  had  a  further  communica- 
tion to  make  to  the  Senate.  , 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  .* 

I  nominate  William  North,  of  New  York,  to  be  Ad- 
jutant General  of  the  Army,  with  the  rank  of  Brigadier 
General. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Ukitxd  States,  July  19,  1798. 

The  Message  was  read. 

On  motion,  it  was  agreed,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, to  dispense  with  the  rule,  and  that  the  said 
nomination  be  now  considered.    Whereupon. 

Resolvedt  That  they  do  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointment,  agreeably  to  the  nomination. 

Ordered,  That  tne  Secretary  lay  this  resolution 
before  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Where- 
upon, 

The  President  adjourned  the  Senate  to  the  first 
Monday  in  December  next,  to  meet  in  this  place. 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

AT  THE  8EGOND  8E8SION  OP  THE  FIFTH  C0NGRE88,  BEGUN   AT  THE   CITY  OF 

PHILADELPHIA,  MONDAY,  NOVEMBER  13,  1797. 


Monday,  November  13, 1797. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  Congress,  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives assembled  in  their  Chamber,  and  the  follow- 
ing members  answered  to  their  names,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire. — Abiel  Foster. 

From  Massachusetts. — Stephen  Bullock,  Sa- 
muel Ltman,  John  Reed,  William  Shepard, 
George  Thatcher,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  and  Pe- 
leo  Wadsworth. 

From  Connecticut, — John  Allen.  Joshua 
Coit,  Roger  Griswold,  and  Nathaniel  Smith. 

From  New  York. — Lucas  Elmendorph,  Hen- 
ry Glen,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Hezekiah  L. 
Hosmer,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  John  Wil- 
liams. 

From  New  Jersey. — Jonathan  Dayton, (Speak- 
er,) and  Thomas  Sinnickson. 

From  Pennsylvania. — John  Chapman,  Albert 
Gallatin,  Thomas  Hartley,  and  John  Swan- 
wick. 

From  Maryland. — George  Baer,  junior,  Wil- 
liam Craik,  George  Dent,  and  Richard  Sprigq, 
junior. 

From  Virginia. — John  Dawson,  D.  Holmes, 
James  Machir,  Daniel  Morgan,  and  Anthony 
New. 

North  Carolina. — Matthew  Locke,  Nathan- 
iel Macon,  and  Richard  Stanford. 

South  Carolina. — Robert  Goodloe  Harper, 
and  John  Rutledge,  junior. 

Several  new  members,  to  wit :  Isaac  Parker, 
from  Massachusetts ;  Thomas  Tillinghast,  re- 
turned to  serve  as  a  member  of  this  House,  for  the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  the  room  of  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  who  has  resigned  his  seat ;  and  William 
Edmond.  returned  to  serve  in  this  House,  as  a 
member  for  Connecticut,  in  the  room  of  James 
Davenport,  deceased,  appeared,  produced  their  cre- 
dentials, and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

But  a  quorum  of  the  whole  number  not  being 
present,  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  eleven  o'clock. 


as;  from  Delaware,  James  A.  Bayard;  from 
Virginia,  Richard  Brent  ;  from  North  Carolina, 
Robert  Williams  ;  from  South  Carolina,  Wil- 
liam Smith  ;  and  from  Georgia,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

But  a  quorum  of  the  whole  number  not  being 
present,  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  eleven  o'clock. 


Tuesday,  November  14. 

Several  other  members,'  to  wit :  from  Massachu- 
setts. Harrison  G.  Otis;  from  Rhode  Island, 
Christopher  G.  Champlin  ;  from  Connecticut, 
Samuel  W.  Dana  and  Chauncey  Goodrich  ; 
from  Vermont,  Matthew  Lyon  ;  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, Blair  McCLENACHANand  Richard  Thom- 


Wednesday,  November  15. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New  Jer- 
sey, James  H.  Imlay  ;  from  Pennsylvania.  Wil-. 
liam  Findley;  and  from  Maryland,  William 
Hindman,  appeared,  and  took  tneir  seats  in  the 
House.  • 

And  a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number,  being  present,  the  oath  to  support 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  admin- 
istered, by  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  following  new 
members,  to  wit : 

I8AA0  Parker,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  and 
William  Edmond,  who  took  their  seats  in  the 
House  on  Monday  last. 

A  message  was  then  sent  to  the  Senate,  to  in- 
form them  that  a  quorum  of  the  House  is  assem- 
bled, and  were  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 

On  motion,  Oraered\  That  the  Clerk  of  this 
House  cause  the  members  to  be  furnished,  during 
the  present  session,  with  three  newspapers,  such  as 
the  members,  respectively,  shall  choose,  to  be  de- 
livered at  their  lodgings ;  provided  they  do  not  ex- 
ceed the  price  at  which  subscribers  are  furnished 
with  them. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Revisal  and 
Unfinished  Business  be  appointed,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Rules  and  Orders  of  the  House : 

And  a  committee  was  appointed,  of  Mr.  Macon, 
Mr.  Lyman,  and  Mr.  Havens. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  eleven  o'clock. 

Thursday,  November  16. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Vermont 
Lewis  R.  Morris;  from  New  York,  James 
Cochran,  and  Edward  Livingston  ;  from  Vir- 

finia,  Matthew  Clay,  Thomas  Evans,  Walter 
ones,  Abram  Trigg,  and  John  Trigg  ;  and  from 
North  Carolina,  William  Barry  Grove,  appear- 
ed, and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  eleven  o'clock. 
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Encouragement  of  the  Arts. 


[November,  1797. 


Friday,  November  17. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New  Jersey, 
Mark  Thomson  ;  and  from  Pennsylvania,  John 
A.  Hanna,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Elections  be 
appointed,  pursuant  to  tl\e  Standing  Rules  and 
Orders  of  the  House : 

And  a  committee  was  appointed,  of  Mr.  Coit, 
Mr.  Varnom,  Mr.  John  Willi AMS^Mr.  Hartley, 
Mr.  Dent,  Mr.  Baldwin,  and  Mr.  Evans. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned  until  Monday 
morning,  eleven  o'clock. 


Monday,  November  20. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
Hampshire.  Jonathan  Freeman  and  William 
Gordon  ;  from  New  Jersey,  James  Scbureman  ; 
from  Maryland,  William  Matthews  ;  and  from 
Virginia,  Abraham  Venable.  appeared,  and  took 
their  seats  in  the  House. 

The  House  did  not  form  a  quorum  for  some 
time  after  the  Speaker  had  taken  the  Chair ;  when 
it  was  formed, 

*  Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal  and 
Unfinished  Business,  made  a  report  in  part ;  which 
being  read,  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  members.  f* 

The  House  having  sat  for  a  considerable  time 
without  business,  and  the  Speaker  having  declared 
there  was  none  before  it, 

Mr.  New  said,  as  he  understood  there  was  not 
yet  a  quorum  in  the  Senate,  he  should  move  that 
the  House  adjourn. 

The  motion  was  carried,  and  the  House  ad- 
journed accordingly. 


Tuesday  November  21. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Massa- 
chusetts, Dwioht  Foster  ;  from  New  York,  Phi- 
lip Van  Cortlandt  ;  and  from  Virginia,  Carter 
B.  Harrison,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in 
the  House. 

Mr.  Coit,  from  the  Committee  of  Elections, 
made  a  report  that  the  newly  returned  members 
were  entitled  to  their  seats. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  as  he  understood  the  late 
Committee  of  Claims  was  not  now  in  existence, 
he  should  move  for  the  appointment  of  such  a 
committee. 

The  motion  was  carried,  and  a  committee  of 
seven  members  were  appointed,  viz :  Messrs. 
Dwioht  Foster,  Coit,  Thomson,  Hanna,  Baer, 
Jones,  and  Stanford. 

Mr.  Livingston  moved  that  a  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  be  also  appointed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of 
seven  members  appointed,  viz:  Messrs.  Living- 
ston, Champlin,  Griswold,  Schuremam,  Swan- 
wick,  Grove,  and  Dent. 

After  the  reception  and  disposition  of  several 
private  memorials,  the  House  adjourned. 


Wednesday,  November  22. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, David  Bard,  and  Samuel  Sitgreaves.  ap- 
peared and  took  their  seats. 
I  A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming tbe  House  that  the  Senate  had  formed  a 
quorum,  and  that  they  had  elected  Mf .  Read  as 
President  pro  tern. 

Mr.  Williams  moved  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed, jointly  with  one  to  be  appointed  bv  the 
Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  to  inform  bim  that  quorums  of  both  Houses 
are  assembled,  and  are  ready  to  receive  any  com- 
munications which  he  may  think  proper  to  make 
to  them. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  Messrs.  Ons, 
Rutledge,  and  Dawson,  were  appointed  a  com- 
mittee for  the  purpose. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  concurred  with  them 
in  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  wait  on  the 
President,  and  that  they  had  appointed  Messrs. 
Bingham  and  Tracy,  a  committee  on  their  part. 

Subsequently,  the  committee  reported  that  they 
had  performed  the  service,  and  that  the  President 
had  signified  that  he  would  meet  both  Houses  in 
the  Representatives'  Chamber  to-morrow  at  12 
o'clock. 

CUSTOM-HOUSE  REGULATIONS. 

Mr.  Rutledge  presented  a  memorial  from  the 
merchants  of  Charleston,  complaining  of  the  ope- 
ration of  the  law  for  the  regulation  oithe  custom- 
house at  that  place,  by  which  the  collector  is  to 
.cause  to  be  weighed  by  his  own  officers,  all  goods 
and  wares  imported,  which  were  heretofore  weigh- 
ed by  the  proprietors  of  the  wharves,  who  kept 
persons  for  the  purpose,  and  which  added  consid- 
erably to  the  value  of  the  private  property  of  the 
individuals  owning  the  said  wharves.  They  state 
this  grievance  to  have  put  them  to  great  inconve- 
nience, and  pray  for  redress.  Referred  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

ENCOURAGEMENT  OF  THE  ARTS. 

Mr.  Coit  observed  that  there  were,  in  his 
opinion,  some  inconsistencies  in  the  act  for  the 
encouragement  and  protection  of  the  useful  arts. 
By  this  act,  any  person  swearing  that  he  is  the 
inventor  of  any  improvement,  and  paying  the 
expense  of  the  patent,  may  obtain  one ;  and  if  any 

Eerson  infringes  it,  he  has  his  remedy  by  suing 
im.  The  general  scope  of  the  act  did  not  go  to 
define  who  was  the  real  inventor j  this  was  left  to 
be  determined.  In  the  former  act  on  this  subject, 
certain  of  the  Heads  of  Departments  were  to  deter- 
mine whether  any  object  proposed  for  a  patent 
was  really  a  new  invention.  In  looking  further 
into  the  act  he  found  two  clauses  which  he  thought 
inconsistent  with  the  general  tenor  of  the  law, 
[these  he  read,]  and  therefore  moved  that  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and  if 
any,  what  alterations  are  necessary  to  be  made  in 
the  said  act.  Agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of  three 
members  appointed. 
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BENJAMIN  WELL8. 

Mr.  Finolet  presented  the  memorial  of  Benja- 
min Wells,  collector  of  revenue  for  the  fourth  sur- 
rey of  the  district  of  Pennsylvania,  who  states 
that  in  the  years  1791,  1792,  1793.  and  1794,  and 
particularly  in  the  last  year,  he  had  been  greatly 
obstructed  in  the  performance  of  his  duty  by  per- 
sons opposed  to  tne  laws  which  he  had  to  exe- 
cute, by  which  he  had  experienced  considerable 
loss  and  injury.  He  acknowledges  having  received 
from  the  commissioners,  in  pursuance  of  the  act 
passed  on  this  subject,  upwards  of  eight  hundred 
dollars,  but  this  sum  being  inadequate  to  his  com- 
pensation, he  prays  for  further  relief. 

Mr.  F.  moved  that  this  memorial;  being  a  sin- 
gular case,  and  the  petitioner  being  in  town  wait- 
ing the  issue  of  his  application,  should  be  referred 
to  a  select  committee.  This  motion  was  second- 
ed by  Mr.  Hartley,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  Coit 
and  Macon,  who  were  of  opinion  that  the  subject 
would  come  properly  under  the  cognizance  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  and  that  it  was  desirable, 
in  order  to  preserve  a  uniformity  in  their  proceed- 
ings, to  have  this  and  all  other  claims,  referred  to 
the  standing  committee.  Mr.  Macon  therefore 
moved  that  this  petition  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims ;  but,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hartley,  both  motions  were  withdrawn,  and  the 
petition  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Findlby  gave  notice  he  should  call  it  up 
to-morrow. 

UNFINISHED  BU8INESS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business 
was  taken  up,  and  the  following  resolution  having 
been  read,  was  agreed  to : 

"  Resolved,  That  all  petitions  depending  and  unde- 
cided upon  at  the  second  session  of  the  fourth  Congress, 
tod  tt  the  last  session,  ought  to  be  taken  up  and  acted 
upon  by  the  House,  as  the  same  may  be*  called  for  by 
tny  member,  or  upon  the  application  of  the  individual 
claimant  or  petitioner." 

Mr.  Harper  then  observed,  that  amongst  the 
unfinished  businessT  there  was  a  report  on  the  pe- 
tition of  Henry  Hill,  which  was  favorable  to  the 
petitioner.  He  wished,  as  the  business  had  been 
long  before  the  House,  to  have  it  early  decided 
apon,  and  would  move,  therefore,  that  it  be  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
Agreed  to,  and  made  the  order  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  amongst  the  unfinished 
business,  he  found  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  refugees 
from  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia.  He  wished  it  to 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Agreed 
to,  and  made  the  order  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper  observed,  that  towards  the  close 
of  the  last  session,  a  very  distressing  case  was 
brought  before  the  House,  and  postponed  for  want 
of  time;  he  meant  that  of  Antonia  Carmichael, 
widow  of  William  Carmichael.  He  moved  that 
the  report  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
Agreed  to,  and  made  the  order  for  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  there  was  a  report  of  a 
select  committee  on  the  operation  of  the  act  for 
the  relief  and  protection  of  American  seamen, 


which  included  the  subject  of  an  establishment  of 
a  marine  hospital,  and  other  important  matters. 
He  wished  this  subject  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole.  Agreed  to,  and  made  the  order  for 
Tuesday, 

Several  other  reports  were  moved  for,  and  simi- 
larly disposed  of. 

Mr.  Venable  thought  it  not  right  that  business 
which  was  perfectly  new  to  many  members  should 
be  thus  referred  to  Committees  of  the  Whole. 
He  did  not  think  the  resolution  of  the  Committee 
of  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business  went  so  far. 
He  thought  that  it  meant  only  that  the  petitions 
and  reports  should  be  taken  up  and  read,  and  then 
disposed  of  as  the  House  should  think  proper. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  the  order  taken  was 
agreeable  to  the  reported  resolution  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business,  which 
had  been  agreed  to. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  agreed  to  a  reso- 
lution tor  the  appointment  of  two  Chaplains,  one 
for  each  House,  to  interchange  weekly ;  and  that 
they  had  appointed  on  their  part  the  Right  Rev- 
erend Bishop  White.  * 


Thursday,  November  23. 

Two  new  members,  to  wit:  William  C.  C.1 
Claiborne,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee;  and 
Thomas  Pinckney,  returned  to  serve  as  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House  for  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
in  the  room  of  William  Smith,  appointed  Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  to  the 
Court  of  Lisbon,  appeared,  produced  their  creden- 
tials, and  took  their  seats  in  the  House ;  the  oath 
to  support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
being  first  administered  to  them  by  Mr.  Speaker, 
according  to  law. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Virginia, 
Thomas  Claiborne  and  John  Clopton,  appear- 
ed, and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

PRESIDENT'S  8PEECH. 

The  hour  of  twelve  being  near  at  hand,  the 
Speaker  announced  it,  and  a  message  was  sent  to 
the  Senate  to  inform  them  that  they  were  met, 
and  ready  to  receive  the  communications  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  his 
appointment. 

The  members  of  the  Senate  attended  accord- 
ingly, and  about  a  quarter  after  twelve  the  Presi- 
dent op  the  United  States  (after  visiting  the 
Senate  Chamber)  entered  the  House,  accompanied 
by  bis  Secretary  and  the  Heads  of  Departments, 
and,  being  seated,  rose  and  delivered  the  follow- 
ing Address : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .• 
I  was  for  some  time  apprehensive  that  it  would  be 
necessary,  on  account  of  the  contagious  sickness  which 
afflicted  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  to  convene  the  Na- 
tional Legislature  at  some  other  place.  This  measure 
it  was  desirable  to  avoid,  because  it  would  occasion 
much  public  inconvenience,  and  a  considerable  pub- 
lic expense,  and   add  to  the  calamities  of  the  in- 
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habitants  of  this  city,  whoae  sufferings  must  have  ex- 
cited the  sympathy  of  all  their  fellow-citisens.  There- 
fore, after  taking  measures  to  ascertain  the  state  and 
decline  of  the  sickness,  I  postponed  my  determination, 
having  hopes,  now  happily  realized,  that,  without  haz- 
ard to  the  lives  or  health  -of  the  members,  Congress 
might  assemble  at  this  place,  where  it  was  next  by  law 
to  meet.  I  submit,  however,  to  your  consideration, 
whether  a  power  to  postpone  the  meeting  of  Congress, 
without  passing  the  time  fixed  by  the  Constitution, 
upon  such  occasions,  would  not  be  a  useful  amendment 
to  the  law  of  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
four. 

Al&ough  I  cannot  yet  congratulate  you  on  the  re-es- 
tablishment of  peace  in  Europe,  and  the  restoration  of  se- 
curity to  the  persons  and  properties  of  our  citizens  from 
injustice  and  violence  at  sea,  we  have  nevertheless 
abundant  cause  of  gratitude  to  the  Source  of  Benevo- 
lence and  Influence,  for  interior  tranquillity  and  person- 
al security,  for  propitious  seasons,  prosperous  agricul- 
ture, productive  fisheries,  and  general  improvements ; 
and,  above  all,  for  a  rational  spirit  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty,  and  a  calm,  but  steady  determination  to  sup 
port  our  sovereignty,  as  well  as  our  moral  and  religious 
principles,  against  all  open  and  secret  attacks. 

Our  Envoys  Extraordinary  to  the  French  Republic 
embarked,  one  in  July,  the  other  early  in  August,  to 
join  their  colleague  in  Holland.  I  have  received  intel- 
ligence of  the  arrival  of  both  of  them  in  Holland,  from 
whence  they  all  proceeded  on  their  journey  to  Paris, 
within  a  few  days  of  the  nineteenth  of  September. 
Whatever  may  be  the  result  of  this  mission,  I  trust  that 
nothing  will  have  been  omitted  on  my  part,  to  conduct 
the  negotiation  to  a  successful  conclusion,  on  such  equita- 
.  ble  terms  as  may  be  compatible  with  the  safety,  honor,  and 
interests  of  the  United  States.  Nothing,  in  the  mean- 
time, will  contribute  so  much  to  the  preservation  of 
peace,  and  the  attainment  of  justice,  as  a  manifestation 
of  that  energy  and  unanimity  of  which,  on  many  for- 
mer occasions,  the  people  of  the  United  States  have 
given  such  memorable  proofs,  and  the  exertion  of  those 
resources  for  national  defence,  which  a  beneficent  Pro- 
vidence has  kindly  placed  within  their  power. 

It  may  be  confidently  asserted,  that  nothing  has  oc- 
curred since  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  which  ren- 
ders inexpedient  those  precautionary  measures  recom- 
mended by  me  to  the  consideration  of  the  two  Houses, 
at  the  opening  of  your  late  extraordinary  session.  If 
that  system  was  then  prudent,  it  is  more  so  now,  as  in- 
creasing depredations  strengthen  the  reasons  for  its 
adoption. 

Indeed,  whatever  may  be  the  issue  of  the  negotiation 
with  France,  and  whether  the  war  in  Europe  is  or  is 
not  to  continue,  I  hold  it  most  certain  that  perfect  tran- 
quillity and  order  will  not  soon  be  obtained.  The  state 
of  society  has  so  long  been  disturbed;  the  sense  of 
moral  and  religious  obligations  so  much  weakened; 
public  faith  and  national  henor  have  been  so  impaired ; 
respect  to  treaties  has  been  so  diminished,  and  the  law  of 
nations  has  lost  so  much  of  its  force ;  while  pride,  am- 
bition, avarice,  and  violence,  have  been  so  long  unre 
strained,  there  remains  no  reasonable  ground  on  which 
to  raise  an  expectation,  that  a  commerce,  without  pro- 
tection or  defence,  will  not  be  plundered. 

The  commerce  of  the  United  8tates  is  essential,  if  not 
to  their  existence,  at  least  to  their  comfort,  their  growth, 
prosperity,  and  happiness.     The  genius,  character,  and 
habits  of  the  people  are  highly  commercial ;  their  cities  I 
have  been  founded,  and  exist,  upon  commerce;  our  j 


agriculture,  fineries,  arts,  and  manufactures,  are  con- 
nected  with  and  depend  upon  it  ?  in  abort,  commerce 
has  made  this  country  what  it  is,  and  it  cannot  be 
destroyed  or  neglected  without  involving  the  people  in 
poverty  and  distress;  great  numbers  are  directly  tad 
solely  supported  by  navigation — the  faith  of  society  is 
pledged  for  the  preservation  of  the  rights  of  commercial, 
and  seafaring,  no  less  than  of  the  other  citizens.  Under 
this  view  of  our  affairs,  I  should  hold  myself  guilty  oft 
neglect  of  duty,  if  I  forebore  to  recommend  that  we 
should  make  every  exertion  to  protect  our  commerce, 
and  to  place  our  country  in  a  suitable  posture  of  defence, 
as  the  only  sure  means  of  preserving  both. 

I  have  entertained  an  expectation,  that  it  would  hive 
been  in  my  power,  at  the  opening  of  this  session,  to 
have  communicated  to  you  the  agreeable  information  of 
the  due  execution  of  our  treaty  with  His  Catholic  Ma- 
jesty, respecting  the  withdrawing  of  his  troops  from  our 
territory,  and  the  demarkation  of  the  line  of  limits ;  bat 
by  the  latest  authentic  intelligence,  Spanish  garrisons 
were  still  continued  within  the  limits  of  our  country, 
and  the  running  of  the  boundary  line  had  not  been  com- 
menced. These  circumstances  are  the  more  to  be  re- 
gretted, as  they  cannot  fail  to  affect  the  Indians  in  t 
manner  injurious  to  the  United  States ;  still,  howerer, 
indulging  the  hope  that  the  answers  which  have  been 
given,  will  remove  the  objections  offered  by  the  Spanish 
officers  to  the  immediate  execution  of  the  treaty,  I  hive 
judged  it  proper  that  we  should  continue  in  readiness  to 
receive  the  posts,  and  to  run  the  line  of  limits.  Farther 
information  on  this  subject  will  be  communicated  in  the 
course  of  the  session. 

In  connection  with  the  unpleasant  state  of  things  on 
our  western  frontier,  it  is  proper  for  me  to  mention  the 
attempts  of  foreign  agents  to  alienate  the  affections  of 
the  Indian  nations,  and  to  excite  them  to  actual  hostili- 
ties against  the  United  States ;  great  activity  has  been 
exerted  by  these  persons,  who  have  insinuated  them* 
selves  among  the  Indian  tribes,  residing  within  the 
territory  of  the  United  States,  to  influence  them,  to 
transfer  their  affections  and  force  to  a  foreign  nation,  to 
form  them  into  a  confederacy,  and  prepare  them  for  war, 
against  the  United  States. 

Although  measures  have  been  taken  to  counteract 
these  infractions  of  our  rights,  to  prevent  Indian  hostili- 
ties, and  to  preserve  their  attachment  to  the  United 
State*,  it  is  my  duty  to  observe,  that,  to  give  a  better 
effect  to  these  measures,  and  to  obviate  the  consequen- 
ces of  a  repetition  of  such  practices,  a  law,  providing 
adequate  punishment  for  such  offences,  may  be  necessary. 

The  Commissioners  appointed  under  the  fifth  article 
of  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation, 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  to  ascer- 
tain the  river,  which  was  truly  intended,  under  tin 
name  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  mentioned  in  the  Treaty  of 
Peace,  met  at  Passamaquoddy  Bay  in  October,  1796, 
and  viewed  the  mouths  of  the  rivers  in  question,  and 
the  adjacent  shores  and  islands;  and  being  of  opinion, 
that  actual  surreys  of  both  rivers  to  their  sources,  were 
necessary,  gave  the  agents  of  the  two  nations  instruc- 
tions for  that  purpose,  and  adjourned  to  meet  at  Boston  | 
in  August :  they  met ;  but  the  surveys,  requiring  more 
time  than  had  been  supposed,  and  not  being  then  com- 
pleted, the  Commissioners  again  adjourned  to  meet  at 
Providence,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  June  next,  | 
when  we  may  expect  a  final  examination  and  decision- 

The  Commissioners  appointed  in  pursuance  o(  tat 
sixth  article  of  the  treaty,  met  at  Philadelphia  in  May 
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list,  to  examine  the  claims  of  British  subjects,  for  debts 
contracted  before  the  peace,  and  still  remaining  due  to 
them,  from  citizens  or  inhabitants  of  the  United  States. 
Various  causes  have  hitherto  prevented  any  determina- 
tions ;  but  the  business  is  now  resumed,  and  doubtless 
will  be  prosecuted  without  interruption. 

Several  decisions  on  the  claims  of  the  citizens  of  the 
Drited  States,  for  losses,  and  damages,  sustained  by 
reason  of  irregular  and  illegal  captures,  or  condemna- 
tions, of  their  vessels  or  other  property,  have  been  made 
by  the  Commissioners  in  London,  conformably  to  the 
seventh  article  of  the  treaty ;  the  sums  awarded  by  the 
Commissioners  have  been  paid  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment; a  considerable  number  of  other  claims,  where 
costs  and  damages,  and  not  captured  property,  were  the 
on]j  objects  in  question,  have  been  decided  by  arbitra- 
tion, and  the  sums  awarded  to  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  have  also  been  paid. 

The  Commissioners  appointed  agreeably  to  the  21st 
article  of  our  Treaty  with  Spain,  met  at  Philadelphia 
in  the  Summer  past,  to  examine  and  decide  on  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  for  losses  they  have  sustained  in 
consequence  of  their  vessels  and  cargoes  having  been 
taken  by  the  subjects  of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  during 
the  late  war  between  Spain  and  France;  their  sittings 
have  been  interrupted,  but  are  now  resumed. 

The  United  States  being  obligated  to  make  compen- 
sation for  the  losses  and  damages  sustained  by  British 
■objects,  upon  the  award  of  the  Commissioners  acting 
under  the  sixth  article  of  the  Treaty  with  Great  Britain, 
and  for  the  losses  and  damages  sustained  by  British 
subjects,  by  reason  of  the  capture  of  their  vessels  and 
merchandise,  taken  within  the  limits  and  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  S  ates,  and  brought  into  their  ports,  or 
takeo  by  vessels  originally  armed  in  ports  of  the  United 
8tates,  upon  the  awards  of  the  Commissioners  acting 
under  the  seventh  article  of  the  same  treaty,  it  is  neces- 
nry  that  provision  be  made  for  fulfilling  these  obligations. 

The  numerous  captures  of  American  vessels  by  cruisers 
of  the  French  Republic,  and  of  some  by  those  of  Spain, 
have  occasio  ed  considerable  expenses,  in  making  and 
iQpporting  the  claims  of  our  citizens  before  their  tribunals. 
The  sums  required  for  this  purpose  have,  in  divers  in- 
stances, been  disbursed  by  the  Consuls  of  the  United 
States ;  by  means  of  the  same  captures,  great  numbers 
of  our  seamen  have  been  thrown  ashore  in  foreign 
countries,  destitute  of  all  means  of  subsistence,  and  the 
fick  in  particular  have  been  exposed  to  grievous  suffering. 

The  Consuls  have,  in  these  cases  also,  advanced 
moneys  for  their  relief;  for  these  advances  they  reasona- 
bly expect  reimbursements  from  the  United  States. 
The  Consular  act  relative  to  seamen  requires  revision 
and  amendment;  the  provisions  for  their  support  in 
foreign  countries,  and  for  their  return,  are  found  to  be 
inadequate,  and  ineffectual.  Another  provision  seems 
necessary  to  be  added  to  the  Consular  act ;  some  foreign 
▼easels  have  been  discovered  sailing  under  the  flag  of 
the  United  States,  and  with  forged  papers.  It  seldom 
happen*  that  the  Consuls  can  detect  this  deception,  be- 
cause they  have  no  authority  to  demand  an  inspection  of 
the  registers  and  sea-letters. 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  .* 

It  is  my  duty  to  recommend  to  your  serious  conside- 
ration those  objects  which,  by  the  Constitution,  are 
placed  particularly  within  your  sphere— the  national 
debt  and  taxes. 

Since  the  decay  of  the  feudal  system,  by  whioh  the 


public  defence  was  provided  for,  chiefly  at  the  expense 
of  individuals,  a  system  of  loans  has  been  introduced. 
And  as  no  nation  can  raise,  within  the  year,  by  taxes, 
sufficient  sums  for  its  defence,  and  military  operations  in 
time  of  war,  the  sums  loaned  and  debts  contracted  have 
necessarily  become  the  subjects  of  what  have  been  called 
funding  systems.  The  consequences  arisirg  from  the 
continued  accumulation  of  public  debts  in  other  coun- 
tries, ought  to  admonish  us  to  be  careful  to  prevent  their 
growth  in  our  own.  The  national  defence  must  be 
provided  for  as  well  as  the  support  of  Government ;  but 
both  should  be  accomplished,  as  much  as  possible,  by 
immediate  taxes,  and  as  little  as  possible  by  loans.  The 
estimates  for  the  services  for  the  ensuing  year  will,  by 
my  direction,  be  laid  before  you. 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .• 

We  are  met  together  at  a  most  interesting  period ; 
the  situations  of  the  principal  Powers  of  Europe  are 
singular  and  portentous:  connected  with  some  by 
treaties  and  with  all  by  commerce,  no  important  event 
there  can  be  indifferent  to  us ;  such  circumstances  call 
with  peculiar  importunity,  not  less  for  a  disposition  to 
unite  in  all  those  measures  on  which  the  honor,  safety, 
and  prosperity  of  our  country  depend,  than  for  all  the 
exertions  of  wisdom  and  firmness. 

In  all  such  measures  you  may  rely  on  my  zealous 
and  hearty  concurrence. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uiutzd  States,  November  23, 1797. 

Having  concluded  his  Speech,  and  delivered 
copies  of  it  to  the  President  pro  tern,  of  the  Senate, 
and  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, the  President  retired,  the  Speaker  resumed 
the  Chair,  and  the  House  being  come  to  order,  he, 
as  usual,  read  the  Speech  from  the  Chair.  This 
being  done,  on  motion,  it  was  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  and  made  the  order 
for  to-morrow.    It  was  ordered  also  to  be  printed. 

CHAPLAIN  TO  THE  HOU8E. 

Mr.  Williams  observed  it  was  not  usual  to 
attend  to  much  business  on  the  day  the  Speech 
was  delivered ;  but  he  should  wish  that  they  might 
take  up  the  resolution  of  the*  Senate  respecting  the 
appointment  of  Chaplains. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  resolve  of 
the  Senate  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Macon  objected  to  the  form  of  it.  If  they 
were  to  agree  to  a  resolution  of  this  kind,  he  hoped 
it  would  be  in  the  usual  form.  The  Senate,  with- 
out their  concurrence  to  the  resolution,  had  pro- 
ceeded to  elect  a  Chaplain,  which  was  contrary  to 
former  practice.  They  ought  first,  he  said,  to  have 
known  that  this  House  would  agree  to  have  Chap- 
lains before  they  had  proceeded  to  an  election. 
He  called  for  the  reading  of  the  former  resolution. 

Mr.  Williams  did  not  think  the  variation  ma- 
terial. 

Mr.  Venable  wished  to  have  the  question  divi- 
ded, as  the  resolution  and  election  were  two  dis- 
tinct things.  He  therefore  moved  to  strike  out  the 
latter  part. 

Mr.  Dwioht  FoflTER  saw  no  necessity  for  stri- 
king out  any  part  of  the  resolution.  It  might  very 
well  be  divided.    He  therefore  moved   that  the 
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sense  of  the  House  might  first  he  taken  on  the 
former  part.  . 

Mr.  Venable  consented,  and  the  first  part  was 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Williams  then  moved  that  the  House  pro- 
ceed to  the  election  of  a  Chaplain.    Agreed  to. 

The  Speaker  informing  the  House  that  a  pre- 
vious nomination  was  necessary. 

Mr.  Williams  nominated  tne  Rev.  Ashbel 
Green. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  was  directed  to  collect 
the  ballots,  and  Messrs.  Griswold  and  N.  Smith 
were  appointed  tellers. 

The  votes  being  examined,  Mr.  Griswold  re- 
ported the  result  to  be: 
For  Dr.  Green         -  -  -    54 

For  Dr.  Priestley    -  -  -      6 

For  Dr.  Blair  ....  -      3 

For  General  Williams    -  -  1 

For  Mr.  Ustick       -  -  -      1 

Dr.  Green  was  of  course  declared  duly  elected. 
After  reading  a  few  private  petitions  which  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims,  the  House 
adjourned. 


Friday,  November  24. 

ADDRE88  TO  THE  PRESIDENT. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  House  form  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  Speech  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  Mr.  Dent  was 
called  to  the  Chair.  The  Speech  having  been 
read  by  the  Chairman, 

Mr.  Harper  and  Mr.  Lyon  rose  together.  The 
Chairman  determining  the  former  to  have  tbe 
precedence, 

Mr.  Harper  observed  that  it  had  been  usual  for 
the  House  to  present  an  Address  in  answer  to  the 
communications  of  the  President.  He  said  he  had 
in  his  hand  the  resolution  which  had  heretofore 
been  adopted,  which  he  should  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  committee.  It  was  to  the  follow- 
ing effect :  • 

"Resohedy  That  a  respectful  Address  be  presented  by 
the  House  of  Representatives  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  in  answer  to  his  Speech  to  both  Houses 
of  Congress  at  the  commencement  of  the  present  ses- 
sion, containing  assurances  that  the  House  will  take 
into  consideration  the  various  and  important  matters 
recommended  to  their  attention." 

Mr.  Lyon  said  he  was  opposed  to  a  resolution 
of  this  kind.  He  had  risen  to  have  made  a  differ- 
ent one,  but  the  preference  had  been  given  to  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina.  He  wished  to 
get  rid  of  a  debate  of  ten  or  fourteen  days  about 
the  wording  of  an  Answer  to  the  President's 
Speech.  He  had  it  in  contemplation  to  have  re- 
turned an  Answer  directly  from  the  House,  by 
appointing  a  committee  to  inform  the  President 
they  were  ready  to  go  on  with  their  business ;  as 
he  wished  also  to  get  rid  of  the  troublesome  and 
greatly  derided  custom  of  turning  out  en  masse  to 
wait  upon  the  President  If  he  were  in  order,  he 
would  read  what  he  intended  to  hare  moved. 


The  Chairman  declaring  it  would  be  io  order 
to  read  the  proposition  in  his  place,  Mr.  Lyon  read 
as  follows: 

Resolved,  As  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  that  the 
various  subjects  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  Con- 
gress by  the   President  of  the  United  States,  in  his  j 
8peech  to  both  Houses  at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  session,  ought  to  be  taken  into  full  and  inature 
consideration  by  this  House,  and  proceeded  on  with 
that  due  attention  and  despatch  which  their  respective 
importance  and  a  just  regard  to  the  public  interest  may 
demand ;  and  that  a  committee  of members  be  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President,  and  in  the  name  of 
the  House  respectfully  to  assure  him  of  its  ready  co- 
operation with  the  other  Departments  of  Government, 
in  all  such  measures  as  may  be  deemed  advisable  for 
the  public  good,  and  to  promote  the  peace,  bappinen, 
and  welfare  of  the  United  8tates."  . 

Mr.  Harper  supposed  it  was  not  necessary  to 
use  any  arguments  to  show  the  propriety  of  adopt- 
ing the  same  resolution  which  had  hitherto  been 
thought  proper.  He  believed  the  occasions  for  in- 
novation sbould  be  evident  and  strong,  before  they 
were  resorted  to.  He  had  never  heard  any  reason, 
in  private  or  in  public,  for  departing  from  the  rule 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  their  predecessors. 
With  respect  to  the  propriety  of  this  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding, if  it  should  be  called  in  question,  he 
doubted  not  that  there  were  members  present  who 
would  show  that  it  was  proper,  and  bad  been 
adopted  after  serious  consideration ;  but  the  mode 
proposed  having  been  the  constant  practice  since 
tbe  adoption  of  the  present  Government,  was  i 
sufficient  reason  for  continuing  it.  The  gentleman 
from  Vermont  had  said,  to  it  was  a  very  trouble 
some  and  much  derided  ceremony."  With  re- 
spect to  its  being  troublesome,  that  was  the  fault 
of  gentlemen  who  were  opposed  to  the  measure. 
They  might  make  objections  to  every  sentiment 
in  an  Answer,  and  by  that  means  produce  a  long 
debate ;  otherwise  the  business  would  not  be  i 
troublesome  one.  As  to  its  being  a  derided  cere- 
mony, he  knew  gentlemen  who  had  caused  them- 
selves to  be  subjects  of  derision  by  their  attempt* 
to  deride  it ;  but  whether  those  attempts  had  re- 
dounded to  their  own  honor,  or  made  them  appeal 
ridiculous,  he  left  every  one  to  decide. 

Mr.  Otis  inquired  whether  the  resolution  of  th< 
gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down  was  in  order. 

The  Chairman  replied,  that  the  motion  of  th< 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  must  first  be  de 
cided  upon. 

It  was  then  put  and  carried  by  52  votes  in  th» 
affirmative. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  the  reso 
lution.    The  House  took  it  up;  wnen 

Mr.  Havbn8  called  for  tne  yeas  and  nays 
which  having  been  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Venable  said,  the  yeas  and  nays  havmi 
been  determined  to  be  taken,  as  he  intended  t 
vote  in  the  negative,  he  thought  it  necessary  t 
give  his  reasons  for  doing  so.  He  did  not  wisl 
to  enter  into  a  long  discussion  on  the  subject  i 
present.  It  was  well  known,  that  the  mode  c 
proceeding  in  answering  the  Address,  had  oca 
sioned  considerable  embarrassment  in  the  Hon* 
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It  was  not  out  of  any  disrespect  to  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate that  he  was  opposed  to  it.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  had  said,  that  except 
inconveniences  had  grown  out  of  the  practice,  it 
ought  not  to  be  altered.  If  the  gentleman  would 
stand  on  this  ground,  he  would  pardon  his  vote. 
It  was  not  from  a  wish  to  innovate,  that  he  wished 
the  custom  departed  from;  but  because  it  had  been 
found  to  be  attended  with  real  inconveniences. 
It  was  well  known  that  heretofore  two  or  three 
weeks  had  been  consumed  in  debating  upon  an 
answer  to  the  Speech,  which  he  thought  an  unne- 
cessary waste  of  time,  and  delay  of  public  busi- 
ness. This  he  thought  a  serious  evil,  and  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  departing  from  the  former  prece- 
dent, which  was  established  at  a  time  when  this 
inconvenience  was  not  seen.  He  was,  therefore, 
willing  to  change  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,'  it  did  not  argue  much  for  the 
age  we  live  in,  that  they  were  to  follow  customs, 
merely  because  they  had  been  established,  which 
was  all  the  reason  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina had  given  for  adopting  his  resolution.  He 
thought  the  gentleman  last  up  had  shown  suffi- 
cient ground  for  departing  from  the  old  practice. 
He  himself  had  attended'  to  every  argument  he 
had  heard  in  that  House  and  out  or  it  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  its  favor,  and  he  did  not  think  them  of  any 
weight.  He  should  wish  to  hear  the  reasons 
which  gave  rise  to  it.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
they  ought  not  to  be  bound  by  precedent,  but 
every  day  endeavor  to  do  better  than  they  did 
the  last. 

The  question  was  put,  and  decided  in  the  affir- 
mative— yeas  57,  nays  20,  as  follows: 

Ybas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Bald- 
win, James  A.  Bayard,  Stephen  Bullock,  John  Chap- 
man, Thomas  Claiborne,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit, 
William  Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana,  George  Dent,  Wil- 
liam Edmond,  Thomas  Evans,  William  Findley,  Abiel 
Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry 
Glen,  Chmuncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger 
Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert  Goodloe  -Harper, 
Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  David  Holmes, 
Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones, 
Edward  Livingston,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir, 
William  Mathews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris, 
Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney, 
John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  James  8chureman, 
William  Shepard,  Thomas  8innickson,  Samuel  Sit- 
greares,  Nathaniel  8mith,  Richard  8prigg,  jr.,  John 
8wanwick,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark 
Thomson,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  John  E.  Van  Alen, 
Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  John  Williams, 
and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — David  Bard,  William  Charles  Cole  Claiborne, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  John  Dawson,  Lucas 
Elmendorph,  Albert  Gallatin,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jona- 
than N.  Havens,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Anthony  New, 
William  Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  Abraham  Trigg, 
John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  and  Abraham 
V  enable. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  the  House  had  now  determined 
upon  an  Address.  He  would  move  what  he 
thought  would  be  the  proper  form.  [He  then 
read  the  substance  of  his  resolution.] 


The  Speaker  said  it  was  not  now  in  order  to 
say  what  the  Address  should  be.  The  gentleman 
might,  after  the  committee  was  appointed,  make 
his  motion  by  way  of  instruction  to  the  commit- 
tee ;  or,  when  the  Address  should  be  reported,  he 
might  move  his  as  a  substitnte. 

Mr.  Lyon  questioned  the  opinion  of  the 
Speaker  as  to  his  being  out  of  order. 

The  Speaker  declared  he  was  so ;  if  the  gen- 
tleman still  thought  otherwise,  he  might  appeal  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  Lyon  submitted,  and  a  committee  of  five 
was  appointed  to  draught  an  Answer,  viz:  Messrs. 
Otis,  Dawson,  Rutledge, Bayard,  and  Baldwin. 

COLLECTION  OF  INTERNAL  REVENUE. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  amongst  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness of  last  session,  there  was  a  bill  for  the  more 
effectual  collection  of  certain  internal  revenues. 
He  wished  it  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  it  was  unusual  to  go  into 
the  consideration  of  a  bill  which  originated  in  a 
former  session,  in  this  summary  way. 

The  Speaker  said  he  was  about  to  observe, 
that  the  resolution  of  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
and  Unfinished  Business,  which  had  been  agreed 
to,  did  not  comprise  hills ;  they  must  of  course  be 
proceeded  with  according  to  the  rule  of  the  House 
on  that  subject,  which  he  read. 

Mr.  Harper  consented,  and  withdrew  his 
motion. 

FOREIGN  COINS. 

Mr.  Venable  moved  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  whether  any  and  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  law  for  regulating  foreign 
coins.  He  said  very  considerable  loss  had  been 
experienced  in  different  parts  of  the  country  by 
foreign  coins,  particularly  by  French  crowns,  and 
he  thought  some  regulation  on  this  subject  was 
immediately  necessary. 

Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Harrison  spoke  of  the 
necessity  of  the  measure,  and  a  committee  of  three 
was  appointed. 

BENJAMIN  WELL8. 

Mr.  Findley  moved  that  the  petition  of  Benja 
min  Wells,  collector  in  the  western  part  of  Penn- 
sylvania, for  further  redress  for  injury  sustained 
by  the  insurrection,  presented  the  other  day,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  Macon  objected  to  its  being  sent  to  a  spe- 
cial committee,  on  the  same  ground  as  when  it 
was  presented. 

Mr.  Hartley  spoke  in  favor  of  a  select  commit- 
tee, on  account  of  the  singularity  of  the  case,  and 
went  into  the  merits  of  the  claim. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  wished  it  on  account  of  des- 
patch, as  the  petitioner  was  waiting. 

Mr.  Coit  acknowledged  that  select  committees 
were  generally  more  favorable  to  claims  than  the 
standing  committee,  but  he  did  not  think  this 
ought  to  make  them  depart  from  their  usual  prac- 
tice, particularly  as  the  rule  of  the  House  was  ex- 
press on  this  head.    [He  read  it] 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  in  favor  of  a  select  com- 
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mittee,  as  the  petition  involved  the  question  whe- 
ther any  further  relief  ought  to  be  granted  to  per- 
sons ol  this  description.  He  did  not  wish  this 
because  he  was  in  favor  of  further  recompense,  for 
he  and  the  people  in  his  part  of  the  country 
thought  there  had  been  already  more  than  suffi- 
cient granted.  He  wished  the  question,  however, 
to  coine  into  discussion,  and  to  have  a  decision ; 
and  as  the  Committee  of  Claims  uniformly  throw 
out  all  claims  which  were  not  founded  upon 
some  law,  they  would  certainly  throw  out  this,  as 
it  asked  a  favor,  rather  than  demanded  a  right ;  he 
was  in  favor  of  its  going  to  a  select  committee. 

The  question  was  put  on  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims,  ana  carried — 38  to  37. 

EVIDENCE  IN  CONTESTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  he  should  lay  upon  the  table 
some  resolutions  respecting  the  mode  of  taking 
,  evidence  in  contested  elections.  It  would  be  re- 
collected, he  said,  that  the  House  had  experienced 
great  inconvenience  for  want  of  some  fixed  mode 
of  taking  evidence  in  such  cases.  Persons  had 
been  obliged  to  attend  here  for  instructions,  they 
had  gone  back  to  take  the  evidence,  and  Wore 
they  could  return  the  session  probably  had  closed. 
To  remedy  this  inconvenience,  it  had  teen  thought 
some  permanent  mode  might  be  adopted  so  as  to 
prevent  these  double  journeys  and  consequent  ex- 

Cses.  The  motion  which  ne  now  submitted  was 
ught  forward  in  the  session  before  last,  but 
postponed  for  want  of  time. 

The  resolutions  were  as  follows : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  method  of  taking  evidence  to 
be  adduced  in  the  trial  of  contested  elections  for  this 
House,  shall  hereafter  be  as  follows : 

"  First.  The  party  intending  to  contest  an  election 
shall  give  notice  of  each  intention  to  the  person  return- 
ed.   If  it  be  an  election  in  the  usual  course,  this  notice 

■ball  be  given  at  least weeks  before  the  time  when 

the  said  person  is  to  take  his  seat ;  if  not  in  the  usual 
course,  but  to  fill  a  vacancy,  then  the  notice  shall  be 

given  within days  after  the  persons  appointed  to 

hold  the  election  shall  have  made  known,  publicly,  the 
state  of  the  poll.  The  notice  shall  be  delivered  in  writ- 
ing, at  the  usual  residence  of  the  person  returned ;  and 
if  he  be  absent,  shall  be  left  there  open. 

M  Secondly,  That  the  party  intending  to  take  exami- 
nations shall  then  apply  to  some  justice  or  judge  of  the 
courts  of  the  United  States,  or  some  chancellor,  justice, 
ox  judge  of  a  supreme,  superior,  or  county  court,  or 
court  of  common  pleas,  of  any  State ;  or  some  mayor 
or  chief  magistrate  of  a  town  or  city,  and  shall  obtain  a 
notification,  under  his  hand  and  seal,  directed  to  the 
opposite  party,  and  requiring  him  to  attend  by  himself, 
or  his  attorney,  duly  authorized,  and  cross-examine  the 
witnesses.  This  notification  shall  state  the  time  and 
place  of  examination,  and  the  names  of  the  witnesses ; 
and  it  shall  be  served  on  the  opposite  party,  or  his  at- 
torney, dul/  authorized,  as  either  may  be  nearest  to  such 
place ;  provided  either  is  within  one  hundred  miles  of 
it,  for  attendance.  After  receiving  the  notification,  one 
day,  exclusive  of  8undays,  shall  be  allowed  for  every 
twenty  miles. 

"  Thirdly.  In  all  cases  where  either  party  shall  give 
notice  to  the  other  of  his  having  appointed  an  attorney 
for  the  purpose  aforesaid,  it  shall  be  necessary  to  serve 
the  above  mentioned  notification  on  the  attorney. 


"  Fourthly.  Every  person  deposing  shall  make  oath 
or  affirmation  to  testify  the  whole  truth,  and  shall  sub- 
scribe the  testimony  by  him  or  her  given ;  which  shall 
be  reduced  to  writing  only  by  the  magistrate  taking  the 
deposition,  or  by  the  deponent,  in  his  presence.  The 
deposition  so  taken,  together  with  the  certificate  of  the 
notices  and  proof  of  the  service  of  them,  shall  be  sealed 
up  by  the  magistrate  who  took  it,  and  transmitte<l  to 
the  8peaker  of  the  House. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  examination  of  witnesses,  taken 
in  this  manner,  and  no  other,  shall  hereafter  be  admit- 
ted on  trials  of  contested  elections. 

"  Resolved,  That  copies  of  any  papers  recorded  in 
any  office  of  record,  provided  those  copies  be  attested 
under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  recording  officer,  shall 
be  admitted  at  all  such  trials,  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  original  would  be,  if  produced.  In  like  manner, 
copies  of  any  other  papers  of  a  public  nature,  and  re- 
maining in  the  possession  of  a  public  officer,  shall  be 
admitted,  when  attested  under  the  hand  and  teal  of 
that  officer. 

"  Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 

shall  be  forwarded  forthwith  to  the  Executive  of  every 
State,  with  a  request  that  they  will  cause  the  managers 
of  every  election,  in  their  respective  States,  to  be  tar- 
nished with  at  least  one  copy. 

The  resolutions  wereiommitted  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  for  Wednesday. 
The  House  then  adjourned  till  Monday  next 


Monday,  November  27. 

A  new  member,  to  wit:  Bailey  Babtlett, re- 
turned to  serve  in  this  House  as  a  member  for 
Massachusetts,  in  the  place  of  Theophilus  Brad- 
bury, who  has  resigned  his  seat,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House ;  the  oath  to  support  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  being  first  administered  to  him  by 
Mr.  Speaker,  according  to  law. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massachu- 
setts, Samuel  Sewall  ;  from  New  York,  David 
Brooks;  from  Maryland,  John  Dennis;  from 
Virginia,  John  Nicholas  and  Jobiah  Parkeb; 
and  from  North  Carolina,  Thomas  Blount,  ap- 
peared and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

REPORT  ON  CLAIMS. 
Mr.  Dwioht  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of 
Claims,  presented  a  report,  which  stated  that  the 
committee  having  examined  the  files  and  Journals 
of  the  second  session  of  the  fourth  Congress,  found 
sundry  petitions  and  memorials  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  which,  for  want  of  time, 
had  not  been  reported  upon ;  and  that  some  of  the 
petitioners  being  now  attending  to  learn  the  issue 
of  tjieir  applications,  they  proposed  a  resolution 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House  to  the  following 
effect : 

u  Resoked,  That  all  claims  which,  during  the  second 
session  of  the  fourth  Congress,  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  and  not  by  them  reported  upon, 
be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Claims,  to  be  by  them  reported  upon  agreeably  to 
the  rules  of  the  House." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Speaker  observed,  that  there  had  been  an 
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order  made  last  week  contrary  to  the  rules  of  the 
House,  by  committing  a  bill  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  which  had  originated  at  a  former  ses- 
sion, without  introducing  it  in  the  way  directed 
by  the  rules.  It  would  be  necessary,  therefore,  to 
discharge  the  committee  from  the  committal. 

Mr.  Livingston  accordingly  moved  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  relative  to  refugees  from  Canada  and  Nova 
Scotia,  be  discharged  from  the  consideration. 
Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Williams  then  moved  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  prepare  and  bring  in  a  bill  for  that 
purpose.  Agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of  three  ap- 
pointed. 

RULES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  Livingston  observed,  at  the  beginning  of 
the  first  session  of  tbe  last  Congress,  a  committee 
was  appointed  to  prepare  and  report  standing  rules 
for  the  regulation  of  the  House.  He  moved  that 
such  a  committee  be  now  appointed. 

Mr.  Harper  thought,  on  consideration,  the  gen- 
tleman would  find  this  motion  to  be  unnecessary. 
They  had  been  in  the  habit,  it  was  true,  of  hereto- 
fore appointing  a  committee  to  report  a  new  set  of 
roles ;  but  he  believed  it  would  he  allowed  that 
the  usefulness  of  rules  depended  in  some  degree 
upon  their  permanency.  He  thought  they  were 
changed  too  often,  without  good  reason,  which 
produced  an  uncertainty  in  the  conducting  of  busi- 
ness. He  saw  no  inconvenience  which  would  at- 
tend the  adoption  of  the  present  rules.  He  thought 
them  sufficient ;  and  if  any  gentleman  wished  to 
introduce  any  new  rule,  or  to  change  an  old  one, 
he  might  do  it  by  way  of  motion. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  the  usual  course  was  to 
appoint  a  committee  to  report  a  set  of  rules ;  and 
in  the  mean  time  the  old  ones  were  declared  bind- 
ing. With  respect  to  the  present  rules,  he  had  dis- 
covered several  inconveniences.  He  would  men- 
tion one,  which  was  that  requiring  all  bills  to  be 
introduced  in  the  same  way.  though  they  had  un- 
dergone discussion  at  a  former  session ;  the  incon- 
venience of  which  had  just  been  seen,  and  which 
be  thought  a  dilatory  practice.  The  idea  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  that  they  ought 
not  to  change  their  rules,  he  did  not  think  deserv- 
ed all  the  weight  which  he  save  it.  Every  House, 
by  the  Constitution,  was  to  be  the  judge  of  its  own 
rales,  and  the  adopting  those  of  a  former  House 
was  merely  a  temporary  expedient.  If  the  House, 
however,  should  not  think  proper  to  go  into  a  re- 
vision of  the  old  rules,  heXhould  move  such  alte- 
rations in  them  as  appeared  to  him  necessary. 

Mr.  Harper  replied,  if  the  inconvenience  which 
bad  been  mentioned  had  existence,  it  might  be 
removed  by  a  particular  motion ;  but  he  was 
doubtful  whether  the  thing  complained  of  was  an 
inconvenience.  He  believed  they  were  seldom  too 
slow  in  passing  laws ;  the  contrary  was  more  fre- 
quently the  case.  The  more  formalities  required, 
*nd  the  greater  number  of  aspects  in  which  a  law 
*as  seen,  the  more  likely  it  would  be  to  be  good. 
If  a  gentleman,  wishing  to  introduce  a  bill,  had 
fawn  it  up  well,  he  would  have  no  difficulty  in 
5th  Con.— 21 


persuading  a  committee  to  report  it ;  if  not,  it  was 
better  that  it  should  be  amended  before  its  intro- 
duction. He  believed,  therefore,  that  they  had 
better  go  on  in  their  usual  way,  and  avoid  inno- 
vation. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  as  this  motion  was  in  con- 
formity to  the  constant  practice  of  the  House,  he 
could  not  see  with  what  propriety  it  could  be  call- 
ed an  innovation. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  believed  the  rules  of  the  last 
House  were  already  the  rules  of  this,  by  a  resolu- 
tion of  last  session. 

The  motion  was  put  and  negatived — 37  to  32. 

UNIFORM  MILITIA  SYSTEM. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  it  was  generally  allowed 
that  the  present  militia  laws  were  not  only  very 
expensive  in  their  execution,  but  very  inadequate 
in  their  effects.  The  subject  had  before  been 
under  consideration ;  but,  for  want  of  time,  was 
passed  over.  He,  therefore,  proposed  a  resolution 
to  the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  report 
whether  any  and  what  amendments  are  necessary  to 
the  act  providing  an  uniform  militia  system  throughout 
the  United  States." 

Agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of  five  appointed. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  PRESIDENT. 

Mr.  Otis,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
draught  an  Address  in  answer  to  the  Speech  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  reported  the 
following,  which  was  twice  read,  and  referred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  for  to-mprrow : 

8m :  While  our  sympathy  is  excited  by  the  recent 
sufferings  of  the  citizens  of  Philadelphia,  we  partici- 
pate in  the  satisfaction  which  you  are  pleased  to  ex- 
press, that  the  duration  of  the  late  calamity  was  so 
limited,  as  to  render  unnecessary  the  expense  and  in- 
convenience that  would  have  been  incident  to  the  con- 
vention of  Congress  in  another  place:  and  we  shall 
readily  attend  to  every  useful  amendment  of  the  law 
which  contemplates  the  event  of  contagious  sickness 
at  the  seat  of  Government 

In  lamenting  the  increase  of  the  injuries  offered  to 
the  persons  and  property  of  our  citizens  at  sea,  we 
gratefully  acknowledge  the  continuance  of  interior 
tranquillity,  and  the  attendant  blessings  of  which  you 
remind  us,  as  alleviations  of  these  fetal  effects  of  in* 
justice  and  violence. 

Whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the  mission  to  the 
French  Republic,  your  early  and  uniform  attachment 
to  the  interest  of  our  country ;  your  important  services 
in  the  struggle  for  its  independence,  and  your  unceas- 
ing exertions  for  its  welfare,  afford  no  room  to  doubt  of 
the  sincerity  of  your  efforts  to  conduct  the  negotiation 
to  a  successful  conclusion,  on  such  terms  as  may  be 
compatible  with  the  safety,  honor,  and  interest  of  the 
United  States.  We  have  also  a  firm  reliance  upon  the 
energy  and  unanimity  of  the  people  of  these  States,  in 
the  assertion  of  their  rights,  and  on  their  determination 
to  exert,  upon  all  proper  occasions,  their  ample  re- 
sources in  providing  for  the  national  defence. 

The  importance  of  commerce,  and  its  beneficial  in- 
fluence upon  agriculture,  arts,  and  manufactures,  have 
been  verified  in  the  growth  and  prosperity  of  our  coun- 
try. It  is  essentially  connected  with  the  other  great 
interests  of  the  community.    They  must  flourish  and 
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decline  together ;  and  while  the  extension  of  our  navi- 
gation and  trade  naturally  excites  the  jealousy,  and 
tempts  the  avarice  of  other  nations,  we  are  firmly  per- 
suaded, that  the  numerous  and  deserving  class  of  citi- 
zens engaged  in  these  pursuits,  and  dependent  on  them 
for  their  subsistence,  has  a  strong  and  indisputable 
claim  to  our  support  and  protection. 

The  delay  of  the  Spanish  officers  to  fulfil  the  treaty 
existing  with  His  Catholic  Majesty  is  a  source  of  deep 
regret.  We  learn,  however,  with  satisfaction,  that  you 
BtUl  indulge  hopes  of  removing  the  objections  which 
have  been  made  to  its  execution,  and  that  you  have 
continued  in  readiness  to  receive  the  posts.  Disposed 
to  perform,  with  fidelity,  our  national  engagements, 
we  shall  insist  upon  the  same  justice  from  others 
which  we  exercise  towards  them. 

Our  abhorrence  cannot  be  too  strongly  expressed  of 
the  intrigues  of  foreign  agents  to  alienate  the  affections 
of  the  Indian  nations,  and  to  rouse  them  to  acts  of  hos- 
tility against  the  United  States.  No  means  in  our 
power  should  be  omitted  of  providing  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  such  cruel  practices,  and  for  the  adequate  pun- 
ishment of  their  atrocious  authors. 

Upon  the  other  interesting  subjects  noticed  in  your 
Address,  we  shall  bestow  the  requisite  attention.     To 

S reserve  inviolate  the  public  faith,  by  providing  for  the 
ue  execution  of  our  treaties ;  to  indemnify  those  who 
may  have  just  claims  to  retribution  upon  the  United 
8tates  for  expenses  incurred  in  defending  the  property 
and  relieving  the  necessities  of  our  unfortunate  fellow- 
citizens;  to  guard  against  evasions  of  the  laws  in- 
tended to  secure  advantages  to  the  navigation  of  our 
own  vessels ;  and  especially,  to  prevent,  by  all  possible 
means,  an  unnecessary  accumulation  of  the  public 
debt,  are  duties  which  we  shall  endeavor  to  keep  in 
view,  and  discharge  with  assiduity. 

We  regard,  with  great  anxiety,  the  singular  and 
portentous  situation  of  the  principal  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope. It  was  to  be  devoutly  wished  that  the  Uni- 
ted States,  remote  from  this  seat  of  war  and  dis- 
cord ;  unambitious  of  conquest ;  respecting  the  rights 
of  other  nations ;  and  desirous,  merely,  to  avail  them- 
selves of  their  natural  resources,  might  be  permitted  to. 
behold  the  scenes  which  desolate  that  quarter  of  the 
globe  with  only  those  sympathetic  emotions  which  are 
natural  to  the  lovers  of  peace  and  friends  of  the  human 
race.  But  we  are  led  by  events  to  associate  with  these 
feelings  a  sense  of  the  dangers  which  menace  our  secu- 
rity and  peace.  We  rely  upon  your  assurances  of  a 
zealous  and  hearty  concurrence  in  such  measures  as 
may  be  necessary  to  avert  these  dangers ;  and  nothing 
on  our  part  shall  be  wanting  to  repel  them,  which  the 
honor,  safety,  and  prosperity  of  our  country  may  re- 
quire. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  in  pursuance  of  the  no- 
tice which  he  had  given,  he  now  rose  to  move  a 
resolution  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Muohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  pre- 
pare and  report  a  bill  for  providing  an  uniform  system 
of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United  States." 

Mr.  H.  added,  that  it  was  unnecessary,  he  sup- 
posed, to  enlarge  upon  the  usefulness  of  such  a 
law.  That  the  passing  of  it  would  be  attended 
with  difficulties,  he  was  ready  to  allow ;  but,  as 
these  could  only  be  properly  judged  of  when  the 
bill  was  reported,  he  trusted  no  objection  would 
be  made  to  the  appointment  of  the  proposed  com- 
mittee. 


Mr.  Co  it  would  have  no  objection  to  agreeing 
to  the  resolution,  if  the  mover  would  consent  to  a 
small  alteration  in  its  form.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, that  the  committee  should  be  appointed  "to 
inquire  whether  such  a  law  be  expedient." 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
gentleman  to  transfer  the  power  of  judging  the 
expediency  of  the  measure  from  the  House  to  a 
select  committee,  he  should  certainly  object  to  it 
He  believed  the  resolution  would  be  best  in  its 
present  form. 

Mr.  Livino8T0N  said,  there  were  two  courses 
to  be  taken  in  the  introducing  of  bills.  The  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  had  chosen  that 
which  directed  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
to  report  a  bill.  He  might  have  adopted  the  mode 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut; 
but  there  could  be  no  question  as  to  the  propriety 
of  the  present  motion. 

Mr.  Baldwin  observed  that  the  way  in  which 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  might  obtain  his 
end,  would  be,  by  moving  to  commit  the  motion. 

Mr.  Co  it  accordingly  moved  that  the  motion 
be  committed. 

Mr.  Baldwin  added,  that  the  objections  to  this 
mode  of  proceeding,  which  might  be  urged  in  ordi- 
nary caseSj  were  not  applicable  in  this;  because 
the  committee  appointed  would  see  the  several 
solemn  decisions  which  had  heretofore  been  had 
on  this  subject,  and  would  calculate  whether  it 
would  be  worth  their  while  to  go  over  the  same 
ground  which  had  heretofore  been  trodden  with 
so  little  success.  If  he  recollected  right,  the  late 
colleague  of  the  present  mover  in  the  business  in- 
troduced the  measure  in  the  first  session  of  Con- 
gress under  the  present  Government ;  but  it  was 
attended  with  so  many  difficulties,  that  the  gentle 
man  himself  was  discouraged  from  proceeding 
with  it.  Almost  every  Congress  since  have  had 
the  subject  before  them.  He  believed  that  not  less 
than  five  or  six  bills  had  gone  out  the  same 
course.  Our  country,  he  saii  was  so  extensTe, 
and  our  interests  so  various,  that  no  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy, he  believed,  could  be  formed  to  suit  all  its 
parties!  If,  indeed,  the  committee,  after  revising 
the  several  bills  heretofore  rejected,  could  suggest 
any  new  provisions  which  might  appear  to  oori- 
ate  former  objections,  or  if  there  should  appear  to 
them  to  be  any  new  circumstances  in  the  present 
situation  of  the  country  which  should  even  call  for 
the  law  with  its  former  deficiencies,  they  will  of 
course  report  a  bill.  If  the  contrary  should  be  the 
course,  they  will  report^  as  their  opinion. 

The  motion  was  agrelb  to,  and  a  committee  of 
five  was  appointed,  viz:  Messrs.  Harper,  Coit, 
Nicholas,  Sitqreaves,  and  Baldwin. 


Tuesday,  November  28. 

Samuel  Smith,  from  Maryland,  appeared  and 
took  his  seat. 

Mr.  Otis  presented  the  petition  of  Deborah  Gan- 
nett, praying  compensation  for  her  services  a*  a 
soldier  in  the  Revolutionary  war,  under  the  name 
of  Robert  Shirtcliff;  stating  that  she  is  able  to  pro- 
duce certificates,  not  only  of  her  haying  served,  bat 
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also  of  having  been  wounded.     Referred  to  the 
Committee  oi  Claims. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  PRESIDENT. 

Mr.  Co  it  moved  for  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
reported  Answer  to  the  President's  Speech. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  House  accord- 
ingly resolved  itselfinto  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
upon  that  subject  and  the  Address  having  been 
read  through  by  the  Chairman,  it  was  again  read 
by  paragraphs.  The  first  four  were  read,  without 
any  objection  being  offered  to  them.  The  fi/th 
being  gone  through, 

Mr.  Pinckney  said,  he  had  to  propose  a  small 
alteration  to  this  clause :  he  wished  to  make  the 
latter  part  of  it  a  little  less  harsh.  Instead  of  say- 
ing, "  we  shall  insist  upon  the  same  justice  from 
others,"  &c~  he  thought  it  would  have  the  same 
effect,  and  the  terms  would  be  less  objectionable, 
if  the  passage  ran  thus :  "  Nothing  shall  be  want- 
ing on  our  part  to  obtain  the  same  justice  from 
others. "  dtc.  The  expression  used,  he  said;  might 
be  perfectly  justifiable,  but,  if  we  could  obtain  what 
we  wished  without  the  possibility  of  giving  offence, 
he  thought  that  mode  ought  to  be  preferred.  It 
was  on  this  account  that  he  wished  the  phraseol- 
ogy to  be  changed. 

Mr.  Venable  would  suggest  an  amendment, 
which  he  thought  would  produce  the  effect  wished 
by  the  gentleman  last  up,  without  changing  the 
phraseology  so  much  as  he  had  proposed.  The 
way  in  which  this  might  be  done,  would  be  by 
striking  out  the  word  "  insist,"  and  inserting  that 
of  expect. 

Mr.  Pinckney  did  not  think  this  amendment 
would  produce  the  effect  he  wished.  Expectation, 
he  said,  might  be  entertained,  without  making  an 
effort  to  obtain  the  object.  We  had  already  ex- 
pected a  long  time,  without  effort.  He  wished  to 
express  the  same  firmness  which  the  committee 
intended  by  their  report,  but,  at  the  same  time,  to 
troid  anything  like  harshness.  If  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  substitute  had  appeared  to  be  the  same, 
he  should  have  been  sorry  to  have  cavilled  about 
words. 

Mr.  Rotledge  said,  as  a  member  of  the  commit- 
tee who  reported  the  Address,  he  did  not  feel  tena- 
cious as  to  the  wording  of  it.  At  first,  he  thought 
with  his  colleague,  who  proposed  the  amendment, 
that  the  word  insist  was  rather  harsh  ;  but,  upon 
a  little  reflection,  his  objections  to  the  phrase  were 
removed.  Indeed,  he  thought  the  proposed  amend- 
ment would  make  the  passage  stronger  than  it 
was  in  the  original.  They  might  insist,  he  said, 
in  argument ;  looking  upon  the  treaty  as  a  good 
one.  they  might  insist  upon  its  execution  ;  but  if 
it  were  not  to  be  effected  without  going  to  war, 
they  might  afterwards  relinquish  it.  The  amend- 
ment he  thought  more  forcible.  It  said  "  nothing 
shall  be  wanting  to  obtain,3'  &c. ;  which  would  be 
to  say,  we  look  upon  the  treaty  as  a  good  one;  and 
nothing  shall  be  wanting  on  our  part  to  obtain  its 
fulfil ment.  The  words  might  even  be  considered 
to  say.  that  we  are  determined  to  have  the  treaty 
carried  into  effect,  though  war  should  be  the  price 
of  the  determination. 


Mr.  Venable  said,  it  was  an  objection  to  the 
proposed  amendment,  that  the  same  phraseology 
occurred  in  the  last  paragraph.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  best  to  change  the  words  in  the 
way  he  had  suggested;  for,  though  the  word 
expect  was  less  harsh,  he  thought  it  equally  forci- 
ble with  insist. 

Mr.  Bayard  was  in  faVor  of  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina;  and  if  the 
same  phraseology  had  been  proposed  in  the  select 
committee,  he  should  there  have  supported  it.  He 
did  not  think  the  substitute  which  nad  been  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  frem  Virginia  would  pro- 
duce the  effect  intended  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  It  was  the  intention  of  the  com- 
mittee who  reported  the  Address,  to  say  something 
on  the  subject ;  but  the  proposed  substitute  said 
nothing.  As  to  the  objection  of  the  gentleman, 
on  account  of  the  same  phraseology  occurring  in 
another  part  of  the  Address,  there  would  be  no  dif- 
ficulty in  rectifying  that,  so  as  to  produce  that 
variety  which  tne  gentleman  seemed  so  desirous 
of  having.  . 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  approved  of  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
but  not  from  the  reasons  which  that  gentleman  had 
urged  in  support  of  it,  but  for  those  which  his  col-  * 
league  had  produced  against  it  ;  not  because  it 
was  more  smooth,  but  because  it  contained  more 
of  decision  and  firmness.  He  thought,  in  this  re- 
spect, this  country  had  been  trifled  with,  and  any 
opinion  expressed  by  them  upon  this  subject 
ought  to  be  done  with  a  firmness  of  tone. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  as  gentlemen  thought  it 
necessary  to  give  the  reasons  of  their  voteupoa 
tbis  occasion,  be  would  just  mention  his.  If  it 
were  intended  to  be  inferred  by  the  phraseology 
used  upon  this  occasion,  (as  some  gentlemen 
seemed  to  suppose,)  that  they  were  disposed  to  go 
to  war  in  support  of  the  Executive  in  their  con- 
struction of  the  negotiation  with  Spain,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say  this  for  his  constituents.  He 
did  not  think  the  subject  was  sufficiently  matured 
to  give  this  decision.  He  considered  the  proposi- 
tion as  a  general  one,  and  preferred  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  to  the  origi- 
nal. He  did  not,  indeed,  think  it  materially  differ- 
ent, until  he  heard  the  objections  urged  against  it 
by  a  gentleman  who  was  upon  the  committee, 
(Mr.  Rutledge.)  He  bad  said  they  might  insist 
in  argument.  How  insist  in  argument?  What 
had  the  House  to  do  with  argument?  '  Were  they 
to  carry  on  the  treaty  ?  No.  All  the  insisting  they 
could  snow  must  be  by  ads.  and  not  by  argument. 

The  question  on  Mr.  Pinckney's  amendment 
was  put  and  carried,  there  being  sixty-two  mem- 
bers in  the  affirmative. 

The  remainder  of  the  Address  was  then  gone 
through,  without  further  observation. 

Mr.  Harper  inquired,  whether  it  would  now  be 
in  order  to  go  back  to  the  first  paragraph.  On  the 
Chairman's  informing  him  it  would,  he  said  he 
thought  there  was  an  expression  in  the  latter  part 
of  that  paragraph  which  would  require  alteration. 
He  meant  that  part  which  spoke  of  the  law  which 
contemplates  contagious  sickness  at  the  seat  of 
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Government.  He  supposed  the  committee  meant 
to  recommend  such  a  law,  as  he  believed  there 
was  not  a  law  of  that  kind  at  present  in  existence. 
He  therefore  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  which 
had  this  reference. 

Mr.  Otis  said,  his  friend  from  South  Carolina 
had  overlooked  the  law  in  question,  which  was 
passed  in  1794,  in  consequence  of  the  contagious 
sickness  which  had  been  experienced  in  this  city 
the  preceding  year,  and  which  gave  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  the  power  of  convening 
Congress  in  any  other  place. 

Mr.  Harper  acknowledged  his  mistake,  and 
that  his  proposed  amendment  was  therefore  unne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  H.  said,  he  wished  to  propose  an  alteration 
in  the  phraseology  of  the  fourth  clause.  It  did 
not  appear  to  him  to  be  very  pplite,  to  talk  to  other 
nations  about  their  jealousy  and  avarice;  and 
whatever  might  be  the  latitude  proper  to  be  taken 
in  private  debate,  when  the  House  expressed  itself 
publicly,  he  thought  all  unnecessary  harshness 
should  be  avoided.  He  wished,  therefore,  to  strike 
out  some  words,  and  introduce  others,  so  that  the 
passage,  instead  of  reading  as  at  present,  might  be 
thus  expressed :  "And  while  the  extension  of  our 
navigation  and  trade  may  excite  jealousy  and 
tempt  avarice,  we  are,"  &c. 

Mr.  Bayard  was  opposed  to  this  amendment. 
He  did  not  think  the  pnraseology  could  give  um- 
brage to  any  nation  whatever,  since  no  nation, 
could  apply  the  phrase  to  itself.  If  the  gentleman 
would  consider  tne  paragraph,  he  would  find,  that 
it  vra  not  said  that  any  particular  nation  was  jeal- 
ous or  avaricious ;  but  merely,  if  any  nation  were 
possessed  of  jealousy  and  avarice,  our  navigation 
and  trade  would  naturally  excite  their  jealousy 
and  tempt  their  avarice.  Any  general  sentiment 
might  as  well  be  objected  to  as  this.  When  it  was 
said  that  the  riches  of  one  man  tempt  the  avarice 
of  others,  it  could  not  be  inferred  that  any  particu- 
lar men  were  pointed  at. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  think  the  amendment  of 
very  great  importance,  though  of  sufficient  to  be 
adopted.  He  did  not  think  any  nation  could  justly 
take  the  expression  to  itself,  or  that  they  could 
with  propriety  be  offended  with  it ;  but  he  thought 
It  better  to  avoid  all  harsh  expressions.  He  thought 
a  proper  degree  of  spirit  and  even  of  anger  and 
revenge,  might  be  shown,  without  unbecoming  ex- 
pressions ;  not  that  he  meant  to  say  the  expression 
in  question  was  unbecoming,  but  he  thought  it 
harsh.  He  was  also  of  opinion  that  the  discrimi- 
nation of  his  friend,  on  the  subject  of  jealousy  and 
avarice,  was  more  nice  than  solid. 

The  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Harper's 
amendment,  and  negatived — 47  to  33. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  reported  the  Ad- 
dress with  one  amendment.  The  House  took  it 
up,  and  agreed  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Bayard  then  moved  an  amendment  to  cor- 
rect the  phraseology  of  the  last  paragraph,  so  as 
not  to  clash  with  the  amendment ;  but  the  Speak- 
er informing  him  the  amendment  could  not  be 
introduced  without  a  recommittal,  the  Address 
was  agreed  to  without  further  amendment 


Mr.  Otis  moved  that  the  Speaker,  attended  by 
the  House,  shall  present  the  said  Address  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States ;  and  that  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  wait  upon  the  President  to 
know  when  and  where  it  will  be  convenient  for 
him  to  receive  the  same.    Agreed  to. 

ANTONIA  CARMICHAEL. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee'  of  the  Whole,  on  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  on  the  memorial  oi  Anto- 
nja  Carmichael.  widow  of  William  Carmichad 
deceased ;  whicn  being  agreed  to,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  committee  accordingly,  and 
the  report  was  read  from  the  Chair. 

It  appears  that  the  late  William  Carmichael 
(formerly  a  delegate  in  Congress  from  Maryland.) 
was  appointed  Secretary  of  Legation  to  Mr.  Jay. 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  for  .negotiating  a  treaty 
with  the  King  of  Spain,  in  September,  1779;  that 
the  commissions  to  the  Secretaries  to  such  Minis- 
ters, at  that  time,  directed  that,  in  case  of  the 
death  of  the  Minister,  or  necessary  absence,  they 
are  to  take  charge  of  all  public  affairs  in  his 
hands,  and  to  reside  at  such  Court ;  that,  on  the 
4th  October,  1779,  Congress  resolved  that  each  of 
the  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  be  allowed  at  the 
rate  of  £2,500  sterling  per  annum,  and  each  of 
their  Secretaries  at  the  rate  of  £1,000,  in  full  for 
their  expenses  respectively ;  that  Mr.  Jay  was 
called  from  Spain  to  Paris  in  May,  1782,  to  assist 
in  the  negotiation  of  peace,  leaving  the  business  of 
his  mission  in  Spain  to  Mr.  Carmichael;  that  he 
continued  at  the  Court  of  Spain  until  he  received 
a  formal  appointment  in  April,  1790,  of  Charge 
des  Affaires,  under  the  new  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Hence  it  follows  that  Mr.  Car- 
michael was  entitled  not  only  to  the  salary  of 
£1,000  sterling  a*  Secretary,  but  to  such  other 
allowances  as  were  proper  to  be  made  to  a  Charge 
des  Affaires,  or  Minister  of  the  United  States  at  a 
foreign  Court ;  for  though  the  salaries  were  said 
to  be  in  full  for  their  services  and  expenses,  yet  it 
was  usual  to  make  other  allowances  tor  contingent 
expenses ;  that;  at  the  Court  of  Spain,  foreign  Min- 
isters were  obliged  to  attend  the  Court  at  their  fire 
different  places  of  residence,  at  each  of  which  he 
was  under  the  necessity  of  hiring  a  house ;  the 
Secretary  of  State  therefore  reports  that  the  fol- 
lowing extraordinary  expenses  in  Mr.  Carmi- 
chael's  account  shall  be  allowed : 

• 

1782  to  '89.  1.  Presents  to  porters  and 

other  servants  of  the 
Ministers  of  State,  dec 
eight  years,  at  1,840 
reals  of  vellon  a  year,      14,720  00 

Do.  do.  2.  Expenses  of  presenta- 
tion at  Court        -  3,680  00 

Do.  do.  3.  Expenses  of  illumina- 
tions, 7  years        -  6,088  17 

Do.      do.    4.  For  postage  of  letters, 

8  years         -        -  26,103  00 

Do.  do.  5.  Presents  to  letter-car- 
riers, 8  years,  at  the 
King's  country  seats  1*663  06 

Do.      do.    6.  Expenses     of     paper, 

quills,  ink,  Ac,  8  y'rs        10,870  00 
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1783  to  '89.    7.  Expenses    of  copying 

different  papers,  8  y'rs 

Do.  do.  8.  Expenses  of  a  journey 
from  Madrid  to  Paris, 
and  back  to  Madrid, 

Do.  do.  9.  For  house-rent  at  the 
Scitos  (country  resi- 
dence of  the  King)  at 
Aranjuez,  La  Grange, 
L'Escurial,  and  Le 
Pardo,  8  yean 


Equal,  at  26  reals  to  a  dollar,  to 


9,686  00 


16,010  00 


76,515  19 

165,175  36 

$8,258  76 


A  concurrence  with  this  report  was  advocated 
by  Messrs.  Harper,  Hartley,  Pinckney,  Sprioo, 
Gallatin,  Bayard,  Craik,  and  T.  Claiborne,  on 
the  ground  of  equity  and  humanity.  It  was  op- 
posed by  Messrs.  Williams,  Macon,  and  Coit  ; 
they  wished  for  further  time  and  information  on 
the  subject,  and  for  that  purpose  Mr.  Williams 
moved  that  the  committee  rise,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  discharged  from  a  further  consideration 
of  the  subject ;  and  that  the  subject  might  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  Claims.  It  was  urged 
by  the  friends  of  the  report  that  further  informa- 
tion could  not  be  had  than  was  contained  in  the 
report,  and  that  the  principle  might  as  well  now 
he  decided  upon  as  at  any  distant  period  ;  that  it 
being  a  case  founded  on  equity  and  not  on  law,  it 
was  not  a  proper  subject  to  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims.  They  urged,  also,  that  a 
delay  of  justice  was  in  this,  as  in  most  other  cases, 
a  denial  of  it ;  that  the  estates  of  the  widow  were 
mortgaged,  and  had  been  kept  from  sale  from  the 
hope  ot  receiving  what  she  petitioned  for  from 
Congress.  At  length  the  motion  for  the  commit* 
tee  to  rise  was  put  and  negatived,  there  being  only 
seven  votes  in  favor  of  it.  A  resolution  was  then 
agreed  to,  authorizing  the  accounting  officers  of 
the  Treasury  to  settle  the  account,  and  a  commit- 
tee appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  PRESIDENT. 

Mr.  Oris,  from  the  committee  appointed  to  wait 
opon  the  President,  to  know  when  and  where 
it  would  be  convenient  for  him  to  receive  the  Ad- 
dress in  answer  to  his  Speech,  reported  that  they 
had  attended  to  that  service,  and  that  it  would  be 
convenient  for  him  to  receive  it  at  his  house  to- 
morrow at  twelve  o'clock. 


Wednesday,  November  29. 
CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  Coit  observed  that  the  memorial  of  Robert 
Rutherford,  complaining  of  an  undue  election, 
was  before  the  Committee  of  Elections  at  the  last 
session,  but  no  report  was  made  upon  it.  He 
moved,  therefore,  that  it  be  now  referred  to  the 
present  Committee  of  Elections.     Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
his  resolution  regulating  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  cases  of  contested  elections ;  but,  upon 
Mr.  Coit  wishing  the  consideration  to  lie  over  till 
to-morrow,  he  consented. 


ADDRESS  TO  THE  PRE8IDENT. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  when  the  motion  was  proposed 
yesterday  on  the  subject  of  waiting  upon  the  Pre- 
sidentj  he  should  have  opposed  it,  only  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  deprive  some  gentlemen  of  the  gratifi- 
cation of  attending  the  ceremony ;  and  now  he 
hoped  those  gentlemen  would  consent  to  gratify 
him  by  agreeing  to  a  similar  resolution  to  that  of 
last  session,  excusing  him  from  an  attendance  upon 
the  occasion. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  said,  that  notwithstanding  the 
precedent  of  last  session,  he  should  be  opposed  to 
indulging  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  in  his  re- 
quest. When  a  resolution  passed  that  House,  it 
was  entitled  to  the  obedience  of  all  the  members ; 
and  except  the  gentleman  could  assign  some  better 
reason  than  he  had  heard  for  the  indulgence,  he 
trusted  he  would  not  be  excused  from  complying 
with  the  order. 

Mr.  Lyon  hoped  he  should  be  excused  from  re- 
peating the  reasons  which  he  had  last  session  given 
for  his  motion. 

Mr.  Macon  observed,  that  whether  the  resolu- 
tion was  agreed  to  or  not,  the  gentleman  might 
doubtless  remain  behind  if  he  chose,  as  he  had  no 
idea  that  the  House  could  compel  members  to  go 
about  parading  the  streets  of  Philadelphia.  The 
gentleman  might  have  conscientious  scruples,  and 
if  the  ceremony  were  meant  to  be  respectful  to 
the  President,  members  should  attend  it  freely, 
or  not  at  all.  He  should  wish,  therefore,  that  gen- 
tlemen disinclined  to  do  the  service,  would  not 
join  it. 

Mr.  Thatcher  saw  no  reason  for  excusing  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  from  his  duty  for  a  few 
minutes.  If  he  had  business,  and  chose  to  ask 
leave  for  a  few  days,  he  doubted  not  it  would  be 
granted ;  but  when  ne  wished  to  be  excused  from 
attending  upon  a  business  of  importance,  he 
thought  very  special  reasons  should  be  given  for 
the  indulgence. 

Mr.  Williams  wished  the  gentleman  would 
withdraw  his  motion,  as  it  was  trifling  with  the 
resolutions  of  the  House  to  excuse  anv  member 
from  a  compliance  with  them.  He  noped  the 
gentleman  would  not  persevere  in  his  singularity, 
though  it  might  be  the  wish  of  some  of  his  con- 
stituents, against  the  will  of  so  large  a  majority  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  Otis  hoped  the  motion  would  not  prevail. 
He  presumed  no  gentleman  there  was  particularly 
anxious  for*  the  society  of  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont  on  this  occasion.  No  doubt  he  would 
grace  the  procession,  but  it  would  be  sufficiently  long 
without  him,  and  if  he  chose  to  remain  behind,  he 
need  be  under  no  apprehensions  of  being  called  to 
account  for  his  conduct.  It  was  not  becoming  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  pass  the  resolution  in 
question.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  gentleman 
was  in  full  health  and  spirits,  and  every  way  fit 
for  business ;  and  as  the  House  had  resolved  the 
thing  should  be  done,  he  had  no  idea  of  admitting 
the  protest  of  an  individual  upon  their  Journals 
against  the  measure. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  knew  the  gentleman  from  Ver- 
mont had  obtained  leave  of  absence  upon  a  simi- 
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lar  occasion  last  session  ;  but  he  believed  the  mo- 
tion passed  without  consideration.  It  was  unex- 
pectedly made,  and  by  some  as  unexpectedly  car- 
ried. Whenever  gentlemen  gave  a  reasonable  ex- 
cuse for  an  absence  from  the  duties  of  the  House, 
they  were  constantly  consented  to ;  but  when  a 
gentleman  came  forward  to  ask  for  the  indul- 

gnce,  without  giving  any  reasons  for  telling  the 
ouse  they  had  acted  like  fools,  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  his  being  excused.  If  the  gentleman  were 
unable  to  attend ;  if  there  were  any  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  his  attendance,  aside  from  the  want  of 
a  disposition  to  do  it,  he  should  not  object  to  the 
indulgence.  Mr.  S.  said  he  could  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr.  Macon) 
that  no  gentleman  was  obliged  to  attend  upon 
this  ceremony.  For  his  part  he  always  considered 
a  minority  as  bound  by  the  vote  of  a  majority,  and 
the  majority  had  passed  a  vote  that  the  House 
should  attend  the  Speaker  in  presenting  the  Ad- 
dress ;  not  that  A,  B,  and  C,  should  do  it,  but 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  should  attend  ; 
and  he  believed  it  to  be  as  much  the  duty  of  every 
member  to  form  a  House  for  this  purpose  as  for 
any  other.  He  believed,  notwithstanding,  that  if 
any  gentleman  remained  behind,  he  would  not  be 
called  to  account  for  his  conduct ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  a  motion  like  the  present  ought  to  be 
considered  as  an  indignity  offered  to  the  House, 
and  they  ought  to  decline  acting  upon  it.  Being 
of  this  opinion,  he  should  move  the  previous 
question. 
Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  should  be  in  favor  of  the 

Erevious  question,  but  not  for  the  reasons  assigned 
y  the  mover  of  it,  but  for  those  offered  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon,) 
viz :  because  he  did  not  believe  there  existed  any 
power  in  that  House  to  compel  any  member  to 
wait  upon  the  President  with  the  Address;  there- 
fore it  would  be  improper  to  grant  an  indulgence 
to  a  member  from  doing  what  there  was  no  obli- 
gation upon  him  to  do.  He  did  not  recollect  the 
words  or  the  resolution  which  had  been  agreed  to. 

SFhe  Speaker  repeated  them.  They  were, "  that 
e  Speaker,  attended  by  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, shall  wait  upon  the  President,  &c."J 
This,  Mr.  G.  said,  must  be  understood  in  a  quali- 
fied sense,  as  the  House  of  Representatives  had  no 
existence  out  of  those  walls.  When  the  Speaker 
presented  the  Address,  the  House  was  not  present ; 
they  could  not  debate  nor  do  any  act  as  a  House. 
The  Address  was,  therefore,  strictly  speaking,  pre- 
sented by  the  Speaker,  followed  by  the  members 
of  the  House  or  Representatives — as  he  did  not 
conceive  the  House  had  any  power  without  the 
walls  of  the  House.  They  could,  indeed,  appoint 
committees  to  do  business  out  of  doors,  but  could 
not  call  out  the  members  as  a  body.  Upon  this 
ground  he  was,  therefore,  in  favor  of  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  Lton  said,  understanding  the  matter  in  the 
light  in  which  it  had  been  placed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  he  would  withdraw  his 
motion. 

The  Speaker  said  the  main  question  was  not 
now  under  debate,  and  could  not  be  withdrawn 


until  the  previous  question  was  disposed  of.  He 
inquired  if  the  mover  were  willing  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  not.  He  should  vote  in 
favor  of  it,  not  for  the  reason  offered  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  but  that  the  House 
might  express  its  sense  of  sueh  a  motion. 

Mr.  Venable  inquired  if  there  were  no  way  of 
getting  rid  of  the  previous  question? 

The  Speaker  said  he  conceived  not. 

Mr.  Macon  asked  whether  it  would  not  be  in 
order  to  commit,  or  postpone  it  to  a  certain  day? 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  he  had  known  instance? 
where  the  previous  question  had  been  called  for 
and  not  taken. 

The  Speaker  replied,  then  it  must  have  been 
withdrawn. 

The  previous  question  was  then  put  in  these 
words,  "  Shall  the  main  question  now  be  put  V 
and  it  was  carried  unanimously. 

REFERENCE  OF  PETITIONS,  Ac- 
Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  presented  a  resolution  to 
the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved^  That  all  memorials  and  petitions,  which, 
daring  the  second  session  of  the  fourth  Congress  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures, and  not  reported  upon,  be  and  the  same  axe 
hereby  referred  to  the  said  committee  for  their  conside- 
ration and  report." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

ADDRESS  TO  THE  PRE8IDENT. 

The  Speaker  announced  the  arrival  of  the 
hour  which  the  President  of  the  United  States  had 
appointed  to  receive  the  Address  of  the  House  in 
answer  to  his  Speech;  and  the  Speaker,  attended 
by  the  members,  accordingly  waited  upon  the 
President,  at  his  house,  and  presented  to  him  the 
Address:  to  which  the  President  made  the  fol- 
lowing reply : 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .• 

I  receive  this  Address  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  with  peculiar  interest. 

Your  approbation  of  the  meeting  of  Congress  in  this 
city,  and  of  those  other  measures  of  the  Executive  au- 
thority of  Government  communicated  in  my  Address 
to  both  Houses,  at  the  opening  of  the  session,  afford 
me  great  satisfaction,  as  the  strongest  desire  of  my 
heart  is  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  people  and  their  re- 
presentatives by  a  faithful  discharge  of  my  duty. 

The  confidence  you  express  in  the  sincerity  of  my 
endeavors,  and  the  unanimity  of  the  people,  does  me 
much  honor,  and  gives  me  great  joy. 

I  rejoice  in  that  harmony  which  appears  in  the  sen- 
timents of  all  the  branches  of  the  Government,  on  the 
importance  of  our  commerce  and  our  obligations  to  de- 
fend it,  as  well  as  in  all  other  subjects  recommended 
to  your  consideration,  and  sincerely  congratulate  you 
and  our  fellow-citizens  at  large  on  this  appearance,  so 
auspicious  to  the  honor,  interest,  and  happiness  of  the 
nation.  JOHN  ADAMS. 

UiriTxn  States,  November  29,  1797. 

The  Speaker  and  members  then  returned  to  the 
House,  and  order  being  obtained,  the  Speaker,  aa 
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usual,  read  the  Answer  of  the  President  from  the 
Chair ;  after  which, 

Mr.  Harper  said  it  had  been  usual,  where 
Legislative  measures  were  recommended  in  the 
Speech  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to 
refer  such  parts  to  select  committees.  He  there- 
fore moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  in  order  to  take  into  consideration  the 
Speech  of  the  President. 

The  Speaker  said  the  Speech  had  not  yet 
been  committed  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  it  be  so  committed ; 
which  being  agreed  to,  he  moved  that  the  House 
now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  state  of  the  Union;  which  was  done  ac- 
cordingly, Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Harper  then  proposed  six  resolutions  for 
adoption,  to  the  following  effect ;  which  he  pro- 
posed to  be  referred  to  select  committees. 

1.  Rttolvcd,  That  so  much  of  the  Speech  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  power  being 
given  to  the  President  to  postpone  the  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, in  certain  oases,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee 
to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

i  That  so  much  as  relates  to  the  protection  of  com- 
merce, be  referred,  && 

3.  That  so  much  as  relates  to  the  attempts  of  foreign 
igeata  to  alienate  the  affections  of  the  Indian  nations, 
and  to  excite  them  to  actual  hostilities  against  the 
United  States,  be  referred,  Ac, 

4.  That  so  much  as  relates  to  a  provision  for  the  ful- 
filment of  the  sixth  article  of  the  Treaty  between  the 
United  8tates  and  Great  Britain,  be  referred,  <fec  ' 

5.  That  so  much  as  relates  to  the  reimbursement  of 
certain  advances  made  by  the  Consuls  of  the  United 
States,  be  referred,  <fec 

6.  That  so  much  as  relates  to  the  revision  and 
amendment,  in  certain  particulars,  of  the  act  relative  to 
Consols,  be  referred,  Ac. 

The  two  first  resolutions  were  agreed  to  with- 
out objection.    On  reading  the  third, 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  he  did  not  think  they  were 
ripe  for  going  into  this  business.  It  was  usual 
when  the  President  alluded  to  facts  in  his  Speech, 
which  he  proposed,  in  the  course  of  the  session,  to 
sire  further  information  upon,  to  wait  for  that  in- 
formation before  they  proceeded  to  act  upon  them. 
He  thought  this  would  be  best  in  the  present  case. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  recollect  that  the  President 
referred  to  any  particular  documents  on  this  subject. 
If  a  committee  were  appointed,  they  would  of  course 
inquire  into  the  facts,  and  report  accordingly. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  the  mover  himself  seemed 
to  be  aware  that  the  committee  would  be  at  a  loss 
for  facts,  and  they  would  have  to  apply  to  the 
President  for  them.  He  thought  it  would  be  more 
respectful  to  wait  for  the  communications,  which 
would  of  course  be  made  to  the  House,  than  to 
employ  the  committee  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  Harper  said  the  President  had  told  them, 
js  a  fact,  that  such  attempts  had  been  made.  [Mr. 
H.  read  an  extract  from  the  Speech.]  To  post- 
pone the  appointment  of  a  committee,  therefore, 
w  order  to  wait  for  further  communications, 
would  be  to  say  they  did  not  believe  the  fact.  Be- 


fore the  President  had  made  the  assertion,  he 
would  doubtless  be  well  assured  of  the  truth  of  it. 
But  he  would  observe,  that  if  no  such  attempts . 
had  been  made,  they  were  not  unlikely  to  be  made, 
and  the  law  recommended  on  that  ground  was 
very  desirable.  It  was  well  known  that  the  or- 
dinary course  of  law  will  not  go  into  that  territo- 
ry ;  there  must  be  a  distinct  and  particular  legis- 
lative power  for  the  purpose.  Admitting,  there- 
fore, that  the  President  had  been  misinformed,  the 
law  could  do  no  harm,  but  might  prevent  the  evils 
complained  of. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  observed,  that  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Nicholas)  was  very  correct 
in  saying  that  it  was  usual  to  wait  for  the  promis- 
ed communications  of  the  Executive  department, 
before  they  proceeded  to  act  upon  any  business 
recommended  by  the  Speech ;  but  it  must  also  be 
recollected,  that  the  style  of  this  resolution  was 
different  from  that  heretofore  used.  It  was  cus- 
tomary to  say  on  these  occasions,  "  Resolved,  that 
it  is  expedient  to  do  so  and  so,"  which  they  could 
not  do,  until  evidence  was  before  them ;  but  this 
committee  being  differently  formed,  there  was  not 
that  necessity,  and  when  the  communication  was 
made,  it  would  of  course  be  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee now  proposed  to  be  appointed. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said,  that  the  law 
recommended  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  be  passed,  was  to  give  better  effect  to  the 
measures  already  taken  to  counteract  the  attempts 
of  foreign  agents  upon  the  Indian  nations.  Before 
a  law  could  be  passed  to  give  effect  to  those  meas- 
ures, it  was  necessary,  therefore,  they  should  be 
laid  before  them ;  and,  if  a  committee  were  now 
appointed,  they  would,  of  course,  have  to  look  back 
to  the  House  lor  information. 

Mr.  Baldwin  thought  there  was  another  reason 
for  deferring  the  business.  He  thought  there  was 
a  law  intimately  connected  with  this  subject 
which  expired  in  the  Spring  (of  which  they  should 
have  notice  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal,  if  it 
was  so)  and  of  which  this  provision  might  make 
a  part.  He  saw  no  inconvenience  which  could 
arise  from  letting  this  subject  lie  over  for  a  time. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  would  consent  to  let  this  matter  be  pass- 
ed over,  the  House  might  proceed  upon  those  ob- 
jects upon  which  there  seemed  little  difference  of 
opinion. 

Mr.  Brooks  saw  no  impropriety  in  referring 
the  business  to  a  select  committee ;  for,  if  it  were 
referred,  it  did  not  follow  that  they  were  obliged 
immediately  to  act  upon  it.  The  crime,  he  said, 
was  identified.  If  the  committee  were  appointed, 
and  the  President  had  communications  to  make 
upon  the  subject,  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  pro- 
cure more  early  mformation  than  might  otherwise 
be  obtained.  He  thought  this  resolution  as  proper 
for  commitment  as  any  other. 

The  question  for  agreeing  to  the  resolution  was 
put  and  carried — 44  to  43. 

The  remainder  of  the  resolutions  were  agreed 
to,  the  committee  rose,  and  the  House  took  them  up. 

The  three  first  resolutions  were  agreed  to  in  the 
House  without  debate.    On  the  fourth  being  read, 
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Mr.  Sitoreaveb  said  that  this  resolution  ought 
to  go  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  as 
•coming  directly  within  their  province;  hut  at 
present,  he  believed,  no  such  committee  had  been 
appointed. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  it  might  with  propriety  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  as  it  embraced  other 
objects  besides  providing  money. 

Mr.  Venable  was  of  opinion  it  would  be  best 
to  postpone  this  matter  to  a  dfstant  day.  He  did 
not  know  that  any  decision  had  yet  taken  place, 
and  therefore  there  was  no  necessity  for  the  reso- 
lution at  present. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  was  not  willing  to  agree  to  a 
postponement  to  a  distant  day ;  but  thought  it 
would  be  best  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  as  it  was  necessary  they  should  have 
the  whole  of  the  demands  against  the  country  be- 
fore them.  He  moved,  therefore,  for  a  postpone- 
ment to  this  day  two  weeks.    Agreed  to. 

The  two  remaining  resolutions  being  agreed  to, 
and  the  latter  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  whom  was  referred  the  act  relative  to 
American  seamen, 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  observed,  there  was  a  very 
important  matter  in  the  Speech  yet  untouched. 
He  therefore  proposed  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  Speech  as  relates  to 
foreign  vessels,  sailing  finder  forged  American  papers, 
be  referred  te  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures. 

Agreed  to. 

'     RELIEF  TO  AMERICAN  SEAMEN. 

Mr.  Livingston  moved  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  act  for  the  relief  and  pro- 
tection of  American  seamen;  which  being  agreed 
to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  and  the  report  having  been  read,  three 
resolutions  were  agreed  to,  viz :  one  directing  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  lay  before  the  House  an  ab- 
stract of  all  the  returns  made  to  him  by  the  col- 
lectors of  the  several  ports,  and  such  accounts  as 
he  may  have  received  from  our  agents  in  foreign 

ports ;  another  for  allowing cents  per  day  to 

every  sick  seaman  in  a  foreign  port,  and  a  sum 
for  their  transportation  home ;  and  another  direct- 
ing that  a  certain  deduction  shall  be  made  from 
the-  wages  of  seamen,  for  the  maintaining?  of  the 
sick  and  disabled,  and  for  the  support  of  a  hos- 
pital. 

The  House  concurred  in  the  resolutions,  and 
appointed  a  committee  for  carrying  them  into 
effect. 

NORTH  AND  VE8EY. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  on  the  report  on  the  petition  of 
North  and  Vesey. 

This  petition  was  presented  during  the  last  Win- 
ter session,  and  then  reported  upon.  The  petition- 
ers state,  that  they  .were  agents  for  the  French  pri- 
vateer schooner  Leo,  Captain  Harmand ;  that  the 
said  privateer  sent  into  the  port  of  Charleston,  an 
English  prize  ship  called  the  Amity,  with  a  cargo 
consisting  of  sugar  and  rum,  which  was  duly  en- 1 


tered  in  the  custom-house,  on  the  7th  of  April1 
1795 ;  that  they  proceeded,  on  the  twelfth  ot  the 
same  month,  to  tne  sale  of  the  cargo,  when  they 
were  prohibited  from  selling  by  a  libel  issued  from 
the  Court  of  Admiralty ;  that,  on  the  21st  of  the 
month,  an  injunction  was  granted  by  the  District 
Court  to  stop  the  sale  altogether,  as  contrary  to  the 
treaty  concluded  with  Great  Britain ;  that  the  said 
ship  Amity  being  in  a  leaky  condition,  they  ob- 
tained permission  from  the  collector  to  land  the 
cargo ;  that,  by  a  survey  afterwards  held  on  the 
ship,  she  was  condemned  as  not  seaworthy.  In 
consequence,  application  was  made  at  the  custom- 
house, for  leave  to  re-export  the  cargo  in  neutral 
bottoms,  as  French  property,  which  permission 
was  at  first  refused,  but  afterwards  granted  ;  but 
that,  in  the  meantime,  by  the  fire  which  laid  waste 
a  great  part  of  Charleston,  on  the  13th  of  June 
last,  fifty-two  hogsheads  and  two  tierces  of  sugar. 
were  totally  consumed ;  whereupon  the  collector 
ordered  the  rum,  part  of  the  cargo  of  the  ship 
Amity,  to  be  sold  to  secure  the  duties  on  the  sugar 
thus  consumed  by  fire.  The  petitioners  pray  for 
relief  by  a  restoration  of  the  duties  thus  collected 
from  them. 

The  Committee  of  Commrcee  and  Manufac- 
tures are  of  opinion  that  this  case  must  be  consid- 
ered as  one  for  which  no  provision  had  been  made 
by  law,  but  as  analogous  to  that  of  wreck  ;  that 
the  cargo  was  supposed  to  be  landed  only  in  con- 
sequence of  the  alleged  disability  of  the  ship,  and 
that  as  no  sale  of  the  cargo  could  be  made  within 
the  United  States,  no  duties  ever  could  have  been 
collected  from  it ;  so  that  the  destruction  of  the 
sugar  by  fire,  not  having  altered  the  original 
ground  on  which  they  were  suffered  to  be  landed, 
to  wit :  merely  in  transitu,  until  the  ship  could  be 
repaired  or  the  goods  re-exported,  the  duties  ought 
to  be  refunded.  Whereupon,  they  recommended 
to  the  House  to  adopt  the  following  resolution  : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  grant  relief  to  the  petitioners,  according  to 
the  prayer  of  their  petition." 

The  above  resolution  was  agreed  to,  with  a  tri- 
fling alteration.  The  House  took  it  up,  agreed  to 
it,  and  appointed  a  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill. 

Mr.  Dent,  on  application,  was  excused  from 
serving  on  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man- 
ufactures, (being  already  upon  two  other  commit- 
tees,) and  Mr.  S.  Smith  was  appointed  in  his 
place. 


Thursday,  November  30. 

Tompson  J.  Skinner,  from  Massachusetts,  ap- 
peared, and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  Baldwin  presented  a  remonstrance  from 
the  Legislature  of  Georgia,  complaining  of  the 
law  regulating  the  intercourse  of  the  United  States 
with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  also  of  the  operation 
of  existing  treaties.  Referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee of  three  members. 

MEMORIAL  OF  QUAKERS. 

Mr.  Gallatin  presented  the  following  memo- 
rial of  certain  citizens,  called  Quakers,  in  the  name 
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of  the  annual  meeting  of  that  body,  lately  held  in 
Philadelphia. 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States,  in  Congress  assembled  : 

The  memorial  and  address  of  the  people  called  Qua- 
kers, from  their  yearly  meeting  held  in  Philadelphia, 
by  adjournments  from  the  25th  of  the  9th  month,  to  the 
29th  of  the  same,  inclusive,  1797,  respectfully  shew- 
eth: 

That,  being  convened,  at  this  our  annual  solemnity, 
for  the  promotion  of  the  cause  of  truth  and  righteous- 
ness, we  have  been  favored  to  experience  religious 
weight  to  attend  our  minds,  and  an  anxious  desire  to 
follow  after  those  things  which  make  for  peace ;  among 
other  investigations  the  oppressed  state  of  our  brethren 
of  the  African  race  has  been  brought  into  view,  and 
particularly  the  circumstances  of  one  hundred  and  thir 
ty-foor  in  North  Carolina,  and  many  others  whose  cases 
have  not  so  folly  come  to  our  knowledge,  who  were  set 
free  by  members  of  our  religious  society,  and  again  re- 
duced into  cruel  bondage,  under  the  authority  of  exist- 
ing or  retrospective  laws;  husbands  and  wives,  and 
children,  separated,  one  from  another ;  which,  we  ap- 
prehend to  be  an  abominable  tragedy,  and  with  other 
acts,  of  a  similar  nature,  practised  in  other  Sutes,  has 
a  tendency  to  bringdown  the  judgments  of  a  righteous 
God  upon  our  land! 

This  city  and  neighborhood,  and  some  other  parts, 
have  been  visited  with  an  awful  calamity,  which  ought 
to  excite  an  inquiry  in  the  cause  and  endeavors  to  do 
away  those  things  which  occasion  the  heavy  clouds  that 
bang  over  us.  It  is  easy  with  the  Almighty  to  bring 
down  the  loftiness  of  men  by  diversified  judgments, 
and  to  make  them  fear  the  rod  and  Him  that  hath  ap- 
pointed it. 

We  wish  to  revive  in  your  view  the  solemn  engage- 
ment of  Congress,  made  in  the  year  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  seventy-four,  as  follows : 

"  And,  therefore,  we  do  for  ourselves,  and  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  several  colonies,  whom  we  represent,  firmly 
tgree  and  associate,  under  the  sacred  ties  of  virtue, 
honor,  and  love  of  our  country,  as  follows : 

"  Article  2.  We  will  neither  import  nor  purchase  iny 
aaves  imported  after  the  first  day  of  December  next, 
after  which  time  we  will  wholly  discontinue  the  slave 
trade,  and  will  neither  be  concerned  in  it  ourselves,  nor 
will  we  hire  our  vessels,  nor  sell  our  commodities  or 
manufactures  to  those  who  are  concerned  in  it. 

"  Article  3.  And  will  discountenance  and  discourage 
every  species  of  extravagance  and  dissipation,  especial- 
ly hone-racing,  and  all  kinds  of  gaming,  cock  fighting, 
exhibitions  of  shows,  plays,  and  other  expensive  diver- 
sions and  entertainments." 

This  was  a  solemn  league  and  covenant,  made  with 
the  Almighty  in  an  hour  of  distress,  and  He  is  now  call- 
ing apon  you  to  perform  and  fulfil  it;  but  how  has 
this  solemn  covenant  been  contravened  by  the  wrongs 
and  cruelties  practised  upon  the  poor  African  race,  the 
increase  of  dissipation  and  luxury,  and  the  countenance 
*ad  encouragement  given  to  play-houses,  and  other 
vain  amusements  !  And  how  grossly  is  the  Almighty 
jflronted  on  the  day  of  the  celebration  of  Independence ! 
What  rioting  and  drunkenness,  chambering  and  wan- 
tonness !  to  the  great  grief  of  sober  inhabitants,  and 
the  disgrace  of  our  national  character. 

National  evils  produce  national  judgments ;  we  there- 
fore fervently  pray  the  Governor  of  the  Universe  may 
enlighten  your  understandings    and  influence   your 


minds,  so  as  to  engage  you  to  use  every  exertion  in 
your  power,  to  have  these  things  redressed. 

With  sincere  desires  for  your  happiness  here  and 
hereafter,  and  that,  when  you  come  to  close  this  life, 
you  may  individually  be  able  to  appeal  as  a  Ruler  did 
formerly :  "  Remember  now,  0  Lord,  I  beseech  thee, 
how  I  have  walked  before  thee,  in  truth  and  with  a  per- 
fect heart,  and  have  done  that  which  is  good  in  thy 
sight." 

We  remain  your  friends  and  fellow-citizens. 
Signed  in  and  on  behalf  of  the  said  meeting,  by 

JONATHAN  EVANS, 
Clerk  to  the  meeting  this  year* 

The  memorial  having  been  read  by  the  Clerk, 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  not.  This  was  not  the  first, 
second,  or  third  time,  that  the  House  had  been 
troubled  with  similar  applications,  which  had  a 
tendency  to  stir  up  a  class  of  persons  to  inflict 
calamities  which  would  be  of  greater  consequence 
than  any  evils  which  were  at  present  suffered; 
and  this,  and  every  other  Legislature,  ought  to  set 
their  faces  against  remonstrances  complaining  of 
what  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  alter. 

Mr.  Thatcher  hoped  the  petition  would  have 
a  second  reading,  ana  be  committed.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  would  be  the  regular  way  of  set- 
ting rid  of  the  difficulty  which  was  apprehended. 
The  gentleman  who  had  iust  sat  down  said,  that  this 
was  not  the  first,  second,  or  third  time,  that  the 
House  had  been  troubled  with  similar  petitions. 
This,  he  said,  was  natural.  If  any  number  of 
persons  considered  themselves  aggrieved,  it  was 
not  likely  they  should  leave  off  petitioning,  until 
the  House  should  act  upon  their  petition.  He 
thought  this  was  what  they  ought  to  do.  If  the 
Quakers  thought  themselves  aggrieved,  it  was 
their  duty  to  present  their  petition,  not  only  three, 
five,  or  seven  times,  but  seventy  times,  until  it  was 
attended  to.  Gentlemen,  therefore,  who  wished 
not  to  be  troubled  again,  ought  to  be  in  favor  of  a 
second  reading  and  reference.  At  present,  they 
did  not  know  what  the  particular  grievance  com- 
plained of  was,  nor  whether  it  could  or  could  not 
oe  remedied.  He  believed  that  one  of  the  subjects 
of  complaint  had  a  reference  to  a  matter  com- 
plained of  in  a  memorial  presented  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, respecting  some  dark-complexioned  citizens 
of  North  Carolina,  who  were  injured  by  the  opera- 
tion of  an  act  of  the  United  States  called  the  Fu- 
gitive Act ;  but  as  it  was  the  wish  of  the  House 
not  to  enter  upon  any  business  of  a  private  nature 
at  that  time,  tne  petition  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table.  It  appeared,  therefore,  highly  proper  that 
this  petition  should  be  referred,  as  was  customary, 
to  a  committee,  that  this  grievance  might  be 
remedied. 

Mr.  Lyon  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Caiolina  (Mr.  Harper)  jiad 
not  attended  to  the  subject-matter  of  the  petition, 
or  he  would  not  have  objected  to  its  being  read  a 
second  time.  There  was  a  grievance  complained 
of,  which  certainly  ought  to  he  remedied,  viz :  that 
a  certain  number  of  black  persons  who  had  been 
set  at  liberty  by  their  masters,  were  now  held  in 


669 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


660 


H.  or  R.] 


Memorial  of  Quakers. 


[Novbmbbb,  1797 


slavery,  contrary  to  right.  He  thought  this  ought 
to  be  inquired  into. 

Mr.  Rdtledqe  should  not  be  opposed  to  the 
second  reading  and  reference  of  this  memorial,  if 
he  thought  the  strong  censure  they  deserved  would 
be  the  report  of  a  committee.  This  censure,  he 
thought,  this  body  of  men  ought  to  have ;  a  set  of 
men  who  attempt  to  seduce  the  servants  of  gentle- 
men travelling  to  the  seat  of  Government,  who 
were  incessantly  importuning  Congress  to  inter- 
fere in  a  business  with  which  the  Constitution  had 
said  they  had  no  concern.  If  he  was  sure  this 
conduct  would  be  reprobated,  he  would  cheerfully 
vote  for  a  reference  of  the  present  petition ;  but  not 
believing  this  would  be  the  case,  he  should  be  for 
its  laying  on  the  table,  or  under  the  table,  that 
they  might  not  only  have  done  with  the  business 
for  to-day,  but  finally.  At  a  time  when  some  na- 
tions were  witnesses  of  the  most  barbarous  and 
horrid  scenes,  these  petitioners  are  endeavoring  to 
incite  a  class  of  persons  to  the  commission  of  sim- 
ilar enormities.  He  thought  the  matter  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  that  the  reference  ought 
by  no  means  to  be  made.  A  gentleman  before 
him  (Mr.  Lyon)  had  said  that  they  had  certainly 
something  to  do  with  the  detention  of  freemen  in 
slavery.  If  the  fact  were  as  stated,  (which  he 
doubted,)  redress  ought  to  be  sought  by  means  of 
a  court  of  justice,  and  not  by  petitioning  that 
House. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  was  sorry  to  see  so  much  heat 

Eroduced  by  the  introduction  of  this  petition.  He 
imself  could  see  no  reason  why  the  petition  should 
not  be  dealt  with  in  the  ordinary  way.  If  the  pe- 
titioners asked  for  any  thing  which  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  grant,  it  would  be  of 
course  refused ;  but  this  was  no  reason  why  their 
petition  should  not  be  treated  with  ordinary  re- 
spect In  this  memorial,  he  said,  sundry  things 
were  complained  of;  not  only  slavery,  but  several 
other  grievances.  For  instance,  play-houses  were 
complained  of,  whether  justly  or  not,  he  was  not 
about  to  decide.  With  respect  to  the  grievance 
mentioned  in  North  Carolina,  something  perhaps 
might  be  done  to  remedy  it,  without  affecting  the 
property  which  gentlemen  seemed  so  much  alarmed 
about.  He  could  not  suppose  there  was  a  disposi- 
tion in  the  House  to  violate  the  property  of  any 
man ;  there  was  certainly  as  strong  a  disposition 
in  the  Middle  States  as  in  the  Southern,  to  hold 
inviolable  the  right  of  property ;  nor  could  he  see 
any  reasonable  ground  for  throwing  this  petition 
under  the  table.  If  these  people  were  wrong  in 
their  understanding  of  this  subject,  it  would  be 
best  to  appoint  a  committee  to  set  them  right.  He 
was  sorry  to  hear  gentlemen  charge  so  respectable 
a  body  of  men  in  that  House  with  attempting  to 
seduce  and  debauch  their  servants ;  for,  if  this  were 
the  case,  redress  could  doubtless  be  had  in  a  court 
of  justice.  The  uncommon  warmth  which  was 
shown  on  the  occasion  would  lead  persons  to  be- 
lieve that  gentlemen  were  afraid  of  having  the 
matter  looked  into,  as  this  was  generally  the  tem- 
per resorted  to  when  argument  was  wanting.  He 
noped  the  memorial  would  be  dealt  with  in  the 
usual  way. 


Mr.  Gallatin  said  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
House,  whenever  a  memorial  was  presented,  to 
have  it  read  a  first  and  a  second  time,  and  then  to 
commit  it,  unless  it  were  expressed  in  such  inde- 
cent terms  as  to  induce  the  House  to  reject  it,  or 
upon  a  subject  upon  which  petitions  had  been 
lately  rejected  by  a  large  majority  of  the  House. 
In  no  other  case  were  petitions  rejected  without 
examination  and  without  discussion.  He  said 
without  examination  and  without  discussion,  be- 
cause it  was  impossible,  upon  a  single  reading  of 
a  petition,  to  be  able  to  form  a  sound  judgment 
upon  it.  Indeed,  seeing  the  way  in  which  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Rutledge) 
had  treated  the  subject,  no  cool  examination  could 
be  expected  at  present ;  in  the  moment  of  passion 
it  would  be  best  not  to  decide,  but  to  send  the  pe- 
tition to  a  committee.  What  was  the  objection 
to  this  mode  of  proceeding  ?  It  was  that  the  sub- 
ject would  shake  a  certain  kind  of  property.  How 
so  ?  A  petition  that  reminds  us  of  the  fate  of  cer- 
tain blacks  in  this  country,  which  did  not  refer 
to  slaves,  but  to  free  men.  This  petition  was  to 
shake  property !  In  the  same  manner  it  might  be 
said  that  the  law  of  Pennsylvania  for  the  grad- 
ual abolition  of  slavery  had  also  a  tendency  to  de- 
stroy that  property ;  or  that  the  legislative  decision 
of  the  State  of  Massachusetts  that  there  shall  be 
no  slaves  under  their  Government,  would  have 
that  effect.  But  it  was  said  the  chaiacters  of  the 
petitioners  was  such  as  they  ought  to  brand  with 
the  mark  of  disapprobation. 

In  support  of  this  charge,  it  was  alleged  that 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  petitioning,  but  they 
attempted  to  debauch  and  seduce  servants — to  rob 
gentlemen  of  their  property.  He  did  not  know 
to  what  the  gentleman  who  made  this  assertion 
alluded ;  but  he  believed,  if  the  matter  was  fairly 
stated,  whatever  may  have  been  done  in  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  has  been  no  more  than  an  en- 
deavor to  carry  into  full  effect  the  laws  of  the 
State,  which  say,  that  "all  men  are  free  when 
they  set  their  foot  within  the  State,"  excepting 
only  the  servants  of  Members  of  Congress,  As 
to  the  moral  character  of  this  body  of  people, 
though  a  number  of  their  principles  were  diner- 
ent  from  those  which  he  professed,  he  believed  it 
could  not  be  said,  with  truth,  that  they  were 
friends  to  any  kind  of  disorder ;  and  he  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  gentleman  suppose  that  they  could 
or  would  do  any  thing  which  would  throw  into 
disorder  any  part  of  the  Union.  On  the  contrary, 
he  believed  them  to  be  good  friends  of  order.  Mr. 
G»  said  he  wished  to  have  avoided  a  discussion  of 
the  merits  of  the  memorial ;  but  when  they  were 
told  it  was  improper  to  do  any  thing  on  the  sub- 
ject, it  became  necessary.  He  knew  it  was  in 
their  power  to  do  something.  They  might  lay  a 
duty  of  ten  dollars  a  head  on  the  importation  of 
slaves ;  he  knew  a  memorial  had  been  presented 
at  a  former  session  respecting  the  kidnapping  of 
negroes,  which  had  been  favorably  reported  upon. 
Finally,  the  present  memorial  did  not  apply  only 
to  the  blacks,  but  to  other  objects.  With  respect 
to  plays,  they  bad  a  motion  last  session  before 
them  for  laying  a  tax  upon  them,  which  had  a  re- 
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fereoce  to  the  subject.  By  committing  this  me- 
morial, they  should  give  no  decision.  If  the 
committee  reported  they  coold  do  nothing  in  the 
business,  and  the  House  agreed  to  the  report,  the 
matter  would  he  closed  in  a  much  more  respect- 
fa!  way  than  by  throwing  the  petition  under  the 
table. 

Mr.  Sew  all  said,  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
stated  two  cases  in  which  petitions  had  been  re- 
ceived without  a  commitment.  He  might  have 
added  a  third,  more  applicable  to  the  present  me- 
morial. This  was  when  a  petition  was  upon 
matter  over  which  this  House  had  no  cognizance, 
especially  if  it  were  of  such  a  nature  as  to  excite 
disagreeable  sensations  in  one  part  of  the  House, 
who  were  concerned  in  property  which  was  al- 
ready held  under  circumstances  sufficiently  dis- 
agreeable. 'In  sneh  cases,  they  ought  at  once  to 
reject  the  memorial,  as  it  would  be  mispending 
time  to  commit  it.  If,  for  instance,  a  petition 
should  be  presented;  complaining  that  a  person  had 
refased  to  discharge  an  obligation  to  another,  it 
would  be  at  once  acknowledged  that  the  House 
could  not  enforce  the  obligation ;  but  application 
must  be  made  to  a  court  of  justice.  So  in  this 
case;  the  petitioners  complain  of  a  law  of  North 
Carolina.  This  House,  he  said,  could  not  change 
that  law.  If  any  thing  was  done  there  contrary 
to  right,  the  courts  of  that  State,  as  well  as  those 
of  the  United  States,  were  open  to  afford  redress. 
It  was  their  business,  and  not  the  business  of  that 
House.  They  did  not  come  there  to  act  upon, 
subjects  agreeable  to  their  feelings;  but  upon  such 
as  the  Constitution  had  placed  in  their  hands. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  said 
they  might  impose  a  tax  of  ten  dollars  upon  the 
importation  of  every  slave.  Would  this,  he  asked, 
relieve  the  petitioners  ?  No.  If  they  could  pre- 
vent the  kidnapping  of  negroes,  it  was  well ;  but 
nothing  was  aimed  at  of  this  sort  in  this  peti- 
tion. He  recollected  a  former  instance  of  this 
kind,  but  the  issue  of  the  business  showed  that 
nothing  could  be  done  without  injuring  the  public 
more  than  individuals  would  be  benefited.    The 

?tition  alluded  to  stage  plays.  With  what  view? 
o revenue?  No;  but  to  a  correction  of  them 
with  respect  to  morals.  It  was  not  within  their 
province  to  do  this,  but  under  the  power  of  the 
State  Governments.  If  they  were  taken  up  for 
the  Fake  of  revenue,  they  did  not  come  within 
the  purview  of  this  petition,  but  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means.  Upon  the  whole,  as  he  con- 
sidered this  as  a  dangerous  business,  and  that  they 
coold  do  nothing  to  gratify  the  feelings  of  the  pe- 
titioners, he  would  not  wish  to  treat  the  applica- 
tion with  contempt,  but  let  it  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  there  was  not  a  gentleman  in 
North  Carolina  who  did  not  wish  there  were  no 
blacks  in  the  country.  It  was  a  misfortune — he 
considered  it  as  a  curse ;  but  there  was  no  way 
of  getting  rid  of  them.  Instead  of  peace-makers, 
he  looked  upon  the  Quakers  as  war-makers,  as 
they  were  continually  endeavoring  in  the  South- 
ern States  to  stir  up  insurrections  amongst  the 
negroes.  It  was  unconstitutional,  he  said,  in  these 
men  to  desire  the  House  to  do  what  they  had  no 


power  to  do;  as  well  might  they  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  come  and  take  the 
Speaker's  chair.  There  was  a  law  in  North  Car- 
olina, he  said,  which  forbade  any  person  from 
holding  either  a  black  or  white  person  as  a  slave 
after  he  had  been  set  at  liberty.  The  one  hun- 
dred and  thirty-four  negroes  alluded  to  in  the  pe- 
tion,  he  knew  nothing  of.  In  the  war.  he  said, 
the  Quakers  in  their  State  were  generally  Tories. 
They  began  to  set  free  their  negroes,  when  the 
State  passed  a  law  that  they  should  not  set  them 
free.  If  these  people  were  dissatisfied  with  the 
law,  they  had  nothing  to  do  but  transport  their 
negroes  into  Pennsylvania,  where,  the  gentleman 
from  that  State  had  told  them,  they  would  be  im- 
mediately free.  This  subject  haa  already  been 
before  the  House,  but  they  declined  doing  any 
thing  in  it.  It  was  extraordinary  that  these  peo- 
ple should  come,  session  after  session,  with  their 
petitions  on  this  subject.  They  had  put  play- 
houses into  their  memorial ;  but  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  them.  In  this  State,  he  believed,  the 
Legislature  had  passed  a  law  authorizing  them. 
It  was  altogether  a  matter  of  State  policy.  The 
whole  petition  was,  indeed,  unnecessary.  The 
only  object  seemed  to  be  to  sow  dissension.  A 
petition  could  not  come  there  touching  any  sub- 
ject on  which  they  had  power  to  act,  which  he 
should  not  be  in  favor  of  committing ;  but  this 
thing  being  wrong  in  itself,  it  was  needless  to 
commit  it,  as  no  single  purpose  could  be  answered 
by  it. 

Mr.  Allen  was  in  favor  of  a  second  reading 
and  committal.  He  did  not  know  that  no  good 
could  arise  from  such  a  proceeding.  He  wished 
time  to  consider  the  matter.  He  had  another  rea- 
son against  getting  rid  of  this  business.  When 
the' debate  upon  this  question  came  to  be  faithful- 
ly reported,  it  might  be  said  that  the  society  of 
Quakers  had  been  found  guilty  of  such  foul  con- 
duct, that  their  petition  to  the  House  had  been 
thrown  under  the  table.  Another  reason.  Last 
Summer,  alonj?  with  other  strangers,  he  went  to 
see  the  new  iail  of  the  city,  where  he  was  shown 
a  man  who  had  been  a  manumitted  slave ;  but 
after  being  free  twenty  years,  he  was  apprehended 
under  the  fugitive  law,  and  was  there  imprisoned. 
If  this  were  so,  it  was  necessary  that  this  law 
should  be  revised.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  peti- 
tion might  be  committed,  and  that  this  evil  might 
be  remedied.  At  all  events,  he  trusted  the  peti- 
tion would  not  be  rejected,  as  it  would  be  highly 
disrespectful  to  a  society  of  men  revered  by  every 
man  who  set  a  value  upon  virtue  and  integrity. 

Mr.  Livingston  saia,  if  he  could  believe  that 
the  persons  who  presented  this  petition  were  of 
the  description  which  they  had  been  represented ; 
that  they  endeavored  to  raise  insurrections  in  one 
part  of  the  country,  and  practised  robbery  in  an- 
other, he  should  not  be  inclined  to  pay  much  re- 
spect to  them.  But  he  did  not  believe  these 
charges;  he  believed  them  indiscriminately  made 
and  unfounded.  It  was  possible  that  a  member  of 
this  community;  as  well  as  of  any  other,  might  be 
of  this  description ;  but,  as  against  the  body,  he 
knew  the  charges  were  unworthily  made.  He  was 
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acquainted  with  many  of  these  persons  in  those 
States  where  they  were  most  numerous,  and  he 
was  certain  they  did  not  deserve  the  character 
given  them.  Therefore,  as  the  matter  respected 
the  petitioners,  the  petition  ought  not  to  be  thrown 
under  the  table.  Let  us  now,  said  he,  examine 
the  request,  and  see  whether  it  be  so  improper  and 
impracticable  as  to  make  us  say.  on  its  first  read- 
ing, we  have  heard  enough.  What  do  they  ask  ? 
They  say  a  certain  number  of  citizens  are  deprived 
of  wnat  belongs  to  them ;  and  can  we  say  we  will 
not  grant  relief?  No,  said  he,  we  cannot,  before 
the  business  is  inquired  into,  as  it  would  be  acting 
unlike  the  Legislature  of  a  great  nation.  If  they 
said  this  application  was  so  improper  as  not  to  be 
committed,  what  did  they  say  to  their  predecessors 
who  sat  in  that  House  a  few  months  ago.  who  not 
only  received  an  application  of  a  similar  kind,  but 
a  committee  reported  in  its  favor.  They  said  uni- 
versal emancipation  is  not  in  our  power,  but  the 
evil  is  one  for  which  a  partial  remedy  may  be  pro- 
vided. The  want  of  time  only  prevented  its  be- 
ing acted  upon.  This  was  a  subject  upon  which 
they  might  at  least  debate j  he  could  not  say  whe- 
ther they  could  afford  a  remedy  or  not.  His  im- 
pressions were  they  could  not.  but  he  would  not 
say  they  never  could.  He  did  not  think  they 
should  do  the  duty  which  he  was  sent  there  to  do. 
by  saying  so,  which  was  to  follow  the  dictates  of 
a  sober  judgment,  after  facts  were  fairly,  and  fully 
stated.  He  thought  it  best  to  follow  the  usual 
course,  by  appointing  a  committee,  who  would  ex- 
amine the  jnatter  and  report  what  was  best  to  be 
done,  which  the  House  could  agree  to  or  not,  as 
they  saw  proper.  He  thought  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  those  States  most  interested  in  the 
question,  that  it  should  be  fully  discussed  and  im- 
passionately  decided  upon;  for,  so  long  as  the 
petitions  or  these  persons  were  neglected  or  treated 
with  contempt,  so  long  would  they  conceive  they 
were  unjustly  treated,  and  continue  their  applica- 
tions for  redress. 

Mr.  L.  said  there  were  a  number  of  general  re- 
flections contained  in  the  memorial,  upon  the 
growth  of  vice  and  immorality,  to  the  suppression 
of  which  he  did  not  see  that  the  power  of  Con- 
gress extended.  They  particularly  pointed  at' the 
establishment  of  play-houses ;  but  it  might  be  re- 
marked that  these  gentlemen,  so  averse  to  the 
establishment  of  play-houses,  have  not  written 
their  memorial  without  borrowing  language  from 
them,  as  they  term  the  evil  which  they  speak  of 
"  a  terrible  tragedy." 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  was  of  opinion  with  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin,) 
with  respect  to  the  disposal  of  petitions.  But  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  subject-matter  of  all  pe- 
titions should  be  within  the  view  and  authority 
of  the  House ;  if  not,  to  refer  them  would  certainly 
be  a  waste  of  time.  He  had  attended  to  the  peti- 
tion, and  he  did  not  think  there  was  a  single  object 
upon  which  it  was  in  their  power  to  act.  Nothing 
was  prayed  for.  The  petitioners  speak  of  the 
slave  trade,  and,  in  general  terms,  of  the  immora- 
lity of  the  times,  as  injurious  to  the  state  of  Bocietv  ; 
and  wish  some  means  may  be  taken  to  prevent  tie 


growth  of  them.  To  refer  a' petition  of  this  sort, 
therefore,  to  a  committee  would  answer  no  par- 
pose.  He  did  not  think  they  were  more  obliged 
to  take  up  the  business  than  if  they  had  read  the 
address  in  a  newspaper. 

Mr.  Bayard  said  it  might  be  inferred,  from  the 
anxiety  and  warmth  of  gentlemen,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  them  was,  whether  slavery  should  or 
should  not  be  abolished.  The  present  was,  how- 
ever, very  remote  from  such  a  question,  as  it  wis 
merely  whether  a  memorial  should  be  read  a  se* 
cond  time.  The  contents  of  this  memorial,  he 
said,  were  right  or  wrong,  reasonable  or  unreason- 
able j  if  right,  it  was  proper  it  should  go  to  a 
committee ;  and  if  wrong,  u  so  clearly  absurd  as 
it  had  been  represented,  where  would  be  the  evil 
of  a  reference  for  a  report  thereon  ?  He  did  not 
like  things  to  be  decided  in  the  moment  of  passion, 
but  from  the  fullest  consideration.  In  some  coun- 
tries they  knew  persons  accused  of  crimes  were 
condemned  without  a  hearing,  but  there  could  be 
but  one  sentiment  as  to  the  injustice  of  such  a  pro- 
ceeding. There  could  be  no  objection,  there/ore. 
upon  general  principles,  to  the  reference  of  this 
petition.  But  it  was  said  it  was  not  to  be  sent, 
because  of  the  general  habits  of  this  society.  He 
believed  there  was  no  body  of  men  more  respects* 
ble ;  they  were  obedient,  and  contributed  cheer- 
fully to  the  support  of  Government ;  and,  either 
politically  or  civilly  speaking,  as  few  crimes  could 
be  imputed  to  that  body  as  to  any  other. 

This  memorial,  he  said,  had  been  treated  as  co- 
ming from  an  Abolition  Society — it  was  a  memo- 
rial of  the  General  Meeting  or  the  people  called 
Quakers ;  and  if  only  out  of  respect  to  that  body. 
it  ought  to  be  referred.  But  it  was  said  it  did  not 
contain  matter  upon  which  the  House  could  act. 
Gentlemen  seemed  not  to  have  attended  to  the 
subject-matter  of  the  petition.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  House  had  the  power  to  manumit  slaves, 
but  he  believed  there  was  not  a  word  in  the  peti- 
tion which  had  a  reference  to  slavery.  The  peti- 
tioners state,  indeed,  that  a  number  of  negroes, 
not  slaves,  for  negroes  may  be  free,  had  been 
taken  again  into  slavery,  after  they  had  been  freed 
by  their  masters..  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  House  had  not  jurisdiction  over  this  matter  1 
He  was  warranted  by  the  Constitution  in  saying 
they  had,  because  that  instrument  says  that  no 
State  shall  make  ex  post  facto  laws.  It  belonged 
to  that  House,  therefore,  to  see  that  the  Constitu- 
tion was  respected,  as  it  could  not  be  expected 
from  the  justice  of  the  individual  States,  that  thev 
would  repeal  such  laws.  It  rested,  therefore,  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  do  it 
Mr.  B.  read  the  clause  of  the  Constitution  touch- 
ing this  matter,  and  concluded  by  reminding  the 
House  that  this  was  not  an  ultimate  decision,  but 
merely  a  reference. 

Mr/  Josiah  Parker  said  he  was  always  in- 
clined to  lend  a  favorable  ear  to  petitioners  of  every 
kind  but  when  memorial  was  presented  to  the 
House  contrary  to  the  nature  of  the  Government, 
he  should  consent  to  its  lying  on  the  table  or  un- 
der it.  No  one,  he  said,  could  say  they  had  a  right 
to  legislate  respecting  the  proceedings  of  any  iodt- 
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vidual  State ;  they,  therefore,  had  no  power  to  de- 
cide on  the  conduct  of  the  citizens  of  North  Caro- 
lina in  the  matter  complained  of.  Petitions  had 
frequently -come  from  Quakers  and  others  on  this 
subject ;  whereas  this  Government  had  nothing  to 
do  with  negro  slavery,  except  that  they  might  lav 
a  tax  upon  the  importation  of  slaves.  He  recol- 
lected, when  the  subject  was  brought  before  the 
House  in  the  first  Congress  held  at  New  York, 
wishing  to  put  a  stop  to  the  stave  trade  as  much 
as  possible,  being  a  friend  of  liberty,  he  took  every 
step  in  his  power,  and  brought  forward  a  propo- 
sition for  laying  a  tax  of  ten  dollars  upon  every 
slave  imported.  It  was  not  agreed  to ;  but  there 
was  only  one  State  (Georgia)  in  which  the  im- 
portation of  slaves  was  admitted.  Since  the  es- 
tablishment of  this  Government.  Mr.  P.  said,  the 
situation  of  slaves  was  much  ameliorated,  and  any 
interference  now  might  have  the  effect  to  make 
their  masters  more  severe.  He  knew  of  no  part 
of  the  Constitution  which  gave  them  power  over 
horse-racing  and  cock-fighting,  nor  could  they  in- 
terfere with  respect  to  play-houses;  and  where 
they  had  no  right  to  legislate,  they  had  no  right  to 
speak  at  all.  As  the  session  had  begun  harmoni- 
ously, he  hoped  that  harmony  would  not  be  broken 
in  upon  by  su<#  applications  as  the  present.  Mr. 
P.  produced  a  precedent  from  the  Journals  of 
1792.  where  a  memorial  of  Warner  Mifflin,  a 
Quaker,  after  being  read,  was  ordered  lo  lie  on 
the  table, and  two  days  afterwards  returned  to  the 
memorialist. 

Mr.  Nicholas  felt  as  much  as  other  gentlemen 
from  the  Southern  States  on  the  subject  of  the 
present  petition,  but  his  feelings  did  not  produce 
the  same  effects.  He  was  not  afraid  of  an  inter- 
ference from  the  United  States  with  their  property, 
nor  of  any  investigations  or  discussions  respecting 
it.  He  believed  it  would  be  to  the  honor  of  peo- 
ple holding  property  in  slaves,  that  the  business 
should  be  looked  into.  He  thought  such  an  in- 
quiry would  rather  secure  than  injure  their  pro- 
perty. He  did  nqt  think  it  was  the  interest  of 
slaveholders  to  cover  improper  practices.  He  was 
satisfied,  that  in  the  part  of  the  country  where  he 
lived,  there  was  no  disposition  to  protect  injuries — 
no  disposition  to  reject  an  inquiry,  or  to  refuse  to 
understand  a  complaint.  They  had  been  told  that 
the  state  of  the  negroes,  whose  cases  were  men- 
tioned in  the  memorial,  might  be  produced  by  the 
fugitive  law ;  they  had  before  heard  that  this  law 
had  operated  mischievously.  It  ought,  therefore, 
to  be  inquired  into.  On  inquiry,  Mr.  N.  said,  it 
would  not  be  found  the  fault  of  the  Southern 
States  that  slavery  was  tolerated,  but  their  mis- 
fortune ;  but  to  liberate  their  slaves  at  once,  would 
be  to  act  like  madmen;  it  would  be  to  injure  all 
parts  of  the  United  States  as  well  as  those  who 
possess  slaves.  It  was  their  duty,  however,  to 
remedy  evils ;  they  were  unfortunately  placed  in 
a  situation  which  obliged  them  to  hold  slaves,  but 
they  did  not  wish  to  extend  the  mischief.  He 
should,  indeed,  be  sorry  if  his  possessing  property 
of  this  kind,  obliged  him  to  cover  the  violation  of 
another  man's  right;  if  this  were  the  case,  he 
should  think  it  necessary  that  his  property  should 


be  taken  from  him.  He  did  not  think  it  necessa- 
ry, and  he  doubted  not,  if  a  fair  investigation  took 
place,  that  this  kind  of  property  would  be  brought 
into  the  situation  in  which  every  man  of  sense 
would  place  it.  He  was  firmly  of  an  opinion,  that 
to  appear  to  be  afraid  of  an  inquiry  would  do  more 
harm  to  this  property  than  a  fair  investigation. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  the  petition  would  be  com- 
mitted. 

Mr.  Blount  hoped  this  memorial  would  not 
be  committed.  As  this  was  not  the  first  time  the 
society  of  Quakers  had  come  forward  with  peti- 
tions to  the  House,  seemingly  with  no  other  view 
than  to  fix  an  odium  on  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina, he  thought  it  his  duty  positively  to  contra- 
dict a  fact  stated  in  this  memorial.  It  was  stated 
that  1 34  persons,  set  free  from  slavery  in  North 
Carolina,  had  been  since  enslaved  by  cruel  retro- 
spective, or  ex  post  facto  laws ;  they  alleged  that 
certain  members  of  their  society  had  done  what 
no  person  was  permitted  to  do.  Mr.  B.  read  part 
of  a  law  of  North  Carolina,  stating  "  that  no  negro 
or  mulatto  slave  shall  be  set  free,  except  for  meri- 
torious services,  acknowledged  by  a  license  of  the 
court ;  and  when  any  person  shall  be  set  free  con- 
trary to  this  taw,  he  may  be  seized  and  sold  as  a 
slave,"  &c.  He  also  read  a  clause  from  another 
law.  passed  afterwards,  stating  that  several  per- 
sons having  set  at  liberty  their  slaves  contrary  to 
law,  and  persons  having  taken  up  and  sold  them, 
are  doubtful  of  the  validity  of  the  sate,  and  that 
this  law  is  passed  to  do  away  all  doubts  of  such 
validity.  Mr.  B.  said  these  extracts  proved  the 
assertion  untrue. 

Mr.  Gordon  lamented  that  this  discussion  had 
taken  place,  as  it  was  certain  that  wherever  inte- 
rest is  concerned,  some  degree  of  warmth  will  be 
produced ;  and  when  a  petition  was  brought  for- 
ward which  might  affect  the  property  of  many 
gentlemen  in  this  House,  and  their  constituents, 
it  could  not  be  expected  they  would  hear  it  with 
the  same  calmness  with  persons  wholly  uncon- 
cerned about  it.  All  that  had  been  advanced  in 
favor  of  the  second  reading  of  the  petition  was, 
the  respectability  of  the  persons  presenting  it,  the 
opinion  that  would  be  entertained  of  the  petition- 
ers, if  their  petition  was  not  referred,  and  the  me- 
rits of  the  petition  itself. 

With  respect  to  the  persons  of  the  petitioners, 
he  felt  inclined  to  do  them  every  justice;  but 
he  did  not  think  this  any  reason  tor  acting  upon 
their  memorial,  unless  some  good  consequence 
could  arise  from  it,  any  more  than  if  they  were  tlje 
vilest  persons  on  earth.  As  to  the  opinion  that 
might  oe  entertained  out  of  doors,  as  the  petition 
was  not  examined,  he  was  not  afraid  that  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  would  believe  that  the 
House  could  be  so  far  lost  to  its  duty  as  not  to  look 
into  a  question  of  this  kind,  but  that  it  would  be 
conceived,  if  rejected,  that  tney  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  The  other  reason,  the  only  material  one, 
was  to  the  merits  of  the  petition.  The  gentleman 
from  Delaware,  (Mr.  Bayard,)  who  had  examin- 
ed the  business  with  much  coolness  and  ability, 
had  stated  that  a  certain  ex  post  facto  law  oT  North 
Carolina  had  occasioned  grievances.    Admitting 
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there  was  such  a  law,  what  could  the  House 
do?  Could  they  declare  a  law  of  North  Ca- 
rolina null  and  void  ?  There  would  be  no  util- 
ity in  this ;  but  if  there  was  a  law  in  North  Caro- 
lina that  violated  the  Constitution,  there  was  a 
clear  remedy  in  the  law  which  organizes  the  Ju- 
dicial department  of  the  United  States,  in  which 
it  is  said,  if  any  law  of  an  individual  State  inter- 
feres with  a  law  of  the  United  States,  a  person  has 
a  right  to  take  advantage  of  the  law  of  the  United 
States.  There  was  no  necessity,  therefore,  to  call 
upon  Congress  for  a  remedy  against  this  law.  In- 
deed he  saw  nothing  in  this  memorial  which  call- 
ed tor  their  interference,  and  he  was  therefore 
against  a  reference,  as  a  further  discussion  of  it 
would  only  produce  uneasiness  in  certain  parts  of 
the  United  States,  without  producing  any  good. 

Mr.  Rutledge  observed,  that  notwithstanding 
all  that  had  been  said,  considering  the  present  ex- 
traordinary state  of  the  West  India  Islands  and  of 
Europe,  he  should  insist  that  "  sufficient  for  the 
day  is  the  evil  thereof,"  and  that  they  ought  to 
shut  their  door  against  any  thing  which  had  a 
tendency  to  produce  the  like  confusion  in  this 
country.  If  this  were  not  done,  the  confidence  of 
a  great  part  of  the  Union  in  the  General  Gov- 
ernment would  be  weakened.  In  the  Southern 
States,  where  most  of  their  property  consisted  of 
slaves,  and  where  the  rest  was  of  no  value  with- 
out them,  there  was  already  a  prejudice  existing 
that  the  Northern  and  Eastern  States  were  inimi- 
cal to  this  kind  of  property,  though  they  were 
bound  by  the  Constitution  from  an  interference 
with  it ;  but  when  they  heard  of  the  House  giv- 
ing countenance  to  a  petition  like  the  present,  it 
would  increase  their  uneasiness.  He  referred  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Dela- 
ware respecting  ex  post  facto  law,  and  thought  a 
court  of  justice  the  proper  tribunal  to  settle  that 
business.  Mr.  R.  said  he  was  indisposed,  not- 
withstanding the  high  panegyrics  which  had  been 
passed  upon  the  body  of  Quakers,  to  withdraw 
the  censures  he  had  cast  upon  them.  The  gen- 
tleman from  New  York  had  doubted  the  charges 
which  he  had  produced,  and  said  such  things 
could  never  be  attempted  by  the  body.  It  was 
true,  they  did  not  come  in  a  body  into  his  lodg- 
ing to  seduce  his  servant,  but  individuals  did  it. 
But  why,  he  asked,  do  these  men  come  here  in 
a  body  ?  Because  they  believe  that  their  presence 
will  give  more  weight  to  their  petition ;  so  that 
they  appeared  in  bodies,  or  as  individuals,  to  an- 
swer their  purposes.  Gentlemen  had  charged  the 
opposers  of  the  petition  with  heat;  he  thought 
there  was  as  much  heat  on  one  side  as  the  other. 

Mr.  Edmond  did  not  believe  there  was  any 
real  ground  of  irritation  in  the  question ;  as  no 
gentleman  could  suppose  they  were  about  to  do 
any  thing  which  was  either  unconstitutional,  or 
which  would  affect  their  property.  Whether  the 
persons  who  presented  the  memorial  are  virtuous 
or  vicious,  was  of  no  consequence,  since  justice 
was  due  to  both  classes  of  men.  They  had  brought 
a  petition  before  them,  and  they  ought  to  consider 
it.  It  was  addressed  to  their  honesty  or  justice ; 
if  the  Tacts  were  claims  upon  their  honesty  or 


justice  they  should  be  attended  to;  and  not  only  , 
attended  to,  but,  if  possible,  relief  granted.  It  was 
stated  that  there  were  a  number  of  persons  held 
in  bondage  who  were  justly  entitled  to  liberty. 

This  fact  called  for  examination ;  and  a  ques- 
tion arose,  if  it  were  established,  whether  that 
House  could  afford  redress.  A  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  (Mr.  Blount)  had  stated  that  the 
fact  was  not  true;  it  was  certainly,  therefore, 
worth  while  to  be  inquired  into.  Another  gentle- 
man had  said,  if  the  fact  were  as  stated,  they. had 
no  power  to  act ;  and  a  third  was  of  opinion  that, 
by  the  Constitution,  redress  might  be  afforded. 
This  diversity  of  opinion  showed  the  necessity  of 
an  investigation  of  the  subject,  in  order  to  deter- 
mine the  jurisdiction  of  the  House.  He  wished  it 
for  another  reason.  It  had  been  stated,  that  if  thfe 
petition  were  attended  to,  it  would  open  a  door  to 
faction  and  mischief.  Can  it  have  this  effect  ? 
These  people  brine  forward  a  petition  statins  a 
number  of  facts ;  they  certainly  do  not  come  for- 
ward for  the  mere  design  of  exciting  disorder  in 
any  quarter.  If  the  House  say  they  will  throw 
their  petition  under  the  table,  would  not  such  treat- 
ment give  the  factious  some  ground  of  clamor  by 
which  to  sow  dissension  ?  But  if,  on  the  contrary, 
they  coolly  looked  into  the  petitpn,  and  reported 
thereon,  would  it  not  stop  the  mouths  of  these 
people?  It  certainly  would ;  since  they  could  not 
then  say  common  justice  was  refused  to  the  peti- 
tioners. Again:  having  once  investigated  the 
subject  fully,  if  petitions  of  a  similar  kind  should 
hereafter  come  forward,  it  would  be  reasonably 
said,  this  matter  has  already  been  taken  up  and 
fully  decided  upon ;  and.  therefore,  we  will  not 
again  go  into  it.  Until  this  was  done,  the  factious 
would  doubtless  have  cause  of  complaint. 

Mr.  Blount  said,  several  gentlemen  who  had 
spoken  on  this  subject  seemed  to  express  them- 
selves as  if  they  believed  there  was  no  punishment 
for  individuals  reducing  to  slavery  persons  who 
had  been  manumitted.  He  read  an  extract  from  a 
law,  passed  in  1779,  in  North  Carolina,  by  which 
the  punishment  of  death  is  awarded  against  such 
an  offence. 

Mr.  Macon  read  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
on  the  petition  respecting  the  kidnapping  of  ne- 
groes, in  order  to  show  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Livingston)  had  misstated  the 
issue  of  that  business.  The  last  report  on  the  sub- 
ject was  that  it  would  be  best  to  leave  the  regula- 
tion of  the  subject  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  seve- 
ral States.  Mr.  M.  allowed  that  his  reflections 
upon  the  whole  body  of  Quakers  were  too  general, 
and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  retracting  them ;  but  he 
believed  a  number  of  them  were  guilty  of  the 
charges  brought  against  them  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Thatches  said,  if,  when  the  motion  was 
first  made,  he  had  been  against  it,  from  what  had 
fallen  from  gentlemen  on  the  subject,  he  should 
now  be  in  favor  of  it ;  for,  notwithstanding  they 
opposed  the  second  reading  of  the  petition,  they 
were  filing  off  in  sauads  to  read  it,  and  ready  to 
fight  for  a  sight  of  it  He  believed,  therefore,  they 
had  some  reasons  for  opposing  the  second  reading, 
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which  did  not  appear. "  He  referred  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina, 
as  to  the  fact  stated  in  the  petition,  and  said  that, 
notwithstanding  the  laws  which  he  had  read,  the 
fact  might  be  true;  but  that  this  very  doubt 
about  the  fact  was  an  additional  reason  for  going 
into  the  inquiry. 

Gentlemen  had  said,  however  good  and  virtuous 
the  petitioners  might  be,  it  ought  to  have  no  effect 
upon  the  petition;  if  this  were  true,  he  hoped  when 
they  were  represented  as  the  worst  of  men,  that 
representation  was  not  meant  to  influence  their 
decision  on  the  question.  Mr.  T.  could  not  con- 
ceive for  what  purpose  they  were  carried  to  Eu- 
rope, to  witness  the  scenes  which  had  taken  place 
there  for  the  last  ten  years.  Was  this,  he  asked, 
the  state  of  society  ?  If  he  thought  so,  if  it  had 
the  faintest  resemblance  of  what  was  taking  place 
there,  he  would  fly  from  it  to  the  uttermost  parts 
of  the  earth,  and  there  make  his  habitation.  Mr. 
T.  wished  an  inquiry  to  take  place ;  there  was  a 
part  of  the  United  States  in  which  slavery  was 
tolerated — some  of  the  members  from  those  parts 
thought  it  not  right ;  there  were  other  parts  of  the 
Union  which  disclaimed  it.  These  two  opposing 
principles  were  like  two  opposite  powers  in  me- 
chanism, which  produced  rest ;  but,  the  more  fre- 
quently the  subject  was  looked  into,  the  more  mit- 
igated would  be  its  effects. 

Mr.  Bat abu  went  into  a  justification  of  what 
he  had  before  advanced  with  respect  to  its  being 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  House  to  afford  a 
remedy  with  respect  to  the  ex  poet  facto  law  com- 
plained of,  and  insisted  that,  without  some  such 
interference,  persons  might  be  in  a  situation  in 
which  they  could  get  no  redress.  Mr.  B.  conclu- 
ded by  saying,  that  gentlemen  knew  little  of  hu- 
man nature,  who  thought  to  silence  these  petition- 
ers bv  contemptuous  treatment,  and  alluded  to  the 
indulgence  which  had  been  shown  them  with  re- 
spect to  taking  of  oaths. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  wished  for  an  explanation  on  the 
subject  of  ex  post  facto  law.  He  thought  the 
Constitution  ofthe  United  States  could  have  no 
power  over  laws  passed  before  it  existed.  He  was 
3f  opinion  this  petition  ought  to  be  referred,  as  it 
aras  presented  in  a  respectful  form,  and  by  a  re- 
spectable body  of  men — a  body  of  men  so  respect- 
role  that  their  word  was  equal  to  the  oath  of  other 
nen.  He  thought,  also>  that  a  fair  and  candid  dec- 
ision would  prevent  future  similar  applications. 
because  some  few  men  had  attempted  to  delude 
he  servants  of  gentlemen,  it  ought  not  to  be  the 
round  of  a  reflection  upon  the  whole  body. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  said  that 
he  manumission  law  of  that  State  had  done  no 
arm  to  property  of  this  kind ;  that  he  denied ;  he 
elieved  it  had  made  many  of  the  slaves  in  the 
eighboring  States  unhappy  in  their  situations, 
od  had  given  their  masters  considerable  uneasi- 


ess. 


Mr.  V enable  would  not  have  risen,  had  it  not 
sen  that  he  wished  to  correct  a  mistaken  notion 
r  disrespect  that  was  attached  to  ordering  a  peti- 
cm  to  lie  upon  the  table.    When  a  petition  was 


received  and  read,  and  no  matter  found  in  it  upon 
which  the  House  could  aot,  the  proper  mode  of 
disposing  of  it  was  to  order  it  to  lie  on  the  table, 
where  every  member  could  have  recourse  to  it, 
and  could  call  it  up  whenever  he  pleased.  This 
was  not  disrespectful,  and  it  would  give  members 
a  better  opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with 
it  than  a  second  reading,  which  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (notwithstanding  his  attempt 
at  wit  on  the  subject)  knew  was  merely  a  matter 
of  form,  the  first  words  only  being  repeated.  With 
respect  to  the  society  from  whence  the  petition 
came,  he  respected  them  as  much  as  any  other  so- 
ciety in  the  United  States ;  but,  if  they  presented 
a  petition  upon  which  the  House  could  not  act,  he 
should  be  for  its  lying  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  Gordon  defended  what  he  had  before  assert- 
ed with  respect  to  the  law  organizing  the  Judicia- 
ry system  being  equal  to  the  redress  of  any  griev- 
ance arising  from  a  State  law,  in  opposition  to  the 
gentleman  from  Delaware.  He  read  the  law  at 
length. 

The  question  was  taken  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  petition,  and  carried — 53  votes  being  in  the 
affirmative. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  a 
select  committee. 

Mr.  Coit  wished  it  to  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petition  on  the  subject  of  kidnapping  negroes,  &c. 

Mr.  Rut  ledge  thought  a  select  committee 
would  be  best,  as  stage-plays,  cock-fighting,  horse- 
racing,  and  other  evils,  would,  of  course,  oe  con- 
sidered. 

The  question  for  reference  to  a  select  committee 
was  put  smd  carried — 59  members  being  in  the 
affirmative. 

Five  members  being  agreed  upon  to  form  the 
committee,  the  Speaker  named  Messrs.  S it- 
greaves,  Nicholas,  Dana,  Scrureman,  and  S. 
Smith,  for  the  purpose. 

The  House  adjourned. 


Friday,  December  1. 

A  new  member,  to  wit:  Joseph  Heister,  re- 
turned to  serve  in  this  House  as  a  member  for 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  room  of  George 
Ege,  who  has  resigned  his  seat,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, Andrew  Gregg  ;  from  Kentucky,  Thomas 
T.  Davis;  and  from  North  Carolina.  Nathan 
Bryan,  and  Demsey  Burges,  appeared  and  took 
their  seats  in  the  House. 

The  Clerk  then  informed  the  House  that  he 
had  heard  from  a  member  of  the  Senate  that  the 
Speaker  was  indisposed ;  so  much  so.  that  he  was 
not  able  to  communicate  his  indisposition  to  the 
House  in  writing. 

Mr.  Dent  said,  this  being  the  case,  he  should 
move  that  the  orders  for  this  day  be  further  post- 
poned till  Monday;  which  motion  being  agreed 
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to,  the  Clerk,  on  motion,  adjourned  the  House  till 
Monday  morning,  at  11  o'clock. 


Monday,  December  4. 

Thomas  Sumter,  from  South  Carolina,  ap- 
peared and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  Coit,  from  the  Committee  of  Elections, 
reported  on  the  memorial  of  Robert  Rutherford, 
complaining  of  the  undue  election  of  General 
Morgan,  that  they  had  examined  the  proofs  ad- 
duced, and  that  they  were  wholly  insufficient  to 
support  the  allegations  contained  in  his  memorial. 

Mr.  C.  moved  that  the  House  concur  with  the 
report ;  but.  upon  the  request  of  Messrs.  J.  Par- 
ker and  rt.  Claiborne,  it  was  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  for  Thursday. 

REMISSION  OF  DUTIES. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  made  reports  on  the  pe- 
titions of  John  C.  Normand  and  Henry  Sherriot, 
who  prayed  for  the  remission  of  duties  on  wine 
destroyed,  by  fire.  The  report  stated  that  there 
was  no  doubt  of  the  fact  being  as  set  forth;  but 
that  the  House  had  of  late  years  rejected  all  such 
applications,  not  only  as  inequitable,  but  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  impossible  to  guard  against 
imposition,  and  therefore,  referring  to  former  de- 
cisions, determine  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners 
could  not  be  granted. 

Mr.  L.  also  made  a  report  on  the  petition  of 
Frederick  Cyrus,  praying  to  have  the  manage- 
ment of  a  mining  scheme;  stating  that  as  the  com- 
mittee knew  of  no  such  plan,  and  the  House  had 
no  power  to  make  the  appointment,  the  prayer  of 
the  petition  could  not  be  granted. 

The  House  concurred  in  these  reports. 

PUBLICATION  OF  DEBATES. 

Mr.  D wight  Foster  presented  the  petition  of 
Thomas  Carpenter,  stating  that  he  was  the  editor 
of  the  American  Senator,  published  during  the 
session  of  Congress  ending  in  March  last ;  that,  at 
the  commencement  of  that  session,  he  presented 
a  memorial  to  the  House,  praying  its  support  of 
his  work ;  that  the  House  had  declined  supporting 
it  as  a  body,  but  receiving  individual  assurances 
of  support  from  many  of  the  members,  he  had 
been  induced  to  engage  in  the  work;  but  the  event 
had  proved  unfavorable  to  him.  He  hoped  now, 
therefore,  that  he  should  be  recompensed,  by  the 
House  engaging  to  take  three  copies  for  each 
member  of  the  work  he  proposed  to  publish  this 
session,  (provided  he  met  with  the' support  he 
prayed  for,)  which,  computing  the  session  at 
eighteen  weeks,  he  supposed  would  not  amount  to 
more  than  $2,250. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  moved  that  this  petition  be  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  Coit  objected  to  a  reference.  The  House, 
he  said,  had  so  often  determined  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  the  publication  of  the  debates,  that  he 
thought  it  time  to  have  done  with  the  subject. 
He  honed,  therefore,  the  petition  might  lie  upon 
the  table. 

Mr.  Foster  and  Mr.  Thatcher  spoke  in  favor  I 


of  the  committal ;  and  the  motion  was  put  and 
carried,  and  a  committee  of  three  members  ap- 
pointed to  report  thereon. 

DUTY  ON  8TILLS. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  presented  a  petition  from 
sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  com- 
plaining of  being  aggrieved  by  the  act  laying  a 
duty  upon  stills,  and  praying  relief. 

Mr.  C.  was  doubtJul  as  to  what  committee  this 
petition  ought  to  go.  He  thought  it  best  to  go 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  but,  on 
being  informed  no  such  committee  was  at  pre- 
sent in  existence,  and  Mr.  Harrison  wishing  the 
subject  to  go  to  a  select  committee,  he  consented. 
Mr.  New  thought  it  would  be  best  to  appoint  a 
committee  to  inquire  what  amendments  were  ne- 
cessary to  the  act.  Mr.  J.  Parker  was  in  favor 
of  a  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  and  Mr. 
Nicholas  moved  that  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  be  appointed. 

A  Committee  of  Ways  and  Cleans  was  accord- 
ingly appointed,  and  consisted  of  the  following 
members,  viz:  Messrs.  Harper.  Gallatin,  Gris- 
wold,  Blodnt,  Hosmer,  Craik,  Brent,  A.  Fos- 
ter. Sewall,  Morris,  Davis,  Sinnickson,  W. 
C.  Claiborne, Bayard, Champlin,  and  Baldwin. 

The  petition  was  referred  to  this  committee. 

TENNE88EE  BOUNDARY. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Claiborne  presented  the  remon- 
strance and  petition  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  complaining  oi  the  extension  of  the 
boundary  of  the  United  States  into  the  Cherokee 
country;  of  the  proclamation  of  Colonel  Butler, 
requiring  all  persons  settled  upon  the  land  in- 
cluded in  the  boundary,  within  a  very  short  space, 
and  at  an  inclement  season,  to  remove  therefrom, 
by  which  nearly  3,000  persons  had  been  greatly 
distressed ;  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Hawkins,  dec, 
and  praying  relief.  Referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitoreave8  said,  ha  was  prepared  to  make 
a  report  from  the  committee  appointed  at  the  last 
session,  to  sit  during  the  recess,  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  evidence,  and  substantiating  charges 
against  William  Blount,  a  Senator  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  impeached  of  high  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors; but  as  that  committee  was  appointed 
and  received  its  instructions  with  closed  galleries, 
he  supposed,  except  the  injunction  of  secrecy  were  j 
taken  off,  it  would  be  necessary  that  the  galleries 
should  be  closed  whilst  the  report  was  made; 
though  the  committee  were  of  opinion  there  was 
not  any  thing  in  the  report  which  ought  not  to  be 
made  public.  He  therefore  moved  that  the  re-  | 
port  should  be  received  in  the  usual  way. 

The  Speaker  read  the  rule  of  the  House  on 
the  subject,  and  said  he  did  not  think  any  motion 
necessary,  if  the  committee  were  of  opinion  se- 
crecy was  not  necessary. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  it  was  necessary  that 
the  injunction  of  secrecy  ought  to  be  taken  off 
before  the  report  was  made. 
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Mr.  Sitgrbayes  made  a  motion  to  that  effect, 
which  was  carried.  He  then  presented  the  re- 
port, which  the  Clerk  proceeded  to  read.  [The 
report  and  documents  will  be  found  entire  in  the 
AppeiidLr.] 

The  committee  state  soon  after  their  appoint- 
ment they  received  a  trunk  from  J.  Ross,  Esq., 
containing  sundry  papers  belonging  to  William 
Blount,  wnich  had  been  seized  by  order  of  the 
Senate.  From  these  papers  they  made  a  selec- 
tion, and  returned  the  remainder  to  William 
Blount.  A  violent  presumption  arose  from  the 
perusal  of  the  papers,  that  Nicholas  Romayne,  of 
the  city  of  New  York,  was  intimately  connected 
with  Mr.  Blount;  the  committee  conceived  it 
to  be  their  duty  therefore  to  prevent  the  escape  of 
N.  Romayne,  by  securing  his  person  and  papers, 
and  issued  a  writ  for  that  purpose,  the  execution 
of  which  they  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  made  Captain  W.  Eaton  mes- 
senger on  the  occasion.  Oa  the  12th  of  July,  the 
messenger1  returned  with  Nicholas  Romayne  and 
a  number  of  his  papers,  (such  of  which  as  are 
material  are  reported.)  Having  finished  his  ex- 
amination, N.  Romayne  gave  security  for  his  ap- 
pearance before  the  Senate  on  the  trial  of  W. 
Blount. 

A  letter,  signed  James  Grant,  found  amongst 
W.  Blount's  papers,  and  the  letter  from  the  latter 
to  James  Carey,  made  it  necessary  to  secure  their 
persons  and  papers ;  Major  T.  Lewis  was  employed 
to  do  the  business.  He  was  also  to  bring  along 
with  him  John  Rogers.  In  the  interim,  the  com- 
mittee received  the  examination  of  James  Carey, 
taken  at  Tellico  Blockhouse.  On  the  25th  Sep- 
tember, Major  Lewis  arrived  at  Germantown, 
with  Grant,  Rogers,  and  Carey.  These  persons 
were  examined,  and  Major  Grant  gave  bond  for 
his  appearance  before  the  Senate. 

To  complete  the  series  of  correspondence  be- 
tween Mr.  Blount  and  Mr.  Romayne,  the  letter 
No.  9  seemed  to  be  wanting.  On  the  13th  of  July 
it  was  received  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  under 
an  anonymous  cover,  in  a  foreign  language. 

Having  heard  or  Captain  Chishoim  having 
sailed  from  Philadelphia,  in  a  vessel  belonging  to 
Mr.  William  Davy,  they  sent  for  Mr.  Davy  and 
examined  him ;  his  examination  led  to  the  exami- 
nation of  George  Leaner  and  others. 

The  committee  mention  that  the  Chevalier 
Ynijo  called  upon  them  and  made  a  communica- 
tion which  implicated  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Mitchel.  They  immediately  wrote  to  Major  Lewis 
on  the  subject ;  he  received  their  letter,  but  could 
Qut  find  the  person.  A  second  communication 
was  made  by  the  Chevalier  on  the  subject. 

After  stating  a  number  of  other  circumstances, 
the  committee  conclude  their  report  by  regretting 
that  they  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  more  com- 
plete information  on  the  subject,  but  assure  the 
House  that  nothing  in  their  power  nasbeen  wanting 
to  obtain  it. 

The  report  being  gone  through,  Mr.  Sitoreavbs 

said  the  reading  of  the  documents  referred  to 

would  take  up  much  time  of  the  House,  and  as  it 

was  desirable  that  they  should  be  printed  for  the 
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use  of  the  members  as  soon  as  possible,  he  should 
wish  the  reading  might  be  dispensed  with,  and 
that  the  usual  vote  of  printing  might  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gallatin  hoped  the  papers  might  be  read, 
as  the  report  consisted  chiefly  of  a  reference  to 
them. 

The  reading  of  the  documents  was  then  entered 
upon  as  follow : 

No.  1.  A  letter  from  William  Blount  to  Dr. 
Romayne. 

2.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

3.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

4.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  Dr.  Romayne. 

5.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

6.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

7.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  Dr.  Romayne. 

8.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

9.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  *W.  Blount. 

Mr.  SitgIeaves  (who  read  this  part  of  the  pa- 
pers) mentioned  that  the  above  was  the  letter 
enclosed  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  anonymously, 
in  a  foreign  language,  signed  "  An  Eternal  Enemy 
to  Foreign  Influenced 

Mr.  Thatcher  inquired  in  what  language  the 
anonymous  letter  was  written. 

Mr.  Dawson  thought  it  necessary  to  state,  lest 
because  this  letter  was  written  in  the  Spanish  lan- 
guage, it  should  give  rise  to  groundless  suspicions, 
mat  the  committee  had  the  strongest  proof  that  it 
was  written  by  an  American  gentleman. 

10.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

11.  Do.  from  John  Chishoim  to  W.  Blount, 
from  Chishoim  to  Col.  McKey,  and  from  Chi- 
shoim to  John  Rogers. 

12.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

13.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

14.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  James  Carey. 

15.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  John  Rogers. 

16.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  James  Carey. 

17.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  Major  Wiley. 

18.  Do.  from  Robert  Liston  to  Dr.  Romayne. 

19.  Do.  from  James  Grant  to  W.  Blount. 

20.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

21.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  tb  W.  Blount. 

22.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

23.  Do.  from  James  Grant  to  W.  Blount. 

24.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  Dr.  Romayne. 

25.  Do.  from  W.  Blount  to  Dr.  Romayne. 

26.  Do.  from  Dr.  Romayne  to  W.  Blount. 

27.  A  writing  found  among  the  papers  of  Dr. 
Romayne,  and  acknowledged  by  him  to  be  an  un- 
finished letter  to  W.  Blount. 

28.  A  paper,  endorsed  by  Judge  Turner,  con- 
taining an  account  of  different  military  posts- 

29.  W.  Blount's  circular  letter,  alter  his  im- 
peachment. 

30.  The  deposition  of  Dr.  Romayne  before  the 


committee.  The  deponent  states  that  he  had  been 
acquainted  with  Mr.  Blount  since  1782 ;  that  he 
became  acquainted  with  Chishoim  whilst  in  treaty 
with  Mr.  Blount  in  land  speculations ;  sometime 
after  the  deponent  intended  going  to  London  to 
sell  land,  but  the  falling  in  price  of  property  pre- 
vented him ;  that  Governor  Blount  was  Jo  have 
procured   a  law   passed  in   Tennessee  to  enable 
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aliens  to  hold  land ;  the  deponent  spoke  of  the  dif- 
ferent letters  which  had  passed  between  W.  Blount 
and  himself  on  the  subject  of  Louisiana,  which 
the  former  regretted  the  English  did  not  possess, 
and  spoke  of  going  to  England  on  the  business;  he 
regretted  the  Floridas  did  not  belong  to  the  Uni- 
ted States.  It  was  understood  between  them  that 
it  was  most  favorable  for  Louisiana  to  belong  to 
the  Spaniards,  but  that  the  English  had  much  Det- 
ter  have  it  than  the  French ;  they  agreed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  sound  certain  persons  in  Phila- 
delphia on  the  subject,  as  well  as  in  Virginia  and 
the  Southern  States ;  spoke  of  his  conversation  to 
Blount  about  going  to  England,  but  that  Mr. 
Blount  neglecting  to  answer  his  letters,  he  gave 
up  the  project. 

After  this  evidence,  follows  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  the  committee.  The  letters  which  passed 
between  W.  Blount  and  N.  Romayte  bear  date 
from  February  to  May,  and  are  chiefly  on  the  pro- 
ject of  going  to  England,  on  the  business  of  Loui- 
siana. Mr.  R.  frequently  speaks  with  great  confi- 
dence of  success,  and  often  introduces  in  his  letters 
the  critical  situation  of  the  European  Powers,  and 
the  improbability  of  peace. 

31.  Next  follows  the  examination  of  Mr.  Wil- 
liam Davy,  of  this  city,  which  relates  to  the  sailing 
of  Chisholm  in  the  brig  John  Henderson,  which 
he  chartered,  and  which  cleared  out  for  Ham- 
burgh, but  was  bound  for  London,  on  the  20th  of 
March ;  that  his  passage  was  taken  and  paid  for 
by  R.  Liston,  by  means  of  Mr.  Thornton ;  Mr.  D. 
repeats  conversation  which  took  place  between 
them  as  to  his  business;  that  Chisholm  was  to 
command  a  squadron  against  Pensacola,  and  a 
variety  of  other  circumstances.  Mr.  D.  also  men- 
tions several  interviews  with  Mr.  Liston  on  the 
business.  He  also  produced  a  letter  from  his 
brother  in  London,  mentioning  Chisholm  having 
endeavored  to  get  money  from  him ;  but  before  he 
gave  him  any.  he  applied  to  Lord  Grenville's 
office,  to  know  if  he  had  got  money  from  thence, 
and  finding  they  had  supplied  him  largely,  he 
declined  letting  him  have  any. 

32.  Evidence  of  George  Lesher  relates  to  Chis- 
holm's  being  at  his  house  with  a  party  of  Indians ; 
of  his  conversation  about  going  to  Europe,  and  of 
his  business  there ;  that,  whilst  he  was  at  his  house, 
he  was  arrested  for  $400,  and  that  he  told  him  he 
was  obliged  to  sacrifice  a  note  of  Mr.  Bond's  for 
^500,  at  a  loss  of  five  or  six  dollars  in  the  100,  to 
satisfy  the  demand. 

33.  The  examination  of  William  Bell  refutes 
what  is  said  about  sacrificing  the  note  of  $500.  as 
he  states  that  he  gave  Chisholm  credit,  from  time 
to  time,  and  that  the  note  of  $400  was  not  paid 
at  all. 

34.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
committee,  stating  what  had  passed  between  him 
and  the  British  Minister,  in  which,  amongst  other 
things,  it  is  asserted  that  Mr.  Liston  gave  Mr.  Chis- 
holm no  money  at  all ;  that  he  only  paid  his  pass- 
age to  the  owner,  and  gave  him  an  order  for  £20 
on  his  banker  in  London. 

35.  \  note  from  Mr.  Liston  to  the  Secretary  of 
State. 


36.  Lord  Grenville's  note  to  Mr.  Liston,  in  which 
the  British  Government  declines  to  accede  to  the 
proposals  made  to  them  respecting  the  Floridas, 
&c. 

37.  Evidence  of  Eiisha  B.  Hopkins  with  respect 
to  conversation  held  with  Chisholm. 

38.  Dr.  Charles  Buxton's  examination  relates  to 
conversation  between  him  and  Dr.  Romayne. 

39.  John  Franklin  was  examined  with  respect 
to  Chisholm  being  at  Lester's  at  the  same  tune 
with  him;  spoke  of  his  conversation  respecting 
Louisiana  and  the  Floridas,  W.  Blount,  and  the 
British  Minister. 

40.  James  Carey  and  John  Rogers's  evidence 
went  to  the  same  effect. 

The  reading  of  the  papers  having  continued  for 
more  than  two  hours,  and  it  being  three  o'clock. 
Mr.  Dent  said,  as  he  observed  there  were  yet  sev- 
eral more  papers  to  read,  he  should  move  the  House 
to  adjourn.    The  motion  was  carried — 39  to  31. 


Tuesday,  December  5. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
prepare  and  report  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Antonia 
Carmichael,  reported  a  bill,  which  was  twice  read, 
and  ordered  to  be  committed  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Otis  presented  a  petition  from  Isaac  Ste- 
vens, late  a  prisoner  at  Algiers,  which  states  the 
hardships  the  petitioner  had  experienced  ;  that, 
during  nis  long  absence  from  family  and  home, 
his  property  had  been  made  away  with,  his  wife 
had  been  obliged  to  go  out  to  service,  his  children 
had  been  disnersed,  his  own  health  had  been  im- 
paired, and  that  he  was  now  obliged  to  subsist 
upon  charity.  He  prays  for  some  aid  which  may 
soothe  the  decline  of  his  life.  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  presented  the  petition  of 
James  Grant,  of  Knox vi lie,  stating,  that  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  process  issued  by  a  committee  of  thai 
House,  he  and  his  papers  were  seized  on  the  28th 
of  last  July ;  that  ne  was  in  custody  65  days,  at 
the  expiration  of  which  he  was  discharged,  at  the 
distance  of  700  miles  from  his  own  home,  from 
whence  he  had  been  dragged  by  military  force,  to 
the  great  neglect  of  his  business.  He  prays  to  be 
placed,  at  least,  in  as  good  a  situation  as  he  was 
found.  He  reckons  20  days  for  his  return  home, 
which,  added  to  65,  makes  85,  and  hopes  he  shall 
be  allowed  five  dollars  a  day ;  for.  as  he  has  been 
guilty  of  no  offence,  he  trusts  he  shall  go  unpun- 
ished.   Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims. 

STAMP  DUTIES. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  observed,  that  in  looking  into 
the  laws  of  last  session,  he  found  that  the  act  lay- 
ing a  stamp  duty  throughout  the  United  States: 
was  to  take  place  on  the  first  of  next  month.  As 
he  understood  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the 
act  to  take  place  at  that  time,  as  the  necessary  pre- 
parations could  not  be  effected  in  the  interim,  he 
should  move  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any  and  what  alterations  are  ne- 
cessary to  be  made  m  that  act. 

The  Speaker  submitted  to  the  gentleman  whe- 
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ther  this  subject  did  not  properly  come  under  the 
duty  of  the  Committee  or  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Foster  believed  it  might,  and  would  there- 
fore alter  his  motion  to,  "Resolved,  That  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be  instructed  to 
inquire  whether  any,"  &c. 

Mr.  Macon  had  no  objection  to  the  motion,  ex- 
cept that  he  thought  it  unnecessary,  as  he  believed 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  act  upon  the  subject,  without  any  spe- 
cial direction. 

Mr.  Foster  said  it  was  desirable  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  in  the  business  immediately, 
as  notice  must  be  given  in  all  the  papers  of  any 
alteration  which  may  be  made  in  the  act. 
The  motion  was  put  and  carried. 

PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  said,  that  a  bill  passed  that  House 
in  the  session  ending  in  March  last,  but  was  post- 
poned by  the  Senate,  for  placing  certain  persons 
on  the  pension  list.  He  moved  that  that  bill,  with 
the  reports  on  the  subject,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims. 

The  Speaker  said  the  reports  might  be  refer- 
red, but  the  House  knew  nothing  of  such  a  bill 
being  acted  upon  at  a  former  session. 

Mr.  Foster  moved  that  the  reports  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  War  on  the  subject  might  be  referred. 
Agreed  to. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

The  Clerk  now  proceeded  to  read  the  remain- 
der of  the  documents  referred  to  in  the  report  of 
the  committee  on  the  subject  of  W.  Blount's 
conspiracy. 

The  next  paper  which  came  of  course  was  the 
depositon  of  James  Grant,  commonly  called  Major 
Grant  His  evidence  consisted  principally  of  con- 
rersation  which  had  passed  between  him  and  W. 
Blount.  He  stated  that  he  met  with  him  in 
Washington  county,  Virginia,  on  the  28th  April ; 
that  they  spoke  on  the  subject  of  running  the  line 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Indians,  and  he 
seemed  to  wish  to  avoid  any  responsibility  with 
respect  to  the  Indian  treaty ;  that  W.  Blount  men- 
tioned his  pecuniary  embarrassments,  but  that  he 
aid  he  had  a  plan  on  foot  which  he  expected 
Pould  effectually  relieve  him.  He  said  Chisholm 
•nd  the  Indian  chiefs  had  been  with  the  British 
Minister  at  Philadelphia,  and  that  Chisholm  had 
pian  in  the  handwriting  of  the  British  Minister, 
niich,  if  it  succeeded,  W.  Blount  said  he  should 
are  it  in  his  power  to  serve  all  his  friends ;  that 
e  seemed  to  place  great  reliance  upon  Rogers 
ad  Carey,  and  upon  their  influence  with  the 
adians.  He  mentioned  that  an  armament  was  to 
Jsent  from  England,  which  was  to  be  co-operated 
ith  on  the  land  side  by  him  at  the  head  of  the 
idians. 

The  deponent  also  speaks  of  having  received 
tters  from  Colonel  King,  about  the  15th  of  June, 
3m  W.  Blount  for  Carey,  which  he  delivered, 
id  mentions  the  conversation  which  passed*  be- 
reen  them. 
Mr.  Sitgr  eaves  took  the  chair  of  the  Clerk  and 


said,  the  document  was  a  paper  communicated  to 
the  committee  by  the  Chevalier  de  Yrujo,  in 
French.  The  committee  had  not,  he  said,  any 
formal  translation  of  it,  but  he  would  read  it  in 
English  as  perfectly  as  he  was  able — which  he 
proceeded  to  do.  It  was  the  communication  of  a 
citizen,  (Mitchell,)  who  states  that  there  ha4  been 
enrolled  by  an  English  agent  in  the  Western  coun- 
try, 1.000  persons,  for  the  purpose  of  attacking 
certain  Spanish  posts,  and  to  go  against  Louisiana 
and  the  Florida* ;  that  Chisholm  had  a  list  of  1,500 
Tories  who  were  engaged  to  take  up  arms  in  favor 
of  England ;  that  there  were  formed  on  the  Lakes 
500  regular  troops,  700  Canadian  militia,  and 
200  savages,  to  attack  Fort  Louis ;  that  Chisholm 
had  provided  six  pieces  of  cannon,  the  same  which 
was  procured  for  citizen  Genet  ;  that  the  rendez- 
vous was  to  be,  at  Knoxville  the  1st  of  July;  and 
that,  after  Chisholm  had  reported  the  business  to 
the  British  Minister,  he  would  set  out  for  England, 
to  lay  the  project  before  the  British  Government, 
and  command  money  and  vessels  for  carrying  it 
into  effect.  The  Chevalier  also  gave  to  the  com- 
mittee a  letter  which  Mitchell  had  received  from 
Chisholm.  It  was  a  request  that  Mitchell  and 
Craig  would  be  in  Tennessee  in  July;  with  an 
assurance  that  they  might  rely  upon  everything 
which  he  had  said. 

The  next  papers  were  the  evidence  of  John 
Phillips  Ripley  and  Thomas  Odiorne,  who  were 
brought  forward  by  the  Chevalier  de  Yrujo. 

J.  P.  Ripley  states  that  he  is  a  citizen  of  New 
Hampshire ;  that  he  was  educated  with  Captain 
Eaton  at  Yale  College ;  that  Captain  Eaton  had 
told  him  that  severalletters  were  found  in  the  pos- 
session of  Dr.  Romayne,  which  proved  the  British 
Minister  to  be  concerned  in  the  enterprise  con- 
templated by  Governor  Blount ;  that  these  letters 
offered  rewards  to  any  person  who  would  engage 
in  the  service,  and  that  they  were  discovered  under 
some  rubbish ;  that  many  of  Dr.  Romayne's  papers 
were  destroyed ;  that  Captain  Eaton  had  told  nim 
that  Colonel  Pickering  had  reprimanded  him  for 
having  mentioned  anything  respecting  these  letters, 
and  had  said  that  Great  Britain  was  now  the  only 
friend  we  had ;  that  he  saw  a  letter  which  Cap- 
tain Eaton  had  written  to  Colenel  Pickering  on 
the  subject.  On  examination  by  the  committee, 
Ripley  asserted  that  he  believed  that  Great  Britain 
was  at  the  bottom  of  the  conspiracy. 

Thomas  Odiorne  deposed,  that  he  was  also  at 
college  with  Captain  Eaton,  and  that  Captain 
Eaton  had  told  him  nearly  the  same  circumstances 
which  J.  P.  Ripley  deposes  to  have  heard  from 
him.  He  also  says,  he  saw  the  letter  which  the 
captain  had  written  to  Colonel  Pickering,  as  an 
apology  for  having  mentioned  anything  respect- 
ing the  letters  found  in  possession  of  Dr.  Komayne. 

Next  follows  the  evidence  of  William  Eaton, 
taken  at  Springfield,  before  Judge  Lyman.  He 
states  that  Philip  Ripley  was  his  cotemporary  at 
college,  and  that  he  had  since  been  acquainted 
with  nim  at  Philadelphia ;  but  that  he  does  not 
know  much  about  Odiorne.  Some  time  after  his 
return  from  New  York,  he  recollects  to  have  told 
Ripley  that  four  or  five  original  letters  of  William 
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Blount  were  found  in  Dr.  Rornayne's  possession,  at 
the  discovery  of  one  of  which  he  felt  a  good  deal  em- 
barrassed. The  deponent  also  told  the  said  Rip- 
ley that  Mr.  Pickering  was  displeased  with  him  for 
having  mentioned  anything  about  these  letters,  until 
the  matter  was  laid  before  the  committee ;  but  the 
deponent  denies  that  he  ever  told  Ripley,  or  that 
Mr.  Pickering  ever  said  to  him,  "that  Great  Bri- 
tain was  now  the  only  friend  we  had."  The  de- 
ponent believes  he  might  have  given  it  as  his 
opinion,  that  the  British  Minister  would  have  en- 
couraged the  plan  if  it  had  been  feasible  ;  that  he 
had  delivered  every  article  respecting  the  conspi- 
racy of  Mr.  Blount,  which  had  come  into  his 
hands,  to  the  committee  of  inquiry.  Captain  Ea- 
ton also  spoke  of  a  French  engineer  having  been 
into  all  the  seaports  of  the  United  States,  in  order 
to  make  plans  of,  and  observations  respecting 
them. 

The  next  paper  was  a  communication  from  the 
Chevalier  de  Yrujo,  consisting  of  an  original  let- 
ter from  General  Clark,  of  Georgia,  to Mur- 
phy. Esq.,  Consul  of  His  Catholic  Majesty  there, 
in  answer  to  an  application  made  to  him  on  the 
subject  of  the  conspiracy,  in  which  he  states,  "that 
the  peculiar  nature  of  the  proposition  made  to 
him  by  the  British,  prevents  him  from  giving  that 
satisfaction  which  is  required ;  an  application,  he 
says,  had  been  made  to  him  through  a  channel 
which  bound  him  to  silence;  he  was  asked  whe- 
ther $10,000  would  induce  him  to  join  the  Bri- 
tish, but  that  he  had  rejected  the  offer  with  dis- 
dain." 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  that  all  the  documents 
which  were  of  any  importance,  had  now  been 
read ;  what  remained  were  not  worth  occupying 
the  time  of  the  House  to  read  them.  If  it  were 
wished,  however,  they  might  be  gone  through. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  would  be  determined 
on  a  motion  being  made  for  printing. 

Mr.  Otis  moved  that  the  report  and  documents 
be  printed. 

Mr.  Dawson  said,  there  were  two  depositions 
of  James  Carey,  one  before  the  district  judge,  and 
another  before  the  committee ;  as  one  only  had 
been  read,  and  they  did  not  wholly  agree,  he 
trusted  that  both  would  be  printed. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  certainly,  all  the  papers 
will  be  printed. 

Mr.  Dawson  observed,  that  Mr.  Byers  had  given 
evidence,  which?  though  not  on  oath,  he  thought 
entitled  to  credit,  and  ought  to  be  printed,  as  it 
corroborated  the  evidence  of  Carey. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  it  had  been  usual,  upon 
extraordinary  and  important  occasions,  to  order 
printed  more  copies  of  papers  than  the  usual  num- 
ber ;  he  thought  this  one  of  those  occasions,  and 
moved  that  six  hundred  copies  might  be  printed, 
as  he  supposed  the  additional  expense  would  be 
inconsiderable. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  report  and 
documents  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

DEFERRED  DEBT. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said2  it  appeared  to  him  that 
when  an  important  object  was  to  be  accomplish- 


ed, and  such  as  the  House  could  form  an  opinion 
upon,  it  was  proper  to  express  their  sense  upon  the 
subject  to  the  committee  appointed  to  consider  it 
lest  they  might  act,  from  their  own  opinion,  upon 
a  contrary  basis,  and  afterwards  have  what  they 
had  done  reversed  by  the  House.  He  thought  this 
course  necessary  with  regard  to  the  Deferred  Debt 
He  wished  the  attention  of  the  House  to  be  now 
turned  to  this  object,  as  it  would  be  recollected 
that  this  session  would  probably  be  the  only  op- 
portunity they  would  have  of  a  fair  and  full  discus- 
sion of  it,  as  the  next  session  will  necessarily  be  a 
short  one,  and  the  following  one  will  be  too  near 
the  period  at  which  resources  will  be  wanted,  to 
have  the  desired  effect.  This  was,  therefore,  the 
time  for  making  the  proper  provision,  which  was 
absolutely  neeessary,  except  tney  were  to  encroach 
upon  funds  destined  for  other  objects.  He,  there- 
fore, proposed  to  the  House  a  resolution  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Meant 
be  instructed  to  prepare  and  report  a  plan  for  raiting  a 
sum  which  shall  be  equal  to  satisfy  the  demands  which 
will  be  made  upon  the  Government  in  the  year  1801, 
on  account  of  the  Deferred  Debt" 

The  Speaker  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  neces- 
sary, if  not  to  move,  at  least  to  have  the  proposed 
resolution  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
[He  read  the  rule.] 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  the  rule  had  reference  to 
a  specific  tax.  He  could  refer  to  a  precedent, 
where  the  course  recommended  by  the  Speaker 
was  not  taken.  It  was  the  resolution  requiring 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  prepare  and  re- 
port a  plan  for  laying  a. direct  tax. 

The  Speaker  was  doubtful  whether  the  resolu- 
tions proposing  to  instruct  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  took  it  out  of  the  rule. 

Mr.  Coit  hoped  the  resolution  would  lie  upon 
the  table  till  to-morrow  j  which  was  agreed  to. 

HENRY  HILL. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the 
petition  of  Henry  Hill,  which  was  agreed  to,  and 
the  House  accordingly  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair. 

This  subject  has  been  frequently  before  the 
House,  in  different  shapes,  and  has  occupied  much 
of  its  time.  The  petitioner,  Henry  Hill,  is  the 
administrator  of  Mr.  Miller,  the  administrator  of 
Mr.  Banks,  whose  name  has  been  often  before  the 
House,  particularly  in  the  settlement  of  the  claim 
of  the  widow  of  General  Greene.  It  appears 
from  an  investigation  of  facts,  that  the  United 
States,  in  their  account  with  John  Banks,  have  a 
double  credit  for  the  same  sum  of  $9,768,  it  being 
credited  to  them  in  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment, and  also  reserved  out  of  the  balance  due  to 
John  Banks,  oh  his  contract  account;  and,  it 
being  an  established  rule  at  the  Treasury,  not  to 
open  accounts  for  a  new  settlement,  which  have 
once  been  adjusted  by  the  proper  officers,  the 
Treasury  Department  have  refused  to  resettle  this 
account.  Mr.  Hill  prays  for  this  balance.  The 
Committee  of  Claims  are  of  opinion,  that  it  would 
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be  improper  for  them  to  determine  who  are  the 
actual  or  equitable  representatives  of  John  Banks, 
so  far  as  respects  this  balance ;  the  right  of  the 
claimants,  in  case  of  controversy,  may  receive  a 
judicial  determination.  It  is  sufficient  that  the 
balance  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  person  to 
whom  it  belonged  on  the  31st  of  December,  1783, 
when  the  sum  was  retained  out  of  Banks's  pay- 
ment. That  committee,  therefore,  submit  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House : 

u  Rooked,  That  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Trea- 
sury cause  the  sum  of  $9,768  81,  charged  to  the 
contract  account  of  John  Banks,  on  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1783,  to  be  credited  to  the  said  John  Banks ;  and 
that  the  sum  so  credited,  to  be  charged  to  the  account 
of  rach  other  person  as,  in  their  opinion,  shall  be  justly 
chargeable  therewith.'* 

Mr.  Harper,  Mr.  D.  Foster,  and  Mr.  Find- 
ley,  urged  an  agreement  to  this  resolution. 

Mr.  Coit  proposed  to  amend  it,  by  adding  a 
clause  to  the  following  effect : 

u  And  that  they  charge  the  account  of  the  said  John 
Banks  with  the  money  paid  by  the  United  States  to  the 
executors  of  General  Greene,  on  account  of  debts  of 
the  said  John  Banks,  or  John  Banks  &  Co.,  bailed  or 
secured  by  said  General  Greene." 

After  considerable  discussion,  Mr.  Oris  moved 
that  the  committee  rise,  in  order  to  have  the  sub- 
ject recommitted,  that  further  facts  may  be  stated. 
This  motion  produced  also  considerable  debate. 
At  length  the  committee  rose,  and  being  refused 
to  sit  again,  a  motion  was  made  to  recommit  the 
report  to  the  Committee  of  Claims ;  when  Mr.  O. 
moved  an  instruction  to  the  committee  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : 

"To  report  a  statement  of  facts  relative  to  the  de- 
mand which  the  United  States  may  have  upon  the 
balance  in  question,  on  account  of  indemnifying  the 
estate  of  General  Greene,  as  surety  for  the  said  Banks." 

This  instruction  to  the  committee,  after  some 
debate,  was  agreed  to. 

Wednesday,  December  6. 

Mr.  Dent  presented  a  memorial  from  sundry 
inhabitants  of  St.  Mary's  county,  in  the  State  of 
Maryland,  statins,  that  by  the  late  regulations 
made  in  the  establishment  of  the  post-roads,  they 
were  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  receiving 
newspapers  as  usual ;  which,  as  they  have  a  direct 
tendency  to  promote  an  increase  of  knowledge, 
they  consider  as  being  deprived  of  a  blessing,  and 
pray  for  an  extension  of  the  road,  that  the  evil 
they  complain  of  may  be  remedied.  Referred  to 
a  select  committee. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  said,  he  was  instructed  by  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  to  ask  leave  of  the  House 
to  he  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  petition  of  Mr.  Maury,  Consul  of  the  United 
States  at  Liverpool,  in  order  that  it  might  be  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  appointed  to  take  into 
consideration  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech 
which  related  to  the  Consuls  of  the  United  States. 
Agreed  to,  and  the  petition  referred  in  the  way 
proposed. 


CONTINENTAL  SECURITIES. 

Mr.  Reed  presented  the  petition  of  Simeon 
Dunbar,  stating  that  he  possesses  Continental  secu- 
rities ;  that  he  never  heard  of  the  act  of  limitation 
before  the  limit  was  expired,  and  prays  that  they 
may,  notwithstanding,  be  funded. 

A  motion  to  refer  this  petition  to  the  Committee 
of  Claims  occasioned  some  debate  upon  the  pro- 
priety of  reference  of  a  petition,  which  acknow- 
ledged the  claim  to  be  tarred  oy  law.  It  was, 
however,  at  length  agreed  to ;  when 

Mr.  Williams  said,  he  believed  there  were 
many  just  claims  undischarged,  owing  entirely  to 
the  ignorance  of  the  persons  holding  the  securities 
with  respect  to  the  law  of  limitation  ;  for  persons 
living  on  the  frontier  of  the  country  who  were 
probably  the  best  entitled  to  compensation,  had  no 
means  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  laws. 
He,  therefore,  proposed  the  following  resolution : 

u  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  or  inexpediency  of  designa- 
ting certain  claims  to  be  excepted  from  the  operation 
of  the  act  of  limitation,  and  that  they  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise." 

Mr.  D.  Foster  said,  that  a  motion  of  this  kind 
had  been  made  in  the  last  Winter  session,  and  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  on  the  24th  of  February, 
had  made  a  lengthy  report  thereupon,  which,  lor 
want  of  time,  had  not  been  acted  upon,  and  which 
was  mentioned  in  the  report  of  unfinished  busi- 
ness. He  supposed,  if  the  gentleman  moved  this 
report  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  his  object  would  be  attained. 

After  a  number  of  desultory  observations,  this 
motion  was  put  and  carried,  and  made  the  order 
of  the  day  for  Fridav. 

EVIDENCE   IN  CONTE8TED  ELECTIONS 

Mr.  Harper  then  called  for  the  order  of  the 
day  on  certain  resolutions  which  he  had  offered 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  on  the  subject 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  House  ac- 
cordingly resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  that  subject — Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair.    The  resolutions  were  as  follow : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  method  of  taking  evidence  to 
be  adduced,  in  the  trial  of  contested  elections,  for  this 
Honse,  shall,  hereafter  be  as  follows : 

"  1.  The  party  intending  to  contest  an  election  shall 
give  notice  of  such  intention  to  the  person  retained* 
If  it  be  an  election  in  the  usual  course,  this  notice  shall 

be  given  at  least weeki  before  the  time  when  the 

said  person  is  to  take  his  seat;  if  not  in  the  usual 
course,  but  to  fill  a  vacancy,  then  the  notice  shall  be 

given  within days  after  the  person  appointed  to 

hold  the  election  shall  have  made  known  publicly  the 
state  of  the  poll.  The  notice  shall  be  delivered  in 
writing,  at  the  usual  residence  of  the  person  returned ; 
and  if  he  be  absent,  shall  be  left  there  open. 

"  2.  That  the  party  intending  to  take  examinations, 
shall  then  apply  to  some  justice  or  judge  of  the  Courts 
of  the  United  8tates,  or  some  chancellor,  justice  or 
judge  of  a  supreme,  superior,  or  county  court,  or 
court  of  common  pleas,  of  any  State,  or  some  mayor 
or  chief  magistrate  of  a  town  or  city,  and  shall  obtain 
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a  notification,  under  his  hand  and  seal,  directed  to  the 
opposite  party,  and  requiring  him  to  attend  by  himself, 
or  his  attorney  duly  authorized,  and  cross-examine  the 
witnesses.  This  notification  shall  state  the  time  and 
place  of  examination,  and  the  names  of  the  witnesses ; 
and  it  shall  be  served  on  the  opposite  party,  or  his  attor- 
ney duly  authorized,  as  either  may  be  nearest  to 
such  places ;  provided  either  is  within  one  hundred 
miles  of  it  For  attendance,  after  receiving  the  notifi- 
cation, one  day  exclusive  of  Sundays,  shall  be  allowed 
for  every  twenty  miles. 

"  3dly.  In  all  cases  where  either  party  shall  give  no- 
tice to  the  other  of  his  having  appointed  an  attorney  for 
the  purpose  aforesaid,  it  shall  be  necessary  to  serve  the 
above-mentioned  notification  on  the  attorney. 

"  4thly.  Every  person  deposing,  shall  make  oath  or 
affirmation  to  testify  the  whole  truth,  and  shall  sub- 
scribe the  testimony  by  him  or  her  given ;  which  shall 
be  reduced  to  writing  only  by  the  magistrate  taking  the 
deposition,  or  by  the  deponent,  in  his  presence.  The 
deposition,  so  taken,  together  with  a  certificate  of  the 
notices,  and  proof  of  the  services  of  them,  shall  be  sealed 
up  by  the  magistrate  who  took  it,  and  transmitted  to 
the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  examination  of  witnesses  taken 
in  this  manner  and  no  other,  shall  hereafter  be  admit- 
ted on  trial  of  contested  elections. 

u  Resolved,  That  copies  of  any  papers  recorded  in  any 
office  of  records,  provided  those  copies  be  attested  under 
the  hand  and  seal  of  the  recording  officer,  shall  be  ad- 
mitted at  all  such  trials,  in  the  same  manner  as  the  ori- 
ginals would  be,  if  produced.  In  like  manner  copies 
of  any  other  papers  of  a  public  nature,  and  remaining 
in  the  possession  of  a  public  officer,  shall  be  admitted 
when  attested  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  that  officer. 

"Resolved,  That  copies  of  these  resolutions 

shall  be  forwarded  forthwith  to  the  Executive  of  every 
State,  with  a  request  that  they  will  cause  the  managers 
of  every  election  in  their  respective  8tates,  to  be  fur- 
nished with  at  least  one  copy." 

Mr.  Hosmer  moved  to  amend  the  first  resolu- 
tion by  adding,  after  the  word  *'  election,"  in  the 
eighth  line, ('  or  to  canvass  the  votes."  Agreed  to. 
Mr.  Sitgreaves  did  not  understand  the  object 
which  the  mover  of  these  resolutions  had  in  view. 
He  knew  not  whether  he  meant  to  confine  the 
operation  of  his  rule  to  the  present  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives only,  or  to  all  future  Houses.  From 
the  language  of  the  first  resolution  he  judged  the 
latter  was  his  intention.  As  it  was  his  opinion, 
therefore,  that  any  attempt  of  theirs  to  bind  fu- 
ture Houses  would  be  perfectly  nugatory,  he 
should  move  to  strike  out  the  words  from,  "  If  it 
be,"  to  "given,"  (in  the  first  clause.)  This 
resolution  will  then  confine  the  operation  of  the 
rule  to  the  elections  which  may  take  place  dur- 
ing the  fifth  Congress.  By  the  Constitution  every 
House  was  to  judge  of  the  elections  and  returns 
of  its  own  members.  It  was  not  in  the  power  of 
any  House  to  prescribe  rules  for  a  succeeding  one, 
for  this  reason  the  rules  which  governed  a  pre- 
ceding House  were  always  revised  by  the  suc- 
ceeding one.  Jf  they  were  to  prescribe  rules  which 
were  to  be  binding  on  future  Houses,  it  could  only 
be  done  by  an  act  of  the  whole  Legislature,  which 
,  would  certainly  be  exceptionable,  as  it  would  give 
to  the  President  and  Senate  a  power  over  the  rules 
for  governing  their  proceedings,  which,  by  the 


Constitution,  they  were  alone  the  judges  of.  He 
thought  his  ideas  on  this  subject  correct;  if  they 
were,  he  doubted  not  the  motion  which  he  had 
made  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  the  idea  of  the  gentleman 
last  up  was  correct,  his  motion  would  doubtless 
be  acceded  to,  though  he  did  not  go  far  enough, 
because,  in  that  case  he  should  have  moved  to 
have  struck  out  the  whole  clause ;  because,  if  the 
rules  proposed  were  not  to  have  a  permanent 
effect,  they  would  be  perfectly  nugatory.  But  he 
apprehended  his  friend  had  not  attended  to  a  dis- 
tinction which  he  thought  a  plain  one.  It  was 
this :  the  power  to  establish  rules  for  the  taking 
of  evidence,  and  that  of  judging  of  the  evidence 
after  it  was  taken.  This  House  could  not  say  it 
would  admit  members  under  such  and  such  dis- 
qualifications, but  an  agreement  to  the  mode  of 
taking  evidence  was  very  different  from  the  qual- 
ifications themselves.  It  was  essentially  necessary 
that  Legislative  and  Judicial  powers  should  be 
kept  distinct,  yet  it  was  not  thought  an  interfer- 
ence with  the  Judicial  authority  for  the  Legislature 
to  direct  the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  certain 
oases.  Nothing  could  be  more  clear  than  this  dis- 
tinction. It  could  not  be  said,  therefore,  that  be- 
cause the  whole  Legislature  directed  the  mode 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases. of  contested  election, 
that  the  President  and  Senate  interfered  with  the 
Constiuttional  direction  that  every  House  should 
be  the  judge  of  its  own  rules.  He  was  of  opinioa 
that  a  law  was  necessaty,  and  a  law  of  a  perma- 
nent nature,  to  which  he  could  see  no  reasonable 
objection.  He  allowed  that  it  would  be  unconsti- 
tutional for  the  President  or  Senate  to  interfere 
with  their  rules  or  elections,  but  when  they  came 
to  make  a  law  which  was  to  operate  upon  the 
whole  community,  their  interference  was  neces- 
sary and  proper.  If  these  ideas  were  sound,  and 
he  thought  they  were,  the  proposed  amendment 
would  be  rejected. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said  the  motion  now  before  them 
was  founded  upon  an  idea  that  permanent  rules 
could  not  be  made  for  taking  evidence  in  cases  of 
contested  elections.  He  had  frequently  heard  it 
said  that  rules  could  not  be  made  to  be  binding  any 
longer  than  whilst  the  House  existed  which 
formed  them.  For  himself  he  never  conceived 
this  opinion  to  be  correct.  That  it  was  highly 
important  that  permanent  regulations  should  be 
made  on  the  subject  in  question,  every  one  must 
admit.  It  became  of  importance,  therefore,  to  know 
whether  it  had  the  power  of  making  them.  When 
he  spoke  of  permanent  rules  he  would  not  be  un- 
derstood to  mean  that  any  rules  should  be  longer 
permanent  than  until  the  time  came  when  the 
House  of  Representatives  should  wish  to  rescind 
them. 

The  idea  which  led  to  the  conclusion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  was  this :  that  every 
new  Congress  occasioned  a  new  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives; that  whenever  the  members  were 
newly  elected  there  was  a  new  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. He  did  not  believe  this  doctrine  to  be 
correct.  The  House  of  Representatives,  in  his 
opinion,  always  existed ;  and  there  was  no  period 
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at  which  it  could  be  said  there  was  not  a  House 
of  Representatives  in  being.  He  never  believed 
it  was  broken  in  pieces  once  in  two  years ;  for 
when  the  time  of  one  set  of  members  expired,  that 
of  another  set  commenced ;  so  that  it  was  the  na- 
ture of  a  corporation,  which  always  existed.  He 
did  not  think  there  had  been  four  Houses  of  Rep- 
resentatives since  the  commencement  of  the  pres- 
ent Government,  but  that  the  whole  had  been  one 
uninterrupted  House.  He  thought  this  was  the 
riew  which  the  Constitution  gave  of  the  subject, 
as  it  spoke  of  it  always  as  a  permanent  body.  In 
the  same  way  the  President  and  Senate  were 
permanent,  if  this  were  not  the  case,  and  every 
election  made  a  new  House,  there  was  a  time 
when  the  Senate  was  only  two-thirds  of  a  Senate 
(when  one-third  went  out  of  office.)  This  idea, 
therefore,  could  not  be  right.  There  was  no  dif- 
ficulty, therefore,  in  forming  permanent  rules, 
since  they  were  made  to  govern  the  House  and  not 
the  individual  members.  With  respect  to  those 
things  which  each  branch  of  Government  had  the 
power  of  doing  for  itself,  each  could  establish  its 
own  rules ;  but  what  related  to  the  whole  Govern- 
ment must  be  the  act  of  the  whole.  The  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  had  said  that  each  House 
had  the  power  of  judging  of  its  own  elections. 
This,  he  apprehended,  did  not  refer  to  different 
Houses  of  Representatives,  but  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  and  the  Senate,  as  each  House 
was  always  considered  by  the  Constitution  as  a 
permanent  body.  He  was,  therefore,  opposed  to 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Nicholas  believed  this  was  a  subject  in 
which  they  should  never  advance  far  enough  to 
come  to  a  decision.  Very  long  and  very  plausible 
arguments  might  be  adduced  on  both  sides  of  the 
question,  which  would  produce  different  effects  on 
those  who  heard  them ;  but,  he  thought  the  ques- 
tion before  them  might  be  acted  upon,  without 
coming  to  a  question  on  that  point.  He  supposed, 
if  any  case  of  contested  election  came  before  the 
House,  and  the  evidence  was  taken  in  such  a  way 
as  to  ascertain  the  truth,  they  should  be  at  liberty 
to  proceed  to  the  exammation  of  the  case ;  and, 
therefore,  all  that  was  wanting,  was  to  call  in  the 
power  or  the  General  Legislature  to  authorize  the 
attendance  of  witnesses  to  deliver  their  testimony. 
Let  that  testimony  be  taken  upon  established  and 
acknowledged  rules,  which  satisfy  every  man's 
mind,  and  it  will  cany  conviction  with  it,  that  it 
is  proper.  The  necessity  of  adopting  some  mode 
of  this  kind  was  evident,  as  it  was  a  great  griev- 
ance that  persons  disputing  elections  had  to  come 
there  to  learn  the  mode  of  doing  it,  before  they 
could  proceed  to  take  evidence.  Indeed,  it  was 
putting  the  power  of  sending  members  to  that 
House  in  the  hands  of  returning  officers.  He  had 
do  doubt  that  the  Constitution  gave  them  power 
to  make  a  law  on  the  subject ;  if  necessary  the 
necessity  of  the  case  would  show  the  reasonable- 
ness of  it ;  but  he  did  not  know  that  a  law  was 
requisite ;  he  thought  a  rule  of  the  House  to  the 
effect  he  had  mentioned,  would  cure  the  evil  com- 
plained of. 

Mr.  Sewall  believed,  that  the  great  difficulty 


on  the  subject,  arose  from  in  the  form  which  it 
presented  itself,  which  had  introduced  the  ques- 
tion, whether  that  House  was  a  perpetual  body, 
or  not  He  must  confess  that  he  differed  in  opinion 
altogether  from  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 
(Mr.  N.  Smith,)  that  this  House  was  a  perpetual 
body.  He  thought  the  Constitution  had  shown, 
that  though  there  was  always  a  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, yet,  that  every  House  had  only  two 
years  duration ;  but,  he  believed,  in  determining 
the  real  object  of  this  motion,  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  coming  to  a  decision  on  this  point. 

Mr.  S.  objected  to  the  first  resolution,  on  ac- 
count of  the  notice  required  to  be  given,  which,  in 
some  cases,  would  prevent  an  undue  election  from 
being  disputed,  because  the  subject  was  not  taken 
up  agreeably  to  the  direction  of  this  rule,  as  to 
time;  so  that,  whether  the  proposed  regulation 
was  to  be  effected  by  a  rule  or  a  law,  he  thought 
the  first  resolution  ought  to  be  rejected.  With 
respect  to  the  other  parts  of  the  resolutions,  some 
regulations  were  certainly  necessary,  both  as  to 
elections,  and  as  to  all  other  matters  of  controver- 
sy which  may  come  before  the  House ;  because, 
it  some  mode  were  adopted  for  taking  evidence, 
facts  might  be  brought  before  the  House,  which 
could  never  otherwise  come.  As  it  respected  elec- 
tions, they  knew  it  had  happened  in  one  instance 
and  might  happen  in  many,  that  a  person  had 
held  a  seat  in  that  House  for  a  whole  session,  who 
was  not  entitled  to  it.  He  saw  no  difficulty  in 
passsing  an  act  prescribing  the  mode  of  taking 
affidavits  to  be  laid  before  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress. He  should  venture  to  move  that  the  com- 
mittee rise,  with  the  intention  of  discharging  it 
from  a  further  consideration  of  the  subject,  and 
to  propose  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  or  inexpediency  of  pre- 
scribing a  mode  for  taking  evidence  generally,  for 
the  purpose  of  laying  before  Congress. 

Mr.  Harpeb  said,  if  the  gentleman  who  had 

i'ust  sat  down  had  no  other  reason  than  that  which 
te  had  assigned  for  making  his  motion, he  thought, 
on  consideration,  he  would  not  himself  think  it 
necessary.  His  whole  objection  to  the  resolu- 
tions seemed  to  be,  to  the  notice  required  to  be 
given.  Here  was  no  intention,  he  said,  of  pre- 
cluding evidence  after  the  time  specified.  The 
sole  object  was.  that  testimony  taken  in  this  way, 
and  no  other,  should  be  admitted.  Persons  wish- 
ing to  have  tne  time  extended,  might  still  take  the 
evidence  in  this  way.  If  there  were  a  doubt  on 
the  subject,  an  additional  clause  might  be  intro- 
duced to  tnis  effect.  Whether  the  mode  he  had 
proposed  was  the  best  which  could  be  adopted,  he 
could  not  say.  If  gentlemen  knew  a  better,  he 
wished  them  to  propose  it,  and  let  it  be  consider- 
ed ;  but,  surely,  because  gentlemen  think  some 
better  mode  may  be  devised,  this  was  not  a  suffi- 
cient reason  for  discharging  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  from  a  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  in  favor  of  the  committee's 
rising,  because  he  did  not  think  the  resolution 
would  have  any  effect,  if  carried.  He  was  of 
opinion  with  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
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(Mr.  Sitgheaves,)  that  they  could  not  pass  a  rule 
to  bind  a  future  House,  though  he  thought  a  law 
might  he  passed  to  do  away  the  inconvenience 
complained  of.  These  inconveniences  arose  from 
there  being  no  law  obliging  witnesses  to  give  their 
depositions  in  the  cases  mentioned.  If  such  a  law 
were  passed,  all  that  was  complained  of  would 
be  done  away. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  the  House  could  not  pass 
any  law  upon  the.  subject  to  have  effect,  then  it 
was  idle  to  talk  about  it.  One  word  upon  the 
committee's  rising.  Was  it  proper  he  asked,  af- 
ter the  present  subject  had  been  printed  before  the 
House  two  years,  merely  because  gentlemen  had 
not  given  themselves  the  trouble  to  look  into  it, 
and  not  because  the  thing  is  improper,  but  because 
they  have  not  prepared  their  objections  or  amend- 
ments, to  have  it  sent  to  a  new  committee?  He 
thought  not.  If  gentlemen  wished  a  day  or  two 
to  consider  the  subject,  he  had  no  objection  to 
give  it,  but  he  hoped  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
would  not  be  discharged. 

Mr.  Sitgheaves  supposed  that  the  question  be- 
ing for  the  committee  to  rise,  it  would  be  improper 
to  go  into  the  merits  of  the  subject.  He  rose  only 
to  give  an  additional  reason  why  the  committee 
ought  to  rise.  If  the  House  passed  anything  ei- 
ther in  form  of  a  law,  or  a  resolution,  the  provi- 
sions necessary  must  embrace  such  a  variety  of 
detail  as  could  not  be  settled  in  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  as  they  should  be  entered  into  with 
great  caution  and  deliberation.  Indeed,  the  mode 
of  procedure  adopted  on  this  occasion,  inverted 
the  usual  order  of  things.  The  detail  of  business 
was  always  settled  in  select  committees,  and  not 
in  Committees  of  the  Whole. 

The  motion  for  the  committee's  rising  was  put 
and  carried ;  and  upon  leave  being  asked  to  sit 
again,  it  was  refused. 

Two  motions  were  then  made;  one  by  Mr. 
Nicholas,  for  referring  the  resolutions  to  a  select 
committee ;  another  by  Mr.  Sewall,  for  appoint- 
ing a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
passing  a  law  regulating  the  taking  of  evidence 
generally.  The  former  was  withdrawn  to  make 
way  for  the  latter,  but  renewed  by  Mr.  Rut-ledge  ; 
ana,  in  order  to  do  away  some  objections  which 
were  urged  against  this  mode  of  proceeding,  Mr. 
Harper  proposed  to  amend  the  motion  by  adding 
this  direction  to  the  committee  viz :  ;'  to  take  the 
subject  patter  itself  under  consideration,  and  re- 
port their  opinion  generally  to  the  House."  Agreed 
to,  and  a  committee  of  five  members  appointed. 

THOMA8  CARPENTER. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  memorial  of  Thomas  Carpenter,  pray- 
ing for  the  support  of  the  House  to  his  "  American 
Senator,"  reported  it  as  the  opinion  of  the  commit- 
tee that  no  encouragement  could,  with  propriety, 
be  given  to  the  said  work,  and  that  the  memorial- 
ist have  leave  to  withdraw  his  memorial. 

Mr.  H.  moved  that  this  report  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole ;  but,  on  the  motion  be- 
ing objected  to  as  unnecessary,  it  was  withdrawn, 
and  the  report  was  concurred  in  by  the  House. 


POST  OFFICE8,  Ac. 

Mr.  Cochran  proposed  a  resolution  to  the 
following  effect : 

Resolved^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any,  and  what,  amendments  are  necessary  in 
the  law  establishing  post  offices  and  post  roads.*' 

Some  objections  were  made  to  this  motion  by 
Mr.  Thatcher,  on  the  ground  of  the  law  having 
so  lately  passed,  that  it  could  scarcely  be  told 
what  would  be  its  operations;  but,  upon  Mr. 
Cochran's  representing  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
go  into  a  revision  of  the  act  generally,  but  merely 
to  propose  the  opening  of  some  new  roads  in  a 
populous  part  of  this  State,  the  motion  was  agreed 
to,  forty-seven  votes  being  in  its  favor. 


Thursday,  December  7. 
CONTESTED  ELECTION. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  for  the  order  of  the  day,  on  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Elections,  on  the  me- 
morial of  Robert  Rutherfordt  which  being  agreed 
to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair.  The  report  stated  that  the  proofs  which 
had  been  adduced  by  the  petitioner  in  support  of 
his  allegations  against  the  election  of  Mr.  Mor- 
gan, were  insufficient. 

On  motion  being  made  to  concur, 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  petitioner  was  present  or  not.  It  was  usual, 
he  said,  to  place  a  chair  for  petitioners  in  such 
cases,  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of  being  heard 
in  support  of  their  memorials.  It  Mr.  Rutherford 
were  present,  he  hoped  the  usual  course  would 
be  taken. 

Mr.  Coit  had  no  objection  to  the  proposed 
formality,  though  he  believed  the  petitioner  was 
not  present. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  as  he  was  informed  the  peti- 
tioner was  not  in  tne  House,  there  was  no  need 
of  providing  him  a  chair. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  concurred 
in  the  report. 

AMY  DARDIN. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  said,  that  during  the  last 
Winter,  a  report  had  been  made  by  the  Committee 
of  Claims,  on  the  petition  of  Amy  Dardin,  unfa- 
vorable to  the  petitioner,  which,  after  full  discus- 
sion, had  been  disagreed  to  by  tne  House;  and  on 
the  24th  of  February  a  motion  for  appointing  a 
committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  her  relict  was  made 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  but 
for  want  of  time  had  not  been  acted  upon.  He 
now  wished  to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House, 
and  for  that  purpose  moved  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amy 
Dardin. 

This  motion  met  with  opposition.  It  wilL 
perhaps,  be  recollected  that  this,  though  a  strong 
claim,  in  point  of  justice,  is  directly  in  the  face  of 
the  Limitation  Act.  Messrs.  Macon.  Sitgreates. 
and  Harper,  wished  the  matter  to  go  again  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  as  many  members  now  in 
the  House  were  unacquainted  with  the  merits  of 
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the  claim ;  and  the  latter  gentleman,  because  he 
thought  the  House  had  been  surprised  into  a  de- 
cision, contrary  to  fifty  other  determinations  on 
similar  questions,  which  ought  now  to  be  reversed. 

Mr.  Claiborne  opposed  this  course,  and  trusted 
the  House  would  again  be  influenced  by  the  jus- 
tice of  the  claim,  to  act  as  they  had  heretofore 
done,  by  passing  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  peti- 
tioner. 

Mr.  Gallatin  thought  it  would  be  best  to  com- 
mit the  business  to  the  same  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  which  they  had  yesterday  referred  a 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  subject 
of  excepting  a  certain  description  of  claims  from 
the  operation  of  that  act. 

The  Business  was,  however,  closed  by  Mr. 
Cuibornb'b  withdrawing  his  motion  for  the 
present. 

J03HTTA  A8HBRIDGE. 

Mr.  Sitgr  eaves  presented  the  petition  of  Israel 
Jones,  in  behalf  of  Joshua  Ashbridge,  praying  for 
a  settlement  for  supplies  furnished  the  United 
States  during  the  war.  Mr.  S.  said,  though  this 
claim  appeared  to  be  barred  by  the  Statute  of 
Limitation,  vet  there  was  a  circumstance  attend- 
ing it  which  he  supposed  would  operate  in  its 
favor.  Application  is  made  in  due  season  for 
settlement,  nut  it  is  prevented  by  the  want  of 
certain  formalities.  Referred  to  tne  Committee 
of  Claims. 

DEFERRED  DEBT. 

Mr.  Nicholas  called  up  for  decision  the  reso- 
lution which  he  lately  laid  on  the  table,  directing 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  a 
plan  for  raising  a  sufficient  revenue  to  meet  the 
Deferred  Debt,  which  becomes  payable  in  the 
year  1801. 

The  resolution  was  put  and  carried — 43  to  24. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  as  this  resolution  had  been 
agreed  to,  he  would  propose  another  in  some 
respect  connected  witfc  it.  It  appeared  to  him 
proper,  at  the  time  they  were  directing  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  a  plan  for 
raising  revenue,  to  turn  their  attention  to  retrench- 
ing unnecessary  expenses.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed the  following  motion  for  the  adoption  of 
the  House : 

"  Ruohed,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
he  instructed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
retrenchments  may,  with  propriety,  be  made  in  the 
pubUc  expenditure." 

Mr.  Williams  thought  the  best  way  of  dis- 
posing of  all  such  resolutions  as  the  present,  was 
to  refer  them  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  state  of  the  Union,  where  they  might  receive 
full  discussion.  He  meant  to  have  made  this 
observation  before  the  last  motion  passed.  He 
was  by  no  means  opposed  to  the  resolution,  but 
was  of  opinion  this  would  be  the  best  reference  it 
could  have.  He  suggested  the  propriety  of  the 
resolution  lying  upon  the  table  till  to-morrow. 
Agreed  to. 


ANTONIA  CARMICHAEL. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  which  had  been  reported  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Carmichael,  which  being  agreed  to,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair; 
when,  the  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Allen  moved  to  introduce  a  clause  for  the 
allowance  of  interest  upon  the  sum  proposed  to 
be  granted  to  the  widow,  from  the  time  at  which 
the  application  was  made  to  Government  for 
payment,  on  the  ground  of  the  heirs  of  Mr.  Car- 
michael having  been  obliged  to  mortgage  his 
estates  to  their  full  value,  for  the  want  of  the 
money  which  was  now  allowed  to  be  justly  their 
due;  it  was  only  reasonable,  therefore,  he  said, 
that  they  should  receive  an  interest  equal  to  that 
which  they  had  been  obliged  to  pay. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Harper, 
S.  Smith,  Sewall,  and  Rutledge,  and  opposed 
by  Messrs.  Varndm,  J.  Williams,  Gordon,  Coit, 
and  Edmond,  on  the  ground  of  its  being  unpre- 
cedented; as  it  might  lead  to  applications  from 
persons  who  had  already  been  differently  dealt 
with;  that  the  claim  not  being  a  legal,  but  an 
equitable  claim,  and  somewhat  of  a  doubtful  na- 
ture in  the  minds  of  some  gentlemen,  the  peti- 
tioner ought  to  be  ?atis6ed  with  receiving  the 
sum  proposed  to  be  allowed,  particularly  since  it 
was  not  by  any  means  certain  that  so  large  a 
sum  had  been  expended  by  her  late  husband,  in 
his  capacity  as  Charge  des  Affaires,  and  when 
it  was  recollected  how  many  just  and  legal 
claims  of  our  own  citizens  were  every  day  aban- 
doned. Mr.  Williams  touched  at  the  necessity 
there  was  of  curtailing  the  expenses  of  our  di- 

Slomatic  department;  and  it  was  suggested  by 
Ir.  Gordon,  that  if  the  House  were  to  set  up  a 
precedent  of  this  kind,  it  might  give  encourage- 
ment to  persons  who  had  claims  upon  Govern- 
ment, of  a  doubtful  nature,  to  hold  them  back 
(knowing,  if  they  were  allowed  at  all,  they  should 
have  an  interest  allowed  also  upon  their  demand,) 
until  a  convenient  time  should  present  itself,  at 
which,  perhaps,  it  might  not  be  possible  to  bring 
forward  the  objections  which  might  have  been 
produced  at  an  earlier  period. 

This  debate  continued  for  some  time,  when  Mr. 
Macon  objected  to  the  bill  as  not  being  conform- 
able to  the  instructions  given  to  the  committee 
who  brought  it  in.  The  resolution  of  the  House 
authorized  the  officers  of  the  Treasury  to  settle 
the  account.  If  the  bill,  he  said,  had  oeen  thus 
draughted,  and  Mr.  Franklin,  Mr.  Laurens,  and 
others,  had  been  allowed  interest,  the  Treasury  De- 
partment would  also  have  allowed  it  in  this  case. 
It  was  not  usual  for  that  House  to  settle  accounts, 
but  to  authorize  the  proper  department  to  do  it. 
He  therefore  moved  for  the  committee  to  rise. 
This  opinion  and  motion  were  supported  by 
Messrs.  Coit,  Edmond,  Venable,  and  Mat- 
thews ;  and  were  opposed  by  Messrs.  Gallatin, 
Harper,  and  Craik.  Mr.  G.  maintained  that  the 
bill,  though  not  strictly  conformable  to  the  letter, 
was  agreeable  to  the  spirit  of  the  resolution  of  the 
House ;  that  this  case  differed  from  those  where 


691 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


692 


H.  op  R.] 


Retrenchment — Mint,  fyc. 


[December,  1797. 


the  precise  sum  due  could  be  ascertained  at  the 
Treasury ;  here  there  was  a  discretion  to  be  exer- 
cised, as  to  the  amount  of  the  sum  to  be  allowed, 
and  he  thought  it  better  to  be  exercised  by  the 
House,  than  the  officers  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Craik  believed,  if  no  express  sum  was 
agreed  upon,  no  relief  would  be  granted,  as  the 
account  could  not,  in  that  case,  be  adjusted  by  the 
accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury. 

The  motion  for  the  committee  to  rise,  in  order 
to  have  the  bill  recommitted,  was  at  length  put 
and  carried — 43  to  38.  Leave  was  refused  to  sit 
again,  and  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  com- 
mittee who  reported  it. 

A  communication  was  received  from  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  containing  an  account  of  the  re- 
ceipts and  expenditures  at  the  Treasury,  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  30th  of  June  and  the  30th  of 
September ;  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  this  communication  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means ; 
but  this  reference  being  stated  to  be  unusual,  as 
the  subject  was  before  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  he  withdrew  the  motion. 


Friday,  December  8. 
RETRENCHMENT. 

Mr.  Thatcher  observed  that,  yesterday,  there 
bad  been  a  resolution  laid  upon  the  table  by  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Lyon)  which  he 
thought  ought  to  be  disposed  of.  It  proposed  a 
retrenchment  of  the  unnecessary  expenses  of  Gov- 
ernment. Mr.  T.  said,  he  had  observed  that  a  res- 
olution of  this  kind  was  always  brought  forward 
in  the  session  preceding  an  election,  lie  did  not 
wish,  however,  that  the  proposition  should  lie 
longer  on  the  table.  If  it  were  true  that  the  ex- 
penses of  Government  were  excessive,  they  ought 
immediately  to  set  about  retrenching  them ;  and 
if  it  were  not  true,  the  sooner  they  told  the  people 
so,  by  rejecting  the  motion,  the  better. 

Tne  question  for  agreeing  to  the  resolution  was 
put  and  negatived — 33  to  30.  . 

Just  as  the  Speaker  was  counting  the  votes, 
Mr.  Lyon  entered,  and  said,  had  he  been  present 
when  the  question  was  put,  he  should  have  called 
the  yeas  and  nays  upon  it. 

WINE  AND  8PIRIT  LICEN8E8. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  a  resolution  to  the  following 
effect : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
be  instructed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what 
alterations  are  proper  to  be  made  in-  the  act  for  laying  a 
tax  upon  licenses  for  retailing  wine  and  spirits,  and 
that  they  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Coit  said  that,  as  the  law  stood  at  present, 
licenses  were  taken  for  a  year  from  the  time  at 
which  they  were  granted,  be  that  time  when  it 
might,  so  that  they  were  constantly  becoming  due. 
He  wished  to  have  this  inconvenience  remedied, 
by  putting  the  law  upon  the  same  footing  with 
the  carriage  tax,  the  licenses  under  which  all  be- 


came due  at  one  time ;  as,  when  a  license  was  ta- 
ken, it  was  taken  so  as  to  fall  due  at  the  time  fixed. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  MINT. 

Mr.  Williams  said,  he  found  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Busi-  | 
ness,  the  report  of  a  select  committee  on  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  State,  enclosing  a  report  of 
the  Director  of  the  Mint,  suggesting  the  expedi- 
ency of  some  alteration  in  its  establishment,  to  ren- 
der it  less  expensive  to  the  public  ;  and  as  he  wish- 
ed to  render  that  establishment  less  expensive,  he 
moved  that  the  letter  and  report  be  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  Agreed  to,  for 
Wednesday. 

UNIFORM  8Y8TEM  OF  BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  the  committee  to  whom 
it  was  referred  to  report  a  bill  for  establishing  a 
uniform  system  of  bankruptcy,  conceiving  this 
subject  so  be  of  such  general  concern,  embracing 
so  great  a  variety  of  interests,  and  a  question  in 
which  the  mercantile  affairs  of  the  community 
were  so  deeply  involved,  that  they  had  wished 
him  to  request  an  augmentation  of  tne  committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  eleven  members 
were  added  to  the  committee,  comprising  a  mem- 
ber from  each  State. 

No  business  being  before  the  House,  it  adjourn- 
ed till  Monday. 


Monday,  December  11. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  James  Gillespie 
and  Joseph  McDowell,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  appeared  and  took  their  seats. 

The  Speaker  announced  a  communication 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  which  he  deliver- 
ed to  the  Clerk  to  be  read.  It  contained  a  report 
and  estimate  of  the  appropriations  which  will  be 
necessary  for  the  service  of  the  year  1798,  and 
also  an  account  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of 
the  year  preceding  the  1st  of  October,  1797.  Or- 
dered to  be  printed,  aud  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
and  Unfinished  Business,  reported  the  laws  which 
will  expire  before  the  next  meeting  of  Congress. 
Referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Speaker  communicated  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  memorial  of  Ro- 
bert Hazlehurst  and  others,  merchants  of  Charles- 
ton, South  Carolina,  complaining  of  the  operation 
of  the  act  directing  all  goods  and  wares  imported 
from  abroad  to  be  weighed  and  gauged  by  an 
officer  of  the  custom-house,  stating  that  this  direc- 
tion injured  the  private  property  of  individuals 
who  had  heretofore  had  this  privilege.  The  Se- 
cretary recommended  that  no  law  should  be  pass- 
ed on  the  subject,  but  that  the  matter  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  custom-house  and  individuals  should  be 
brought  to  a  legal  decision.  Ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

STAMP  DUTDB8. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
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Means,  reported  that  that  committee  had  taken 
into  consideration  the  resolution  of  the  House  re- 
specting the  stamp  act,  and  had  directed  him  to 
report  in  part.  The  report  states  that,  as  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  had  found  it  impossible 
to  provide  the  necessary  machinery,  dies,  dbc.,  for 
carrying  the  act  into  effect  at  the  time  proposed, 
(the  1st  of  January  next,)  he  had  omitted  to  give 
the  notice  which  was  directed  to  be  given  in  each 
State  three  months  previous  to  its  taking  place ; 
that  finding  it  will  not  be  safe  to  fix  the  period  at 
which  the  duty  shall  take  place  earlier  than  the 
1st  of  July  next,  they  recommend  a  law  to  be 
passed  to  that  effect.  They  mention  that  some 
other  alterations  had  been  suggested  as  necessary, 
but  they  thought  it  best  to  leave  these  for  future 
consideration,  as  it  would  be  proper  to  pass  this 
act  as  soon  as  possible.  The  report  was  read  a 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to-morrow. 

FOREIGN  SILVER  COIN. 

Mr.  Vex  able,  from  the  committee  to  whom  it 
was  referred,  to  inquire  whether  any,  and  what, 
alterations  were  necessary  in  the  law  respecting 
qlrer  coin,  reported  it  as  their  opinion  that  a  law 
should  be  passed  authorizing  and  requiring  col- 
lectors of  revenue  to  receive  foreign  silver  coin, 
other  than  Spanish  dollars  and  parts  thereof,  at 
the  rates  at  which  they  were  received  before  the 
15th  day  of  October  last,  for  two  years,  and  from 
thence  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress ; 
and  to  suspend  so  much  of  the  act  as  relates  to  fo- 
reign gold  coin  for  the  like  time. 

On  motion  to  agree  to  the  report,  (as  it  was  said 
to  he  in  consonance  with  a  circular  letter  which 
had  been  sent  to  the  collectors  from  the  Treasury 
Department,)  it  was  moved  to  be  postponed,  by 
Mr.  Sitgreavss,  to  Wednesday.    Agreed  to. 

PROTECTION  OF  COMMERCE,  Ac. 

Mr.  Sewall,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  that  part  ot  the  Speech  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  which  related  to  the  measures 
necessary  to  be  taken  for  the  protection  of  com- 
merce and  the  defence  of  the  country,  stated  that 
that  committee  had  requested  him  to  ask  the  same 
leave  for  them  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise,  which 
had  been  given  to  all  tne  other  committees  ap- 
pointed at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  the  nature  of  this  reso- 
lution fully  justified  the  deviation  which  had  been 
observed  in  the  forming  of  the  resolution  appoint- 
ing this  committee.  It  appeared  to  him  better  to 
have  the  subject  in  the  form  of  a  report  than  a  bill, 
in  order  that  it  might  receive  full  discussion. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  it  was  not  possible  that  the 
committee  could  bring  forward  any  thing  upon 
which  the  House  would  not  have  full  power  to 
act ;  and  if  they  were  allowed  to  report  by  bill,  it 
would  considerably  lessen  their  labor,  which  was 
the  principal  object  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  not  desirous  of  imposing  un- 
necessary difficulty  or  trouble  upon  any  com- 
mittee; but  if  the  business  was  so  important,  it 
**s  an  additional  argument  for  the  House  not 


only  to  examine  the  subject,  but  the  details.  It 
was  the  practice  of  the  House  to  have  all  import- 
ant business  first  in  the  form  of  a  report,  which  gave 
time  for  discussion  and  reflection,  and  he  thought 
an  innovation  upon  the  usual  order  of  proceeding 
in  this  respect  might  have  a  bad  effect.  He  wish- 
ed, before  any  project  should  be  brought  before 
them  in  a  bill,  they  might  discuss  its  principles. 

Mr.  Pinckney  said,  the  leave  now  asked  was  no 
more  than  had  been  allowed  to  all  the  other  com- 
mittees to  take  into  consideration  parts  of  the  Pre- 
sident's Speech.  He  thought,  if  a  bill  was  report- 
ed, every  opportunity  would  be  given  to  obtain  in- 
formation on  the  subject,  as  sufficient  time  might 
be  allowed  between  the  several  readings,  and  they 
could  better  explain  the  nature  of  the  regulations 
with  respect  to  the  duty  of  collectors  at  the  sev- 
eral ports  by  a  bill  than  Dy  a  report.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  as  much  trouble  would  be  saved  by  this 
mode  of  procedure,  that  the  request  of  the  commit- 
tee would  be  complied  with. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  the  reason  why  the  form  of 
this  resolution  differed  from  the  other  was,  because 
it  was  of  a  very  extensive  nature,  no  less  than  to 
take  into  consideration  the  measures  proper  to  be 
taken  for  the  protection  of  our  commerce  and  the 
defence  of  our  country,  which  was  supposed  would  . 
require  previous  elucidation  by  a  report,  before 
specific  measures  were  brought  forward  in  the  form 
of  a  bill.  He  had,  however,  no  objections  to  com- 
ply with  the  request  of  the  committee,  as  he  be- 
lieved they  might  be  safely  trusted  with  the  dis- 
cretion required.  Indeed,  it  was  not  contemplated, 
he  believed,  when  the  committee  was  appointed, 
that  any  thing  respecting  collectors  or  collecting 
of  duties,  would  have  come  within  its  purview ; 
but  as  they  had  thought  otherwise,  he  hoped  the 
liberty  they  asked  would  be  granted. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  nothing  had  been  said  about 
collecting  duties,  but  of  the  duty  of  collectors  with 
respect  to  the  law  of  1794. 

Mr.  Gallatin  would  be  glad  to  have  further  in- 
formation on  this  subject.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  what  was  meant  to  be  brought  forward 
respecting  the  conduct  of  collectors  was  mere  mat- 
ter of  detail,  or  whether  it  involved  any  new  prin- 
ciple; if  it  were  the  former,  he  should  not  object 
to  the  mode  proposed ;  but  if  not,  he  should  be 
against  deviating  from  the  usual  mode  of  pro- 
cedure. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  the  purpose  which  the  com- 
mittee had  in  view  was  to  determine  the  question 
respecting  the  arming  of  merchant  vessels.  Be- 
fore the  last  meeting  of  Congress,  it  would  be  re- 
collected that  the  President  of  tne  United  States 
had  issued  orders  to  prevent  the  arming  of  mer- 
chant vessels,  except  in  certain  cases.  The  com- 
mittee were  doubtful  whether  there  existed  any 
authority  in  the  President  to  issue  those  orders, 
the  execution  of  which  had  been  opposed  in  vari- 
ous parts  of  the  United  States.  This  subject  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  committee, 
and  they  thought  it  more  expedient  to  report  in 
detail  the  regulations  necessary,  in  the  form  of  a 
bill,  than  to  report  in  any  otner  form.  If  the 
House  wished  the  business  to  be  done  otherwise, 
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they  would,  of  course,  refuse  a  compliance  with 
the  request. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  from  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  it  appeared  that  the  committee 
had  had  two  subjects  under  consideration,  one  of 
which  had  been  referred  to  them,  and  the  other 
not,  as  if  they  wished  to  blend  them  together,  and 
to  bring  in  a  bill  at  their  discretion.  The  com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  report  what  means  would 
be  the  best  to  be  taken  for  the  protection  of  our 
commerce;  but  the  subject  which  they  had  brought 
before  the  House  was,  whether  the  revenue  offi- 
cers of  the  United  States  had  performed  their  duty 
in  respect  to  an  existing  law;  which  was  a  dis- 
tinct thing,  and  entirely  out  of  the  reference  which 
had  been  made  to  them.  If  the  revenue  officers 
had  acted  improperly,  it  was  a  subject  necessary 
to  be  inquired  into,  on  information  being  received 
through  a  proper  channel.  The  attention  of  the 
committee  ought  to  be  confined  to  the  business 
referred  to  them,  and  they  should  report  accord- 
ingly. He  was  opposed  to  the  motion,  since  it 
was  wholly  contrary  to  the  practice  of  the  House 
to  go  into  details  before  they  had  settled  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  they  were  about  to  act. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed,  when  this  committee 
was  appointed,  it  was  not  intended  that  it  should 
have  the  power  of  reporting  by  bill.  The  busi- 
ness of  the  other  six  committees  appointed  at  the 
same  time,  and  to  whom  this  power  was  given, 
were  wholly  different  from  this.  [He  read  the 
different  resolutions.]  The  principle  of  the  ob- 
jects upon  which  these  committees  were  appointed 
to  act  had  already  been  more  or  less  settled  in  the 
House ;  but  what  was  the  business  of  this  com- 
mittee'? It  was  no  less  than  to  report  the  mea- 
sures proper  to  be  taken  for  the  protection  of  our 
commerce  and  the  defence  of  our  country.  The 
President,  in  his  Speech,  had  spoken  at  large  on 
these  subjects.  [Mr.  Gallatin  read  an  extract 
from  the  Address  of  the  President.]  This  refer- 
ence, he  said,  embraced  all  the  objects  which  had 
engaged  the  attention  of  Congress  during  their 
extraordinary  session;  it  did  not  only  include 
arming  of  vessels,  but  also  the  raising  of  armies, 
building  of  a  navy,  erecting  of  arsenals.  &c.;  that 
so  far  from  giving  this  committee  furtner  power, 
he  thought  the  power  already  given  them  was 
too  great,  and  that  the  subject  should  first  have 
been  discussed  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  state  of  the  Union.  When  principles  of  this 
importance  were  to  be  established,  the  business 
should  be  settled  in  the  House.  He  should,  there- 
fore, be  wholly  opposed  to  granting  the  liberty 
required. 

Mr.  Rut  ledge  did  not  think  the  committee  had 
exceeded  their  powers  in  taking  this  subject  un- 
.  der  their  consideration.  They  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  revenue  officers;  they  would,  of 
course,  show  that  the  provisions  already  made 
respecting  the  arming  of  merchant  vessels  had 

E roved  inadequate.  Orders,  it  was  well  known, 
ad  been  issued  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  prevent  the  arming  of  vessels;  but,  in 
many  instances,  these  orders  had  been  protested 
against.  The  President  had  said  merchants  should 


not  arm  their  vessels ;  the  merchants  had  said  the 
President  had  no  authority  to  forbid  them.  He 
thpught  this  business  should  be  looked  into  and 
adjusted,  and  he  did  not  see  upon  what  ground 
gentlemen  could  charge  the  committee  with  bring- 
ing forward  projects.  [Mr.  Nicholas  here  inter- 
rupted Mr.  K.,  and  said  he  had  no  particular 
meaning  in  using  the  word  project.']  Mr.  R.  said 
if  there  were  any  project  in  hand  he  was  unac- 
quainted with  it.  He  had  not  been  in  the  House 
long  enough  to  know  whether  the  practice  of  re 
porting  by  bill  was  novel;  but  he  believed  it 
was  not. 

Mr.  Sitgbbave8  said,  the  intent  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  select  committees  was,  that  they  should 
produce  facts  and  lay  them  before  the  House  in  a 
collected  view;  they  might  properly  be  called  the 
pioneers  of  discussion.  The  best  mode  of  doing 
this,  committees  themselves  must  be  the  best 
judges  of.  Some  subjects  would  be  best  presented 
in  the  abstract ;  others  would  require  to  be  de- 
tailed. Suppose  two  cases,  said  he,  before  a  com- 
mittee— the  one  a  proposition  for  private,  the 
other  for  public  a r mine.  If  the  committee  should 
propose  the  building  o?  more  vessels  at  the  public 
expense,  this  would  be  unconnected  with  any  de- 
tail; it  would  be  a  single  question,  and  would  re- 
quire no  light  from  the  committee ;  but,  if  the 
subject  was  a  private  armament,  a  plan  would  re- 
quire to  be  detailed  before  a  judgment  could  be 
given  upon  it,  as  it  would  be  proper  to  be  permit- 
ted or  restricted  according  to  circumstances.  The 
committee,  said  he,  on  this  account,  ask  to  have 
the  power  to  present  the  present  business  id  sqcq 
a  view  as  to  give  the  House  the  best  means  of  de- 
termining on  their  proposition.  The  request  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  complied  with,  since  they  are  the 
best  judges  of  the  proper  mode  of  presenting  the 
subject,  as  they  alone  »re  fully  possessed  of  the 
facts  respecting  it. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  was  surprised  that  any  gentle- 
man should  be  opposed  to  giving  the  committee 
leave  to  report  by  bill;  because,  in  doing  this, 
they  would  not  possibly  do  any  harm,  though 
they  might  give  themselves  unnecessary  trouble. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Galla- 
tin] seemed  to  think  the  principle  could  not  be 
discussed  when  the  subject  was  in  the  form  of  a 
bill;  but  this  was  not  the  case.  It  was  true  that 
the  principle  of  a  question  was  frequently  deter- 
mined before  a  bill  was  brought  in ;  but  it  might 
just  as  well  be  done  afterwards,  and  if  the  prin- 
ciple were  objected  to,  the  committee  would,  of 
course,  have  lost  their  labor.  He  thought  when 
a  committee  were  willing  to  risk  this  trouble,  the 
House/ could  have  no  reasonable  objection  to  it 
It  might  be,  as  had  been  represented  by  the  gen- 
tleman last  lip,  that  the  principle  of  a  subject  could 
not  be  judged  of  without  the  detail ;  when  a  com- 
mittee foresaw  this  it  was  certainly  their  duty  to 
report  in  detail. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  understand  the  ground 
upon  which  this  motion  was  opposed.  It  wa> 
certainly  no  new  practice.  The  plan  for  establish- 
ing a  new  militia  system  had  been  reported  in  * 
bill  as  an  illustration  of  the  report,    He  hoped  the 
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oramittee  would  be  allowed  to  report  their  detail 
a  a  bill. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  was  opposed  to  a  report  by 
ill.  The  powers  granted  to  this  committee,  he 
lid.  were  very  extensive.  He  wished  to  see  the 
rinciple  reported,  which  would  be  discussed  and 
dopted,  ana  a  bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  or  re- 
ected.  as  was  thought  proper.  The  Committee  of 
v*ays  and  Means  had  the  subject  of  revenue  jrene- 
ally  referred  to  them;  they  gave  their  opinion, 
rom  time  to  time,  as  to  the  best  mode  of  raising 
evenue.  but  they  had  no  general  power  given 
hem  to  report  by  bill.  He  hoped  the  same  course 
rould  be  observed  by  this  committee. 
Mr.  Nicholas  (having  obtained  leave  to  rise 
he  third  time)  said  this  question  was  important, 
lot  only  as  it  related  to  the  business  before  the 
iouse,  but  with  respect  to  their  general  proceed- 
nsrs.  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Catcher)  had  spoke  of  a  bill  accompanying  a 
eport,  in  the  case  of  the  militia  system,  as  an  illus- 
ration  of  it.  If  this  would  satisfy  the  committee, 
hey  could  do  this  in  the  present  case.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Swore  aves)  should  not  consider  this  as  an 
ibstract  question.  At  the  last  session  it  had  been 
considered  as  an  abstract  question,  and  rejected. 
And  could  any  gentleman  say,  that  at  this  time 
when  our  connexion  with  the  world  is  much 
happier  than  it  was  six  months  ago,  this  question 
oo?ht  not  to  be  considered  abstractedly  ?  What, 
*id  he,  should  we  have  thought  of  the  committee, 
if  they  had  asked  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
build  ships  of  the  line ;  to  erect  fortifications ;  to 
raise  armies,  dbc?  Would  these  propositions  have 
been  considered  as  mere  matters  of  form  ?  On  the 
contrary,  would  not  the  House  have  revolted  at 
such  a  proceeding?  They  certainly  would.  They 
would  have  thought  it  proper,  first,  to  have  in- 
quired whether  our  means  were  adequate  to  effect 
these  schemes.  Yet  they  were,  all  at  once;  asked 
for  this  power,  by  the  present  proposition.  In  the 
last  session,  the  House  proceeded  very  differently, 
A  resolution  was  laid  upon  the  table,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  there 
folly  discussed,  and  solemnly  rejected ;  but  they 
were  now  inclined  to  treat  the  business  with  more 
levity.  He  trusted,  however,  the  House  would 
not  consent  to  this  mode  of  proceeding. 

Mr.  Otis  said  the  present  motion  was  opposed 
on  account  of  its  novelty,  though  he  believed  the 
novelty  would  more  properly  attach  to  the  oppo- 
sition. He  believed  there  never  had  been  an  in- 
stance, whether  the  subject  was  of  great  import- 
ance, or  otherwise,  in  which,  when  a  request  like 
the  present  had  been  made  that  it  had  been  re- 
fused. Was  it  then  right,  because  such  a  proposi- 
tion was  made,  to  speak  of  the  movers  of  it,  as  if 
they  were  about  to  propose  the  building  of  a  naval 
ftjrce,  or  the  ranging  of  armies  in  battle  array  ? 
He  thought  not.  and  insisted  upon  the  propriety  of 
the  proposed  privilege  being  allowed,  which  he 
Wieved,  so  far  from  being  used  improperly,  would 
1*  the  means  of  keeping  out  of  view  the  abstract 
question  of  arming,  which  was  not  necessary  at 
present  to  be  touched. 


Mr.  Isaac  Parker  was  in  favor  of  granting 
the  leave  asked  for,  as  it  appeared  to  him  to  have 
been  the  practice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Varnum  insisted  upon  it  that  it  had  never 
been  the  practice  of  the  House  to  take  up  great 
national  questions,  until  the  principle  had  been 
decided  upon  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It 
had  been  said,  that  leave  had  never  been  refused 
in  a  similar  case,  but  he  believed  that  it  had  never 
been  asked.  It  was  well  known  there  was  a  great 
difference  of  opinion  in  the  House  on  the  subject 
of  arming.  The  President  had  aeain  recom- 
mended to  them  all  the  measures  with  respect  to 
that  business  that  he  had  before  suggested,  and 
they  were  about  to  give  the  power  to  a  commit- 
tee to  report  bills  upon  all  of  them.  It  had  been 
said  by  a  gentleman  before  him  that  the  President 
had  done  wrong  in  forbidding  the  arming  of 
vessels. 

Mr.  Rutledoe  denied  having  so  expressed  him- 
self ;  he  had  said  that  the  merchants  nad  said  so. 

Mr.  Varnum  observed  it  was  insinuated  that 
the  President  had  been  wrong  in  issuing  the  or- 
der ;  and  if  a  bill  was  brought  in  on  the  subject, 
he  supposed  the  conduct  of  the  President  would 
be  impeached  by  it.  He  trusted^  therefore,  that 
this  business  would  not  originate  in  the  form  of  a 
bill. 

Mr.  Dana  was  ready  to  give  the  gentleman  last 
up  due  credit  for  his  solicitude  with  respect  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States ;  but  he  could  not 
be  ignorant  that  the  law  was  doubtful -as  to  its 
construction,  and  it  was  proper  that  this  doubt 
should  be  removed ;  and  would  it,  he  asked,  be 
any  imputation  on  the  conduct  of  the  President 
to  pass  a  law  to  say  what  was  the  true  construc- 
tion of  the  former  law  ?  Certainly  not.  Mr.  D. 
referred  to  what  had  fallen  from  Mr.  Nicholas  in 
objection  to  the  business  being  introduced  by  a 
bill.  There  was  no  doubt,  but,  if  that  were  the 
case,  that  gentleman's  ingenuity  could  introduce 
something  to  produce  a  discussion  of  sufficient 
length,  as  it  would  be  recollected,  that  he  had  fur- 
nished a  debate  of  three  weeks,  by  a  single  propo- 
sition to  amend  an.  answer  to  tne  President's  Ad- 
dress at  the  last  session.  He  was  confident,  that 
as  the  committee  had  asked  for  leave  to  report  by 
bill,  it  ought  to  be  allowed,  and  denied  that  the 
present  was  an  abstract  question. 

Mr.  Gallatin  allowed  that  it  had  not  been  the 
practice  of  the  House  to  grant  the  power  to  report 
by  bill  when  it  was  asked ;  but  he  knew  ot  no 
instance  where  a  committee,  appointed  for  general 
purposes,  had  asked  this  leave.  They  had  several 
standing  committees;  but  they  never  came  for- 
ward at  the  beginning  of  a  session  to  ask  leave  to 
report  by  bill.  He  had  already  said,  that  he 
thought  this  committee  improper,  and  he  repeated, 
that  at  no  time  did  he  recollect  business  of  so  im- 
portant and  general  a  nature  being  referred  to  a 
select  committee.  The  proper  reference  would 
have  been  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union.  As  this  committee  had  been 
appointed,  he  should  not  now,  however,  move  to 
have  it  discharged.  If  it  were  wished  to  report  a 
bill  on  the  specific  subject  mentioned,  if  the  mo- 
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tion  was  so  expressed,  he  should  not  object  to  it. 
In  regard  to  the  general  proposition,  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  it  at  present  discussed.  He  believed 
the  fate  of  the  present  negotiation  must  decide  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  this  subject.  If  it  ter- 
minated as  they  all  hoped,  the  subject  of  arming 
would  naturally  drop ;  but  if  not,  and  the  depre- 
dations on  our  commerce  were  continued,  there 
would  be  no  difference  of  opinion  about  arming 
our  merchant  vessels,  at  least,  if  not  of  going  fur- 
ther. He  wished,  therefore,  that  this  subject  might 
not  at  present  come  under  discussion. 

Mr.  Thatcher  again  spoke  at  considerable 
length  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Findley  was  opposed  to  this  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding.   It  was  cutting  off  a  part  of  their  delibe- 
rations on  important  matters,  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  see  the  ordinary  mode  of  doing  business 
in  this  respeet  changed. 
Mr.  New  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays.  Agreed  to. 
Mr.  S.  Smith  was  certain,  that  it  the  commit- 
tee had  foreseen  that  this  motion  could  have  pro- 
duced so  long  a  debate,  it  would  not  have  been 
made.    They  thought  it  the  best  way  of  bringing 
the  business  before  the  House.    He  was  indiffer- 
ent as  to  which  way  it  was  done.    Before  the  last 
session,  the  President  had  issued  orders  to  prevent 
the  sailing  of  any  armed  vessels,  except  to  the 
East  Indies.    Congress  took  up  the  subject,  and  it 
seemed  to  be  admitted,  on  all  sides,  that  there  was 
a  natural  right  of  defence  in  merchants  to  prevent 
their  vessels  being  taken.    The  subject  of  the 
President's  order  was  taken  into  consideration; 
and  he  believed  it  was  generally  allowed  that  the 
President  was  not  authorized  by  law  to  issue  this 
order.     This  being  the  general  opinion,  it  was 
conceived  by  merchants  that  they  might,  as  here- 
tofore, arm  their  vessels  in  their  own  defence. 
Some  ships,  however,  in  attempting  to  clear  out, 
were  stopped  by  the  collectors.    A  new  order  was 
issued  by  the  President  which  gave  a  further  pri- 
vilege of  arming  vessels  to  the  coast  of  Africa. 
Injurious  consequences  had  arisen  from  this.    He 
knew  a  vessel  which  sailed  from  the  United  States 
to  the  coast  of  Africa,  armed,  for  gold  dust  and 
ivory,  which  was  attacked  by  a  British  armed  ves- 
sel ;  but,  instead  of  being  taken,  she  took  the  Bri- 
tish Vessel.    The  consequence  was,  the  captain 
was  prosecuted  for  piracy  and  thrown  into  •  jail. 
This,  Mr.  S.  said,  was  a  breach  of  neutrality, 
which  called  for  a  law  to  prevent  it.    The  com- 
mittee thought  they  could  effect  the  business  in 
the  best  manner  by  a   bill,  and*  therefore  asked 
leave  to  bring  it  in.    Mr.  S.  was  of  opinion,  that 
merchants  had  a  right  to  arm  their  vessels,  and  he 
thought  this  right  was  countenanced  by  the  act 
for  prohibiting  the  exportation  of  arms,  as  arms 
on  board  of  merchant  vessels,  for  the  purposes  of 
defence,  were  excepted  from  the  operation  of  the 
act. 

Mr.  Venable  had  no  objection  to  allow  a  bill 
to  be  brought  in  upon  a  particular  subject ;  but 
could  not  agree  to  the  leave  being  general. 

Mr.  Sitorraves,  Mr.  Gallatin,  Mr.  Otis,  and 
Mr.  Varnum,  each  made  a  few  observations  as  to 
this  mode  of  proceeding. 


Mr.  Pin ckney  said,  much  had  been  observed  * 
to  precedent.  He  did  not  know  what  had  beea 
the  practice,  but  he  believed  it  was  within  the 

Eower  of  the  House  to  agree  to  the  motion,  which 
e  thought  desirable.  He  took  notice  of  and  an- 
swered the  objections  to  this  mode  of  acting.  Br 
bringing  in  a  bill,  they  should  prevent  the  abstract 
question  from  being  agitated.  In  general,  h« 
thought,  the  House  should  avoid  abstract  ques- 
tions, as  many  errors  arose  from  this  mode  of  act- 
ing. Besides,  if  the  question  was  reported  ab- 
stractedly, it  might  not  be  clearly  understood  and 
in  consequence  rejected.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  had  said,  he  wished  the  question  of 
arming  to  be  kept  out  of  sight  at  present,  lest  it 
might  have  an  effect  upon  our  negotiations  with 
France.  He  was  as  anxious  as  any  man  that  these 
should  succeed  ;  but  he  feared  that  their  not  agi- 
tating this  question  at  this  time,  might  hare  a 
greater  effect  to  hinder  the  success  of  the  negotia- 
tion than  anything  else. 

It  was  generally  understood,  and  it  was  hk 
opinion,  that  every  citizen  had  a  right  to  arm  his 
vessels  for  self-defence ;  but  not  to  make  depreda- 
tions upon  the  vessels  of  foreign  Powers.  If  mer- 
chants arm  their  vessels,  therefore,  and  commit  the 
excesses  which  have  been  mentioned,  they  may 
have  a  greater  effect  upon  the  negotiation  than  any 
regulation  which  they  might  enter  into. 

Mr.  Sewall  (having  obtained  leave)  said,  he 
rose  rather  to  explain  his  proposition,  than  to  sup- 
port it.  It  had  been  so  changed,  and  had  such  a 
formidable  appearance  given  to  it,  that  he  scarcely 
knew  it  for  nis  own.  It  had  been  called  a  propo- 
sition which  might  commit  the  peace  of  the  na- 
tion, though  it  only  asked  leave  to  report  a  bill. 
He  did  not  consider  all  the  objections  which  bad 
been  urged  against  the  proposition,  as  originating 
in  a  distrust  of  the  committee ;  it  would  griere 
him  to  think  so ;  but  from  what  gentlemen  belier- 
ed  to  be  the  intention  of  the  committee.  It  was 
said  they  meant  to  report  a  bill  to  provide  an  ex- 
traordinary army,  to  build  vessels  or  war,  &c.  But 
was  it  not  evident,  he  said,  that  the  gentlemen  who 
opposed  this  motion,  were  the  same  who  opposed 
every  defensive  measure  on  a  former  occasion? 
He  doubted  not  it  was.  Gentlemen  who  wished 
to  defeat  the  proposition,  said  it  proposed  hostile 
preparations,  whilst  those  who  supported  it,  believ- 
ed it  to  relate  to  mere  domestic  regulation.  The 
bill  the  committee  wished  to  introduce  was  neither 
a  power  to  arm,  nor  a  restriction  from  arming* 
something  between  both — something  which  affect.* 
the  power  of  custom-house  officers.  Surely,  then. 
it  was  not  deserving  of  all  the  har?n  epithets  given 
to  it.  The  reason  For  wishing  to  bring  in  a  bill 
Mr.  S.  again  repeated,  was  the  difficulty  which 
the  committee  found  in  reporting  satisfactorily  in 
any  other  way. 

The  question  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays  as 
follow-— 45  to 45;  the  Speaker  voting  in  the  affirm- 
ative, the  question  was  carried : 

Yzas — Jonathan  Dayton,  (Speaker,)  John  Alien, 
George  Baer,  Jan.,  Bailey  Bartlett,  David  Brooks,  Ste- 
phen Bullock,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  Jas.  Cochran, 
Wm-Craik,  8.  W.  Dana,  John  Dennis,  Wo.  Edmond, 
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Thomas  Evans,  Abid  Foster,  Dwigbt  Foster,  Jonathan 
Veeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William 
lordon,  Roger  Griswold,  William  Barry  Grove,  Robert 
■oodloe  Harper,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hos- 
ier, James  H.  Imlay,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir, 
Villiam  Matthews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris, 
Unison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  Josiah  Parker,  Thomas 
'inckney,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  junior,  James 
fchoreman,  Samuel  8ewaU,  William  Shepard,  Samuel 
(Ugreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  8amoel  Smith,  George 
rhafcher,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  and 
'ekg  Wadswoith. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thos.  Blount, 
lichard  Btent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burgee,  John 
/hapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  William  Charles  Cole 
Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Joshua  Coit, 
rhomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas 
Slmendorph,  William  Findley,  Albert  Gallatin,  James 
jiUespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan 
V.  Havens,  Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  Walter 
fooea,  Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel 
tfacoo,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  Anthony 
!tew,  John  Nicholas,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  William 
taith,  Richard  Sprigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
Sumter,  Mark  Tompson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg, 
Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham 
tenable,  John  Williams,  and  Robert  William  a. 

The  House  then  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  December  12. 

Mr.  Shepard  presented  the  petition  of  Giles 
Wolcott,  late  a  captain  in  the  army,  praying  for 
recompense  for  losses  sustained  in  the  service. 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  hare  this  petition  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  as  he  found  the  Committee 
of  Claims  were  determined  to  reject  every  claim, 
however  just,  if  barred  by  the  act  of  limitation ; 
and  as  he  knew,  though  this  claim  was  barred, 
that  the  petitioner  was  deservedly  entitled  to  com- 
pensation. 

This  motion  not  being  seconded,  Mr.  Shepard 
moved  to  have  the  ^petition  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims.    Agreed  to. 

STAMP  DUTIE8. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day,  on 
the  bill  for  postponing  the  commencement  of  the 
act  for  laying  a  stamp  duty  ;  which  being  agreed 
to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  this  bill,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair. 

The  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Lyon  moved  to  expunge  the  word  u  June" 
and  insert  u  January;"  but,  on  the  Chairman  in- 
forming him  it  would  not  be  in  order,  he  changed 
his  motion  to  the  inserting  of  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1798,  instead  of  the  30th  of  June,  1798. 

Mr.  Williams  believed  the  necessity  of  a  post- 
ponement of  the  commencement  of  this  act  was 
occasioned  by  the  sickness  which  had  lately 
afflicted  this  city,  as  that  rendered  it  impossible  to 
get  the  necessary  preparations  for  carrying  it  into 
effect  executed.  The  object  which  he  supposed 
we  gentleman  had  in  view,  would  be  better  attain- 
ed if  he  deferred  it  until  the  bill  was  introduced  for 
^king  the  alterations  which  had  been  suggested 
as  necessary.    A  resolution  had  been  sent  to  the 


Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  directing  them  to 
report  a  plan  for  raising  a  sufficient  revenue  to 
meet  the  demands  which  would  be  made  upon 
Government  in  the  year  1801.  If  this  plan  should 
include  a  land  tax,  ne  should  wish  that  the  stamp 
duty  might  not  take  place,  as  he  voted  for  it  only 
on  the  ground  of  its  preventing  the  necessity  of  a 
land  tax ;  but  until  this  was  ascertained,  he  should 
be  in  favor  of  the  stamp  tax. 

[The  Chairman  reminded  Mr.  W.  that  the 
question  was  not  whether  the  stamp  act  should 
be  repealed,  but  whether  its  operation  should  be 
suspended  for  a  limited  time.] 

Mr.  W.  said,  if  the  amendment  proposed  were 
agreed  to.  he  should  consider  it  in  the  same  light 
as  a  repeal  of  the  law. 

.  Mr.  Brooks  said,  the  sole  object  of  the  bill  be- 
fore them  was,  to  give  time  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  prepare  the  necessary  stamped  paper 
before  the  act  took  effect.  What  were  the  views 
of  the  gentleman  who  proposed  the  amendment 
he  could  not  say.  Perhaps  he  would  himself  ex- 
plain why  he  wished  the  act  to  be  suspended  for  a 
year,  which  was  nearly  one-fourth  of  its  whole 
duration,  and  would,  of  course,  sacrifice  nearly 
that  proportion  of  the  revenue  expected  from  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  one  reason  with  him  was,  he 
had  his  doubts  whether  the  time  proposed  for  the 
suspension,  would  be  sufficient  for  Government  to 
make  the  necessary  preparations.  The  time  which 
had  been  given  was  said  to  be  too  short ;  he  wish- 
ed now  to  give  time  enough.  The  late  sickness 
in  this  city  was  alleged  as  an  apology  for  not  hav- 
ing the  necessary  preparations  in  readiness.  He 
thought  this  a  poor  excuse ;  because,  if  the  people 
of  this  city  were  sick,  the  whole  country  was  not 
so.  He  had  another  reason  for  his  motion.  He 
wished  the  people  to  have  time  to  get  ready  to  re- 
ceive a  stamp  tax.  It  was  a  tax  every  where  odi- 
ous to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  abso- 
lute necessity  could  only  reconcile  it  to  them. 

The  question  upon  agreeing  to  this  amendment 
was  put  and  negatived,  Mr.  Lyon  only  rising  in 
favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Coit  then  moved  to  strike  out,  as  unneces- 
ry,  the  second  section  of  the  bill,  which  had  a  ref- 
erence to  the  time  for  which  the  law  should  have 
existence. 

Mr.  Harper  wished  the  section  not  to  be  struck 
out,  but  amended.  The  object  was  to  prevent  the 
six  months  which  would  be  lost  by  the  suspension 
from  being  deducted  from  the  existence  of  the  act. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  the  whole  bill  might  have 
been  comprised  in  a  few  words,  as  in  former  acts 
of  suspension,  by  saying  that  the  operation  of  such 
an  act  is  suspended  till  such  a  time. 

The  motion  for  striking  out  was  put,  and  car- 
ried ;  the  committee  rose,  the  House  took  up  and 
agreed  to  the  amendment,  and  the  bill  was  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

8AMUEL  ABBOT. 

Mr.  Macon  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on 
the  petitions  of  Samuel  Abbot,  and  others.    The 
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Committee  of  Claims  had  recommended  that  pro- 
vision by  law  should  be  made  for  the  relief  of 
these  petitioners,  whose  claims  are  for  arrears  of 
pay,  Ac.,  due  for  services  during  the  war,  whose 
accounts  were  liquidated,  and  certificates  granted; 
but  they  allege  that  they  never  received  them,  by 
reason  of  the  default  of  the  agents  of  the  regi- 
ments to  which  they  belonged.  The  committee 
adds,  that  great  caution  on  the  part  of  the  officers 
of  the  Treasury  will  be  necessary  to  prevent  abuses. 
Mr.  M.  wished,  therefore,  that  this  report  might  be 
again  recommitted,  in  order  that  the  Committee  of 
Claims  might  say  what  the  checks  were  which 
would  prevent  imposition,  as  he  could  not  see  any 
that  would  be  effectual. 

Messrs.  D.  Foster  and  Shepard  were  opposed 
to  the  motion,  and  thought  the  House  ought  to 
interfere  in  benalf  of  the  petitioners  to  do  them 
justice,  and  that  it  would  be  doing  nothing  to  re- 
commit the  report,  until  the  House  had  decided 
whether  they  would  or  would  not  agree  to  this 
principle. 

The  motion  for  discharging  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  was  put  and  negatived. 

ACTS  OF  LIMITATION. 

Mr.  Gallatin  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims,  to 
whom  it  was  referred  to  inquire  into  and  report 
on  the  expediency  or  inexpediency  of  designating 
certain  claims  against  the  United  States  to  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  operation  of  the  acts  of  limitation ; 
which  being  agreed  to.  the  House  accordingly  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair.  The  report 
was  read,  as  follows : 

The  Committee  of  Claims,  who  were  "instructed  to 
inquire  into,  and  report  on,  the  expediency  or  inexpe- 
diency of  designating  certain  claims  against  the  United 
States,  to  be  excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  acta  of 
limitation,"  report: 

That,  in  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  House,  they 
have  made  all  the  inquiries  which  to  them  appear  necea 
sary;  that  they  have  attentively  and  deliberately  consid 
ered  the  subject  referred  to  them,  and  are  of  opinion  that 
it  would  not  be  expedient  to  designate  any  species  of 
claims  against  the  United  8tates,  which  are  now  affected 
by  the  acts  of  limitation,  to  be  excepted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  those  acts. 

In  considering  this  subject,  a  review  of  the  situation  of 
the  United  States,  as  respected  their  finances,  during  the 
period  when  most  of  the  demands  originated,  was  requi- 
site. It  was  also  necessary  to  ascertain  what  measures 
had  been  adopted  by  Congress,  both  under  the  old  and 
under  the  present  Government,  to  bring  all  the  demands 
against  the  States  to  a  liquidation  and  settlement 

It  will  be  recollected,  that,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  war,  the  United  States  were  destitute  of  money;  and, 
during  a  long  period  of  years  afterwards,  were  obliged  to 
rely  principally  on  credit,  for  carrying  on  all  their  impor- 
tant operations. 

Having,  at  that  time,  no  settled  National  Govern- 
ment, a  regular  system  for  conducting  public  business, 
especially  money  transactions,  depending  on  credit,  was 
not  to  be  expected. 

Great  numbers  of  individuals  were  necessarily  invested 
with  the  powers  of  binding  the  public  by  their  contracts. 


Almost  every  officer  of  the  Army,  whether  in  the  Com- 
missary's  Department  or  otherwise,  in  different  stages  of 
the  war,  had  it  in  bis  power  to  contract  debts  legally  or 
equitably  binding  upon  the  United  States.  We  find 
Congress,  at  various  times,  during  the  war,  endeavoring 
to  make  arrangements  which  should  prevent  an  undue 
use  of  the  powers  vested  in  individuals,  and  the  danger- 
ous consequences  to  which  the  Government  was  thereby 
necessarily  exposed.  The  acts  of  the  5th  of  March,  1771, 
and  of  the  33d  of  August,  1780,  were  calculated  to  Knot 
the  public  responsibility  in  such  cases.  After  the  peace, 
and  under  the  old  Government,  periods  were  prescribed, 
within  which  claims  of  certain  descriptions,  and  finally 
all  unliquidated  claims,  were  to  be  exhibited  for  settle- 
ment, or  to  be  forever  thereafter  barred. 

It  must  be  acknowledged  by  all,  that  during  those 
periods  every  provision  which  could  rationally  hare  been 
expected  was  made  for  the  accommodation  of  individuals 
having  claims  against  the  public,  to  enable  them  to  ob- 
tain proper  settlements  of  their  demands.  The  Journals 
of  Congress  under  the  Confederation  will  abundanlhr 
justify  this  remark. 

Commissioners  were  appointed,  with  special  or  gen- 
eral powers,  to  settle  the  claims  of  individuals  in  all  the 
departments;  and,  in  every  instance,  the  powers  given 
were  plenary  and  explicit.  Sufficient  time  was  given 
for  every  one  to  obtain  information  and  pursue  his  reme- 
dy; and  ample  opportunity  was  given  for  all  to  substanti- 
ate their  claims,  or,  at  least,  to  present  abstracts]  of  them, 
which  would  have  prevented  their  being  foreclosed  by 
the  acts  designed  eventually  to  operate  upon  them.  The 
cases  cannot  be  numerous,  in  which  the  want  of  oppor- 
tunity to  bring  forward  claims  can  be  justly  pleaded  as 
an  excuse  for  the  omission. 

By  the  act  of  the  17th  of  March,  1785,  all  persons 
having  unliquidated  claims  against  the  United  State* 
were  required,  within  twelve  months,  to  exhibit  particu- 
lar abstracts  of  such  claims,  to  some  of  the  Commissioners 
in  the  State  in  which  they  respectively  resided,  who  were 
sent  and  empowered  to  settleaccounts  against  the  United 
States,  under  the  penalty  or  condition  that  accounts  oat 
so  presented,  should  be  thereafter  settled  only  st  the 
Treasury. 

By  another  act  of  Congress,  of  the  same  year,  vis:  No- 
vember 2d,  1785,  all  persons  having  claims  for  services 
performed  in  the  military  department,  were  directed  to 
exhibit  the  same  for  liquidation  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Army  Accounts,  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  August, 
then  ensuing.  By  that  act  H  was  expressly  resolved, 
that  all  claims,  under  the  description  above  mentioned, 
which  might  be  exhibited  after  that  period,  should  be 
forever  thereafter  precluded  from  adjustment  and  allow- 
ance. 

And  it  was  provided,  by  the  act  of  July  33d,  1787, 
that  all  persons  having  unliquidated  claims  against  the 
United  8tates,  pertaining  to  the  late  Commissaries*, 
Quartermaster's,  Hospital,  Clothier's,  or  Marine  Depart- 
ment, should  exhibit  particular  abstracts  of  such  claims 
to  the  proper  Commissioner  appointed  to  settle  the  ac- 
counts of  those  departments,  within  eight  months  from 
the  date  of  the  said  act;  and  all  persons  having  other 
unliquidated  claims  against  the  United  8tates,  were  to 
exhibit  particular  abstracts  thereof  to  the  Comptroller  of 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  within  one  year  from 
the  date  thereof;  and  all  accounts  not  exhibited  as  afore- 
said, were  to  be  precluded  from  settlement  or  allowance, 

These  regulations  were  adopted  by  Congress  under 
the  old  Government     Great  cam  was  taken  to  have 
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them  extensively  published,  to  that  every  individual  who 
was  interested  might  be  informed  of  their  existence  and 
operation. 

Under  the  present  Constitution  there  has  not  been 
wanting  a  disposition  to  relieve  certain  individuals  whose 
claims  were  considered  as  peculiarly  meritorious,  which 
had  been  affected  by  the  acts  above  recited. 

With  this  view,  in  March,  1792,  two  several  acts  of 
Congress  were  passed,  suspending  for  two  years  the  ope- 
ration of  the  resolutions  of  Congress  of  November  2d, 
1785,  and  July  27th,  1787,  so  far  as  they  had  barred  or 
might  be  construed  to  bar  the  claims  of  the  widow  or 
orphans  of  any  officer  of  the  late  army,  to  the  seven 
years  half  pay  of  such  officer;  or  the  claims  of  any  offi- 
cer, soldier,  artificer,  sailor,  and  marine,  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  for  personal  services  rendered  to  the 
United  States  in  the  military  or  naval  departments. 

In  consequence  of  these  suspensions,  many  claims 
were  exhibited,  .and  allowed  against  the  Government. 
There  is  reason  to  apprehend,  in  some  instances,  the 
public  were  defrauded  for  want  of  proper  pre- existing 
checks  and  evidences  of  payments  being  made.  This 
suspension  continued  for  the  term  of  two  years,  which 
was  till  March,  1794.  In  the  mean  time,  vis:  on  the 
12th  of  February,  1793,  the  act  "  relative  to  claims 
againsj  the  United  States,  not  barred  by  any  act  of  lim- 
iUtion,  and  which  had  not  been  already  adjusted,"  was 
passed  by  Congress,  after  a  serious  and  attentive  consid- 
eration of  the  subject 

By  that  law  it  was  provided,  **  that  all  claims  upon 
the  United  States  for  services  or  supplies,  or  for  other 
cause,  matter,  or  thing,  furnished  or  done,  previous  to 
the  4th  day  of  March,  1789,  whether  founded  upon  cer- 
tificates, written  documents  from  public  officers,  or  other- 
wise, which  had  not  already  been  barred  by  any  act  of 
limitation,  and  which  should  npt  be  presented  at  the 
Treasury  before  the  first  day  of  May,  1794,  should  for- 
ever after  be  barred  and  precluded  from. settlement  or  al- 
lowance. "  But  this  was  not  to  be  construed  as  affecting 
Loan  Office  certificates,  certificates  of  final  settlements, 
indents  of  interest,  balances  entered  in  the  books  of  the 
Register  of  the  Treasury,  registered  certificates,  foreign 
loans,  or  certificates  issued  under  the  act  making  pro- 
vision for  the  public  debt  of  the  United  States. 

One  other  act,  passed  the  3d  day  of  March,  1795, 
provided  that  Loan  Office  certificates,  final  settlements, 
ud  indents  of  interest,  then  outstanding,  should  be  pre- 
dated at  tbe  office  of  the  Auditor  of  the  Treasury  on  or 
before  the  first  day  of  January,  in  the  present  year,  1797, 
or  be  forever  after  barred  or  precluded  from  settlement 
or  allowance. 

The  summary  contains  a  general  view  of  the  principal 
Kb  of  limitation,  by  which  claims  against  the  public 
have  been  affected. 

From  an  attentive  consideration  of  them,  and  of  the 
circumstance*  under  which  they  were  enacted,  the  com- 
mittee are  fully  impressed  with  an  opinion  that  it  would 
not  be  expedient  to  suspend  their  operation. 

Some  remarks  extracted  from  a  report  heretofore  made 
to  Congress,  are  subjoined  by  the  committee,  as  pertinent 
to  the  subject. 

It  was  essential  to  the  public  administration  that  the 
ntent  of  just  demands  upon  the  Government  should  be, 
whin  a  reasonable  period,  definitely  ascertained.  It 
*as  essential  to  public  safety  and  to  right,  in  relation  to 
Joe  whole  community,  that  all  unsettled  claims  should 
be  made  known  within  a  time  when  there  were  yet  means 
«  proper  investigation,  and  after  which  the  public  re- 
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sponsibility  should  terminate,  and  the  possibility  of 
charging  the  Government  by  collusive  and  fictitious  con- 
tracts, should  be  at  an  end. 

The  justice  as  well  as  policy  of  acts  of  limitation,  under 
such  circumstances,  cannot  be  doubted. 

Tbe  situation  of  no  country  ever  presented  a  more 
clear  necessity  for,  or  a  more  competent  justification  o£ 
precautions  of  that  nature.  And  all  the  reasons  for 
adopting  them  operate  to  recommend  unusual  caution  in 
departing  from  them,  with  the  additional  force  of  this 
circumstance,  that  the  subsequent  lapse  ef  time  has 
increased  the  difficulties  of  a  due  examination. 

The  accounts  of  a  considerable  number  of  officers, 
who  had  it  in  their  power  to  bind  the  public  by  their 
contracts,  and  who  were  entrusted  with  large  sums  of 
money Yor  fulfilling  their  engagements,  remain  unsettled. 
Some  of  those  persons  are  dead ;  others  have  absconded ; 
the  business  has  been  conducted  by  others  with  so  little 
order  as  to  put  it  out  of  their  power  to  render  a  proper 
statement  of  their  transactions.  The  books  and  papers 
of  others,  who  had  extensive  trusts,  have  been  destroyed, 
so  as  to  preclude  the  possibility  of  settlement  Hence 
it  must  appear  that  the  Government  would,  in  a  great 
number  of  cases,  be  destitute  *of  the  means  of  repelling 
unfounded  and  even  satisfied  claims,  for  want  of  docu- 
ments and  vouchers,  which  only  could  have  resulted 
from  a  due  settlement  with  those  officers,  and  from  the 
possession  of  their  books  and  papers. 

It  might  be  inferred  without  proof,  and  it  has  ap- 
peared in  the  course  of  business  at  the  Treasury,  that 
it  was  a  practice  with  certain  public  officers,  on  obtain- 
ing supplies,  to  give  receipts  and  certificates  for  them, 
and  when  they  made  payments,  either  partially  or  total- 
ly, to  take  distinct  receipts  from  the  parties  without 
either  endorsing  the  payment  upon  the  original  vouch- 
ers or  requiring  a  surrender  of  them. 

Hence  it  would  often  happen  that  parties  could  pro- 
duce satisfactory  vouchers  of  their  having  performed 
services  and  furnished  supplies,  for  which,  though  sat- 
isfaction may  have  been  made,  the  evidences  of  it  would 
not  be  in  the  possession  of  the  Government.  And 
hence,  from  relaxations  of  the  limitation  acts,  there 
would  be  great  danger  that  mud)  more  injustice  would 
be  done  to  the  United  States  than  justice  to  individuals. 

The  principles  of  self-defence,  therefore,  require  and 
justify  an  adherence  to  those  acts  generally ;  and  there 
are  not  any  particular  species  of  claims,  which,  in  view 
of  the  committee,  ought  to  be  exempted  from  their 
operation. 

Those  which  have  been  most  frequently  referred  to 
by  some  members  of  the  House,  are  such  claims  as  in- 
clude the  arrearages  of  pay  and  other  emoluments  to    ' 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  late  army,  Ac 

Pursuant  to  an  order  of  the  House  at  the  first  session 
of  the  present  Congress,  a  report  was  made  to  tl^a, 
having  special  reference  to  this  subject  It  was  conH- 
ered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  agreed  to  by  the 
House  on  the  fifth  day  "of  February,  1796.  To  that  re- 
port and  the  documents  accompanying  the  same,  the 
committee  ask  leave  to  refer  the  House,  and  respectful- 
ly submit  the  whole  subject  to  their  consideration* 

Mr.  D.  Foster  said  the  report  itself  had  stated 
the  reasons  of  the  committee  for  making  it,  so  fully, 
that  he  thought  it  unnecessary  to  do  more  than 
move  that  the  House  concur  with  it. 

Mr.  Gallatin  observed  that  this  report  went 
upon  two  principles :  first,  that  sufficient  time  had 
been  given  for  claimants  to  come  in,  and  that 
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therefore,  it  was  always  the  fault  of  themselves,  if 
their  claims  were  not  allowed ;  the  other  was,  the 
danger  of  fraud  that  would  attend  the  settlement 
of  unliquidated  accounts  from  the  want  of  proper 
checks.  Taking  it  for  granted  that  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  would  concur  in  the  report,  he 
should  make  a  motion  to  except  a  class  of  claims 
which  did  not  come  within  the  operation  of  these 
objections,  to  the  possessors  of  which  due  notice 
had  not  been  given  of  their  being  barred,  and 
which  were  already  liquidated.  The  description 
which  he  alluded  to  were  Loan  Office  certificates, 
final  settlements,  and  indents  of  interest.  It  was 
to  be  observed  tnat  on  the  12th  of  February,  1793, 
an  act  was  passed  relative  to  claims,  which'  re- 
quired them  to  be  presented  at  the  Treasury  before 
the  first  of  May,  1794;  or  they  would  be  forever 
barred,  but  these  descriptions  of  claims  were  ex- 
cepted. Public  notice  was  given  of  this  act,  so 
that  the  country  might  become  well  acquainted 
with  it.  But  an  act  had  been  passed  on  the  third 
of  March,  1795,  making  further  provision  for  the 
support  of  public  credit,  and  the  reduction  of  the 
public  debt,  Which  was  a  long  act.  relating  to  dif- 
ferent objects  respecting  the  public  debt ;  but,  in 
the  middle  of  this  act  there  was  a  section  inserted 
requiring  all  Loan  Office  certificates,  final  settle- 
ments, and  indents  of  interest,  to  be  funded  within 
two  years.  This  act  was  foreign  to  the  subject, 
and  there  was  nothing  in  it  to  lead  to  a  supposi- 
tion that  such  an  article  would  be  found  in  it ;  nor 
"had  the  law  been  published  in  the  newspapers,  or 
any  means  taken  to  acquaint  the  holders  of  this 
property  with  it.  He  could  not,  therefore,  conceive 
that  it  was  consistent  with  public  credit  or  good 
faith  to  pass  a  limitation  law  in  such  a  way.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  law  would  be  suspended  so  as 
to  give  due  notice  to  the  holders  of  this  species 
of  paper  that  it  was  intended  to  be  barred.  He 
knew  there  were  strong  objections  against  suspend- 
ing acts  of  limitations  on  account  of  frauds  and  forge- 
ries; but  he  did  not  think  these  of  sufficient  weight 
to  prevent  justice  from  being  done  to  this  class  of 
public  creditors.  The  provision  barring  these 
claims  was  little  known.  He  himself  knew  nothing 
of  it  until  he  had  occasion  to  take  a  general  view 
of  all  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States,  when 
he  met  with  it  in  the  middle  of  the  act  he  had 
mentioned.  He  was  himself  wholly  disinterested 
in  the  business,  as  he  did  not  know  an  individual 
who  was  possessed  of  a  certificate  of  this  kind.  How 

Say  there  were  he  knew  not,  or  how  much  dan- 
tnere  might  be  in  the  suspension  he  could  not 
;  but  he  was  struck  with  the  injustice  of  thus 
barring  this  description  of  claims.  He,  therefore, 
proposed  the  following  resolution  for  the  adoption 
of  the  committee : 

"  Resolved,  That  so  much  of  an  act,  entitled  an 
making  further  provision  for  supporting  Public  Credit, 
and  for  reducing  the  Public  Debt,  passed  March  3, 1795, 
as  bars  from  settlement,  after  a  limited  time,  Loan  Office 
certificates,  final  settlements,  and  indents  of  interest,  be 
suspended  for  a  limited  time." 

Mr.  N.  Smith  allowed  that  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  had  shown  to  his  satisfaction  that 
it  would  have  been  much  more  proper  to  have  had 


the  law  in  question  in  a  distinct  act,  than  in  the 
act  in  which  it  had  been  introduced ;  and  he  re- 
gretted that  gentlemen  had  not  been  sufficiently 
awake;  when  the  law  passed,  to  have  prevented 
the  evil,  as  it  had  passed  the  House  since  he  was 
a  member  of  it.  But,  at  this  time,  it  presented  to 
his  mind  a  different  question.  This  species  of 
paper  is  now  dead  by  law.  To  pass  an  act  to  re- 
vive and  bring  it  again  into  existence,  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  acting  originally  right.  That 
gentleman  had,  however,  not  noticed  the  impro- 
priety at  that  time,  which  he  lamented ;  but  could 
not  consent  to  its  being  revived  at  this  day,  which 
would  be  to  encourage  a  spirit  of  speculation  that 
would  deprive  the  real  holders  of  the  certificates 
from  any  benefit,  and  throw  money  into  the  hands 
of  persons  no  way  entitled  to  it.  Here,  said  he. 
is  a  species  of  paper  destroyed  by  an  act  of  limita- 
tion, not  by  a  separate  act,  but  by  a  clause  of  an 
act  on  a  different  subject.  The  consequence  would 
be,  that  designing,  evil  speculators  who  may  per* 
haps  have  interest  enough  to  procure  a  repeal  of 
this  law,  by  an  application  to  Congress,  will  buy 
up  this  paper  for  a  mere  trifle  from  persons  be- 
lieving it  to  have  been  destroyed  by  law.t  The 
moment  this  question  was  agitated  the  speculation 
would  have  a  beginning.  He  did  not  know  that 
it  had  already  commenced,  but  before  the  propo- 
sition got  to  the  Senate,  he  doubted  not  that  hun- 
dreds of  persons  would  be  purchasing  this  paper 
from  individuals  who  believed  it  to  be  of  no  value. 
He  was,  therefore,  opposed  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Brooks  could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  seconded  the  motion  be- 
cause he  thought  it  at  once  clear  and  reasonable. 
He  was  himself  no  way  interested  in  it.  These 
claims  had  been  as  much  settled  as  they  could  be. 
and  he  thought  the  law  for  barring  them  had  pot 
been  made  sufficiently  public.  Instead  of  giving 
light  to  the  people  from  the  house-top,  they  bad 
placed  their  light  under  a  bushel.  With  reference 
to  the  danger  to  be  apprehended  from  impositions. 
he  did  not  think  it  great,  as  the  books  which  were 
kept  at  the  public  offices  were  calculated  to  pre- 
vent frauds  by  marginal  checks,  &c.  Indeed,  tht> 
subject  was  so  plain  and  obvious,  that  he  doubted 
not  the  proposition  would  be  adopted  by  a  large 
majority  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Dayton  ( the  Speaker)  said  the  cendeman 
who  spoke  last  nad  anticipated  most  of  what  be 
had  intended  to  offer  on  the  subject.  He  was  go- 
ing to  remark  that  this  particular  description  of 
debt  did  not  fall  within  the  reasoning  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  on  the  limitation  acts,  and  that 
the  possessors  of  it  could  have  no  expectation  of  it* 
being  barred.  In  addition  to  the  marginal  checks 
of  the  office  books  mentioned  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  there  was  also  a  check-letter  in 
the  books  and  on  the  certificates,  which  rendered 
forgery  almost  impossible.  What  brought  this 
particularly  to  his  notice  was,  three  weeks  before 
he  came  from  home,  a  poor  soldier  applied  tohim 
with  one  of  these  certificates,  and  another  one 
week  before  he  set  out,  to  get  something  for  them 
He  told  them  they  were  barred.  They  weresur- 
I  prised.    They  said*  they  were  given  to  them  *l 
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the  conclusion  of  the  war ;  that  they  were  to  have 
received  their  pay  from  month  to  month  during 
their  service,  but  that  nothing  had  been  given  to 
them  till  the  end  of  the  war,  when  they  received 
these  certificates.  They  had  applied  for  five  or 
sfx  years  together  for  payment ;  but  growing 
weary  of  unsuccessful  application,  they  laid  their 
certificates  aside.  They  near,  at  length,  they  may 
be  funded,  but  when  they  apply  they  are  tola  their 
application  is  a  few  weeks  too  late.  Was  it  pos- 
sible, he  asked,  that  a  majority  of  that  committee 
could  agree  to  a  report  which,  without  this  reso- 
lution, went  to  bar  these  men  of  their  claims  ? 
Their  accounts  had  been  settled,  their  names  were 
on  the  muster-roll,  and  every  regulation  had  been 
attended  to ;  yet,  by  a  law  which  had  been  passed, 
but  known  to  a  few  only,  these  certificates  were 
precluded  from  benefit.  He  trusted  this  report 
would  not  be  sanctioned.  If  gentlemen  were 
afraid  of  speculation,  the  proposed  suspension 
might  only  be  in  favor  of  th^e  real  holders  of  certi- 
ficates who  had  themselves  served  or  furnished 
supplies.    He  should  be  satisfied  with  this. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Smith) 
lamented  that  the  law  had  been  passed  in  the  way 
which  had  been  mentioned.  He  joined  him  in 
the  lamentation,  and  he  hoped  that  gentleman 
would  join  witn  those  who  wished  to  provide 
relief  to  these  meritorious  men — men  who  were 
not  in  a  situation  to  set  any  information  with 
respect  to  the  law  which  barred  their  claim,  and 
who  depended  upon  their  daily  labor  for  support. 

Mr.  Allen  said,  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
given  them  certain  information  as  to  the  checks 
Kept  in  the  books  of  the  public  offices,  with  a 
new.  he  supposed,  of  influencing  their  votes.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  in  those  books  there  was 
an  account  of  the  sum  due  to  these  claimants  ? 

!Mr.  Brooks  answered  there  was.]  Mr.  A.  said 
e  should  not  then  be  against  the  resolution,  but 
he  should  wish  to  confine  the  benefit  intended  to 
be  given  to  the  original  holders,  and  not  to  give 
it  to  speculators.  He  thought  the  case  of  these 
people  hard;  but  could  not  subscribe  to  the  idea 
that  because  the  law  had  not  been  published  in 
a  certain  way,  it  ought  not  to  be  enforced ;  since 
no  man  could  be  supposed  to  be  ignorant  of  the 
law.  He  moved  to  add .  these  words  to  the  reso- 
lution, "in  certain  cases." 

Mr.  Dana  said,  that  when  a  man  was  prosecu- 
ted for  a  breach  of  the  law,  he  could  not  plead  an 
ignorance  of  it;  but  this  did  not  apply  to  the 
present  case.  The  law  in  question  was  little 
bown;  it  could  not  even  be  found  in  the  index 
of  their  laws.  He  himself  did  not  know  there  was 
such  a  law,  until  after  it  had  taken  effect,  and 
then  he  had  good  reason  to  know  it.  Last  Winter 
a  certificate  was  given  to  him  to  be  funded;  but 
owing  to  his  .being  obliged  to  stop  on  the  road 
some  time,  from  the  dislocation  of  a  limb,  he  did 
Dot  arrive  till  a  few  days  after  the  claim  was 
tarred  by  the  law  in  question.  If  the  members, 
then,  of  that  House  were  ignorant  of  the  law, 
how  could  they  expect  that  persons  holding  these 
certificates  should  be  acquainted  with  it?  He 
had  also  called  at  the  office  of  the  Commissioner 


of  Loans,  where  he  was  directed  to  the  Treasury 
Department,  but  received  no  information  at  that 
office  that  the  claim  was  barred.  This  being  the 
case,  he  trusted  the  committee  would  not  refuse  to 
do  an  act  of  acknowledged  justice.  As  to  the 
amount  of  these  claims,  they  were  not  ignorant  of 
that;  from  the  accounts  or  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  it  was  $1,124,000.  And  to  prove  that 
there  was  any  danger  from  forgery,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  produce  instances  of  this  kind  of 
fraud.  The  evil  of  speculation  would  be  pre- 
vented by  the  proposed  modification.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  as  it  was  called  for  by  every  principle  of 
justice,  the  resolution  would  be  acceded  to. 

Mr.  Reed  was  in  favor  of  tbe  amendment,  and 
hoped  the  resolution  would  be  agreed  to.  He  had 
presented  a  petition  the  other  day  praying  that 
some  provision  of  this  kind  might  be  made.  He 
held  in  his  hand  the  original  acknowledgment  of 
the  debt,  upon  which  interest  had  been  paid. 
The  certificate  was  first  sent  to  him  to  be  funded ; 
but,  finding  it  barred,  the  owner  of  it  had  petitioned 
for  relief. 

Mr.  Coit  hoped  the  amendment  would  not 
prevail,  as  it  would  run  counter  to  all  former 
laws  on  this  subject;  and  he  trusted  they  should 
not  now  depart  from  the  principle  heretofore 
adopted.  He  was,  however,  in  favor  of  the  reso- 
lution itself.  He  was  a  friend  of  statutes  of 
limitation;  but  he  would  have  them  fairly  made. 
The  law  in  question  could  not  be  sufficiently 
known. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  called  for  the  reading  of  the 
section  of  the  law  which  related  to  this  subject. 
If  they  were  to  do  anything  in  the  business,  he 
should  be  for  doing  complete  justice.  [The  law 
was  read.] 

Mr.  Allen  had  little  respect  for  persons  who 
had  obtained  the  possession  of  these  certificates 
by  speculation.  He  wished  only  to  relieve  the 
original  holders;  but  if  this  were  not  guarded 
against,  the  evils  which  his  colleague  (Mr.  Smith) 
had  foretold,  would  certainly  take  place.  It  had 
been  said  that  there  had  been  no  instances  of 
forgery;  he  mentioned  one  with  which  he  was 
well  acquainted. 

Mr.  Elmendorph  trusted  that  the  gentleman 
who  proposed  the  amendment  would  withdraw  it, 
when  he  was  informed  that  it  was  the  practice  to 
issue  Loan  Office  tickets  in  the  names  of  others 
than  the  real  owners.  He  mentioned  one  instance, 
and  knew  it  was  a  common  thing. 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  was  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania;  but  he 
would  rather  not  pass  it  than  it  should  pass  with 
the  amendment.  He  wished  not  only  original 
holders,  but  all  others,  to  have  the  benefit  of  the 
proposed  suspension.  The  certificates,  he  said, 
were  originally  negotiable,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
for  depriving  them  of  that  quality.  It  was  true 
that,  in  this  case,  the  money  might  go  into  the 
pockets  of  a  set  of  men  who  were  not  very  popu- 
lar in  this  country ;  but  this  could  not  be  avoided. 
All  limitation  laws  were  contrary  to  justice;  but, 
in  all  cases  where  it  was  expedient  to  pass  them, 
care  ought  to  be  taken  that  no  class  of  men  in 
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particular  should  be  affected  by  them.  It  has 
been  objected  to  this  resolution  that  if  it  passed,  it 
would  open  a  door  to  frauds,  and  chiefly  serve 
speculators;  but  it  could  not  be  said  that  it  would 
place  the  original  holders  in  a  worse  situation 
than  they  are  at  present,  but  in  a  better.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  resolution  would  pass,  with- 
out the  amendment. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  this  subject  had  been  so 
frequently  agitated  in  Congress,  and  the  doctrine 
of  discrimination  so  constantly  decided  against, 
that  he  wondered  it  should, at  this  period,  be  renew- 
ed. It  was  fully  tried  at  the  time  of  commencing 
the  funding  system.  Every  person  possessing  a 
certificate,  before  the  claim  was  barred,  had  the 
same  right  to  have  it  funded,  and  he  saw  no  rea- 
son why  they  should  now  make  a  distinction. 
He  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  and  should 
have  no  objection  to  any  modification  of  it 
which  would  tend  to  prevent  speculation. 

Mr.  Brooks  called  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  what  had  fallen  from  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Elmen- 
dorph,)  with  respect  to  these  certificates  being 
issued  to  others  than  the  real  owners,  for  this  rea- 
son— because  the  public  faith  was  pledged  to  pay 
the  amount  to  the  bearer.  It  was  impossible,  he 
said,  for  them  to  guard  against  frauds  between  in- 
dividuals; and  any  regulation  they  could  make 
in  this  respect,  would  only  be  an  encouragement 
to  perjury. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said  that,  during  the  last  and  pre- 
sent session,  he  had  certificates  sent  on  to  him  to  be 
funded,  by  his  constituents,  telling  him,  they  heard 
the  country  was  about  to  pay  its  debts.  He  told 
them,  in  answer,  that  they  had  said,  that,  by  law, 
they  would  pay  nothing  at  all.  This  his  friends 
thought  a  hard  matter ;  since  they  were  possessed 
of  acknowledgments  of  debt,  which  Government 
had  solemnly  promised  to  pay.  This  was,  how- 
ever, their  situation.  He  was  therefore  clearly  of 
opinion,  that  these  people  ought  to  be  paid ;  but 
there  had  been  a  hue  and  cry,  raised  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut,  against  speculators.  He 
did  not  think  this  description  of  men  had  done 
the  millionth  part  of  the  injury  ascribed  to  them. 
He  believed  they  were  in  the  situation  of  a  certain 
other  personage ;  for  he  was  for  giving  the  "  Devil 
his  due ;"  but  he  thought  the  old  gentleman  him- 
self was  often  highly  injured,  by  having  more  laid 
to  his  charge  than  he  was  guilty  of.  He  thought 
these  same  speculators  had  done  more  good  to  the 
public,  than  Congress  had  done  in  passing  the  law 
in  question.  He  wished  their  conduct  was  fully 
and  fairly  examined ;  he  thought  it  would  bear 
examination.  Gentlemen  say  that,  since  last  Jan- 
uary (when  these  claims  were  barred)  these  specu- 
lators had  been  buying  up  this  paper  from  the 
holders  for  a  mere  trine.  Suppose,  said  he,  this 
were  true,  and  they  had  given  an  original  holder 
4b.  in  the  nound  for  what  he  believed  to  be  of  no 
value.  Where  was  the  criminality  of  this  ?  Was 
he  injuring  the  holder  ?  As  well  might  it  be  said, 
that  a  man  who  visits  another  in  prison,  and  gives 
him  meat  to  eat,  does  him  an  injury,  because  he 
does  it  with  an  expectation  that  Heaven  will  reward 
him.    Connecticut,  he  said,  was  the  last  quarter 


from  whence  he  should  have  expected  such  a  doc- 
trine. If  it  were  right  and  just  that  original  hold- 
ers should  receive  that  which  they  have  nad  prom- 
ised them,  he  thought  those  who  had  risked  the 
purchase  of  them,  in  the  face  of  a  law  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  out  of  mere  compassion  and  benevolence 
to  the  holder,  were  entitled  to  more.  The  only 
ground  upon  which  speculators  could  build  a  hope 
was,  that  Congress,  having  passed  an  injurious 
law,  would  one  day  be  brought  to  a  sense  ot  shame 
for  having  done  so,  and  do  justice.  To-  punish 
these  men,  therefore,  for  entertaining  this  hope, 
would  be  to  punish  virtue  with  a  vengeance.  These 
odious  characters,  speculators,  it  must  be  allowed 
he  said,  have  some  good  Qualities ;  for,  if  they  hare 
not  constantly  fed  these  claimants  on  Government, 
they  have,  at  least  kept  them  from  starving.  He 
should,  therefore,  be  opposed  to  the  amendment. 

The  question  on  the  amendment  was  put  and 
negatived,  there  being  ten  votes  only  in  favor 
of  it. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  he  should  vote  for  the 
resolutionf  though  he  thought  it  did  not  go  far 
enough.  The  holders  of  these  kinds  of  certificates 
had  been  informed,  that  the  act  of  limitation  did 
not  reach  them;  they  therefore  supposed  their 
claims  would  never  be  barred.  This  being  the 
case,  he  thought  they  should  agree  to  this  resolu- 
tion, and  leave  the  holders  at  liberty  to  fund  them, 
since  they  had  evidently  been  ignorant  of  the 
passing  or  the  law  respecting  them. 

Mr.  Baldwin  thought  some  of  the  arguments 
on  the  subject  went  too  far.  The  truth  was,  they 
had  not  sufficient  checks  to  guard  against  frauds. 
They  had  for  twelve  or  fourteen  years  been  endea- 
voring to  guard  against  them.  If  the  resolution 
passed,  which,  perhaps,  it  ought,  the  suspension 
should  be  for  a  short  time ;  for,  though  the  public 
were  able  to  guard  against  fraud,  individuals  would 
be  continually  exposed  to  deceptions,  if  this  prop- 
erty were  suffered  to  be  long  afloat. 

Mr.  Edmond  said  that,  notwithstanding  all  the 
observations  which  had  been  made  on  this  subject, 
he  could  not  vote  in  favor  of  the  resolution  before 
them.  He  had  heard  no  argument  sufficient  to 
induce  him  to  set  aside  an  act  of  limitation.  They 
were  to  presume  that  this  law  was  made  after  due 
deliberation.  Why,  then,  repeal  it  ?  Because  it 
was  said  there  were  certain  poor  soldiers,  and 
others,  possessed  of  certificates  which  were  barred 
by  this  act.  It  was  extremely  easy  to  paint  the 
situation  of  such  persons  in  glowing  colors.  Bat 
when  they  had  passed  an  act  of  limitation,  they 
were  not  to  set  it  aside  for  particular  cases.  This 
would  defeat  the  idea  of  limitation.  They  must, 
therefore,  consider  all  persons  in  the  same  situa- 
tion ;  whether  a  person  was  an  original  holder,  or 
had  purchased  his  certificate,  was  immaterial 
The  statute  had  equally  barred  them.  Had  cir- 
cumstances, since  the  passing  of  the  act,  changed? 
No ;  the  only  reason  which  bore  any  color  was, 
that  the  law  had  not  been  sufficiently  promulged. 
If  there  had  been  a  neglect  on  this  nead,  those 
who  had  been  guilty  of  the  neglect  should  redress 
it.  Was  it  not  made  as  other  laws  were  made, 
and  promulged  in  the  same  way  ?    But  it  is  said 
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to  be  incorporated  in  a  lengthy  act,  embracing  a 
number  of  other  articles,  and  no  reference  was 
made  to  it  in  the  margin ;  bat  it  was  comprised  in 
the  laws  of  a  single  session,  making  a  small  vol- 
ume, and  had  been  promulged  in  the  same  way 
in  which  penal  acts  which  affect  the  lives  of  indi- 
viduals were  promulged.  However  the  subject 
might  be  reasoned  upon,  it  was  said  that  the  fact 
was,  that  the  law  was  little  known.  It  was  said, 
there  were  members  in  the  House  who  were  not 
acquainted  with  this  law.  Was  this,  he  asked, 
an  extraordinary  thing?  No  one  supposed  that 
every  member  in  the  House  was  acquainted  with 
every  law  of  the  United  States.  The  soldier  who, 
probably,  could  neither  read  nor  write  was  not 
supposed  to  look  after  the  laws  which  were  passed 
every  session ;  no,  the  members  of  the  Legislature, 
when  they  return  home,  take  the  laws  with  them, 
and  gi?e  the  information  to  their  neighbors.  If 
they  were  not  thus  published,  it  was  owing  to  a 
culpable  neglect.  From  all  these  considerations, 
he  thought  the  law  should  be  preserved. 

Mr.  Brooks  said,  it  was  an  extraordinary  doc- 
trine to  say  that,  though  the  members  of  the  Le- 
gislature were  unacquainted  with  a  law.  yet,  that 
individuals,  who  did  not  look  into  a  boot  once  in 
seven  years,  should  be  perfectly  acquainted  with 
it.  What  would  the  people  of  the  United  States 
think  of  this  ?  It  had  not  the  semblance  of  jus- 
tice. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  on  the  principles  of  equity,  the 
statutes  of  limitation  might  be  looked  upon  as  in- 
jurious ;  but  as  no  law  had  ever  been  passed  with 
more  notoriety  than  the  one  in  question,  he  could 
not  have  believed,  if  gentlemen  had  not  themselves 
declared  it,  that  it  should  not  have  been  known  to 
them.  It  was  founded  upon  the  only  report  which 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ever  sent  to  that 
House  unasked  for,  and  it  underwent  as  much 
debate  as  any  other  law  of  the  United  States. 
These  claims,  Mr.  M.  said,  could  stand  in  no  bet- 
ter situation  than  those  of  persons  who  had  not 
been  in  the  way  of  getting  their  claims  settled. 
Where  both  had  performed  services,  both  had  the 
same  equitable  claim :  books  were  the  testimony 
in  both  cases.  If  it  were  necessary,  therefore,  to 
take  these  claims  out  of  the  statute,  it  was  equally 
necessary  to  repeal  all  the  statutes  of  limitation  at 
once.  Mr.  M.  mentioned  an  instance  of  fraud 
which  took  place  in  Rhode  Island,  by  a  small  sum 
being  altered  to  a  larger  in  a  certificate,  upon  which 
the  interest  had  been  several  times  paid  before  it 
was  discovered.  It  was  impossible,  he  said,  to 
guard  against  frauds;  but  he  Knew  very  well  that 
whenever  the  claims  of  a  soldier  came  up,  the  hu- 
manity and  philanthropy  of  the  House  were  called 
upon  to  afford  relief;  but  no  difference  ought  to  be 
made  in  favor  of  one  class  of  claimants  more  than 
another.  There  had  been  a  number  of  hard  cases 
which  had  been  decided  against,  from  their  being 
barred,  and  if  they  opened  the  door  at  all,  it  should 
he  opened  generally. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  he  should  not  have  offered 
iQything  more  on  the  subject,  but  for  what  had 
feuen  from  the  two  gentlemen  last  up.  There  was 
an  essential  difference,  he  said,  between  these  claims 


and  others ;  it  was  this,  these  were  liquidated,  the 
others  were  unliquidated.  In  the  latter  there  were 
open  accounts  at  the  Treasury,  and  if  they  were 
not  settled  in  a  given  time,  it  was  not  possible  to 
check  them.  That  time  had  therefore  been  limit- 
ed, but,  with  respect  to  liquidated  claims,  the  same 
order  had  not  been  taken.  They  were  accounts 
settled,  which  never  could  be  expected  to  be  barred, 
as  the  certificate  was  a  sort  of  negotiable  note  from 
the  Government.  If  this  had  not  been  the  view 
of  the  Legislature,  why  except  these  claims  from 
the  acts  of  limitation  i  It  was  clear,  therefore, 
that  they  stood  on  quite  different  ground  from  the 
description  of  claims  alluded  to.  And  let  it  not 
be  said,  added  Mr.  G..  that  the  holders  of  the  cer- 
tificates ought  to  be  acquainted  with  the  law  which 
affects  these  claims.  If  the  United  States  owe  a 
debt  which  they  do  not  mean  to  pay,  except  pre* 
sented  before  a  certain  day  for  settlement,  it  was 
their  duty  so  to  promulgate  the  law  as  that  it  should 
be  generally  known.  Much  had  been  said  on  the 
score  of  speculation.  He  thought  the  great  zeal 
which  was  now  shown  against  speculators  ought 
to  have  been  brought  into  action  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod. Ten  years  ago  the  idea  of  discrimination 
had  been  discarded,  and  he  thought  it  too  late  to 
introduce  it  now. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Smith) 
had  said,  it  was  the  duty  of  members  who  were 
present  at  the  passage  of  the  law  of  1795  to  have 
opposed  it  at  the  time.  If  the  gentleman  alluded 
to  nim,  he  was  mistaken,  as  he  was  not  a  member 
of  the  House  at  the  time  the  act  passed.  Gentle- 
men who  had  spoken  against  speculation  had  con- 
founded two  things  together,  viz:  persons  who 
had  purchased  these  evidences  of  debt  of  indivi- 
duals for  a  trifle,  and  those  who  had  received  them 
in  a  regular  way.  It  would  be  perfectly  unjust  to 
put  the  latter  upon  a  worse  footing  than  original 
holders.  If  it  were  meant  only  to  affect  the  for- 
mer, (if  the  bill  could  be  so  modified,)  he  should 
not  object  to  it,  though  he  believed  great  difficulty 
would  attend  the  insertion  of  such  a  provision. 
He  hoped  the  measure  would  be  adopted  in  its 
present  form. 

Mr.  Allen  wished  the  committee  would-  rise, 
and  have  leave  to  sit  again.  He  wanted  this  matter 
developed.  There  seemed  something  behind  which 
did  not  appear.  It  was  impossible  that  a  million 
of  dollars  of  this  description  of  debt  could  lie  m  the 
hands  of  original  holders.  This  subject  had  only 
been  introduced  this  morning,  and  he  thought  it 
was  not  well  understood.  He  wished  to  have  a 
little  time  for  consideration.  He  thought,  also, 
that  a  new  system  of  jnorals  had  been  introduced 
on  the  occasion,  which  ought  to  be  examined. 

Mr.  Brooks  and  Mr.  Thatcher  were  opposed 
to  the  committee  rising. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  in  favor  of  it,  so  that  gen- 
tlemen who  wished  to  speak  on  the  subject  might 
have  an  opportunity ;  and  that  their  feelings,  which 
had  been  worked  upon  by  highly  coloring  the  suf- . 
ferings  of  poor  soldiers,  might  nave  time  to  cool. 
He  feared  the  certificates  in  question  were  chiefly 
in  the  hands  of  other  persons. 

Mr.  Coit  had  no  objection  to  the  committee 
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rising.  The  sum  which  had  been  stated  as  the 
amount  of  the  class  of  claims  under  consideration 
was  not  correct ;  that  sum  included  a  number  of 
claims  of  a  different  kind. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  perfectly  willing  that  the 
committee  should  rise ;  but  not  from  the  insinua- 
tions thrown  out  by  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut, (Mr.  Allen,)  that  the  motion  was  wished  to 
be  hurried  through  the  House,  or  that  there  was 
something  behind  which  did  not  appear.  Having 
declared  ne  did  not  know  a  person  who  had  one 
of  these  certificates,  and  not  having  had  any  desire 
for  the  motion  to  pass  to-day.  of  course  the  insinua- 
tion could  have  no  foundation  as  it  respected  him, 
though  he  had  introduced  the  business,  and  he 
should  be  justified  in  taking  no  notice  of  it. 

Mr.  Allen  said,  what  he  meant  was.  that  certain 
owners  of  public  paper  of  the  United  States  had 
determined  not  to  accept  of  the  terms  offered  by  the 
Government;  but  to  have  shilling  for  shilling,  and 
that  this  suspension  was  intended  more  to  relieve 
persons  of  this  description  than  poor,  original 
nolders. 

The  question  on  the  committee's  rising  was  put 
and  carried.  The  committee  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  William  Carmichael,  deceased,  reported 
a  new  bill,  which  was  twice  read,  and  committed 
for  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  December  13. 

John  Wilkes  Kittera,  from  Pennsylvania, 
appeared  and  took  his  seat  in  the  House. 

The  bill  for  suspending  the  act  laying  a  duty 
upon  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper,  until 
the  30th  ot  June  next,  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

ACT8   OF  LIMITATION. 

According  to  order,  the  unfinished  business  of 
yesterday  came  before  the  House ;  when 

Mr.  Allen  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  a  further  consideration 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the 
expediency  or  inexpediency  of  excepting  certain 
claims  from  the  operation  of  the  limitation  acts, 
in  order  that  the  report  might  be  referred  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  His  reasons  for  making 
this  motion  were  stated  to  be,  that  further  infor- 
mation might  be  obtained  with  respect  to  the  risk 
there  would  be  in  making  the  proposed  exception, 
and  also  with  relation  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
law  barring  the  claims  proposed  to  be  excepted 
had  been  published. 

On  being  informed  by  the  Speaker,  that  it 
would  not  be  in  order  to  discharge  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  refer  the  report  of  a  select  commit- 
tee to  one  of  the  Heads  of  Department,  but  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  might  be  discharged,  on 
the  further  consideration  of  the  report  postponed, 
with  a  view  of  calling  upon  any  department  for 
information,  Mr.  A.  adopted  the  latter  mode,  and 
moved  that  the  consideration  be  postponed  till 
Monday  week. 


After  a  few  observations  from  Messrs.  Brooks. 
Gordon,  Goodrich,  and  Gallatin,  which  were 
chiefly  in  favour  of  the  postponement  the  motion 
was  agreed  to. 

CIRCUIT  COURT  OF  DELAWARE. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate*  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  lay  before  you  the  copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Judge* 
of  the  8upreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  represent- 
ing the  inconvenience  arising  from  altering  the  tune 
of  holding  the  Circuit  Court  for  the  8tate  of  Delaware, 
from  April  to  June;  and  desiring  that  the  existing 
law  may  be  altered,  by  restoring  the  8pring  season  H 
the  Circuit  Court  in  Delaware  to  the  twenty-eerenth 
of  April. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

United  States,  December  13,  1797. 

The  said  Message  was  read,  and,  together  witn 
the  letter  referred  to  therein,  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

ANTONIA  CARMICHAEL. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of  William 
Carmichael.  deceased ;  which  being  agreed  to,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  subject,  and  the  bill  having  been 
read 

Mr.  Venable  moved  to  strike  out  the  follow- 
ing words  in  the  act :  "  and  also  in  full  for  any 
demand  on  account  of  an  outfit  for  him  on  his  ap- 
pointment as  Charge  d* Affairs,  on  the  20th  dav  of 
April,  1790."  He  thought  these  words  a  surplus- 
age, and  might  do  mischief  in  future  settlements. 
It  had  not  been  customary  for  the  United  Slates 
to  allow  outfits  to  officers  of  this  grade,  and  there- 
fore improper  to  refer  to  such  an  allowance.  This 
motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Nicholas,  Rut- 
leoge,  and  Elmendorph. 

It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Harper,  Galla- 
tin, and  PiNGKNEv,  on  the  ground  that  a  claim 
having  been  made  for  the  allowance  of  an  outfit 
it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent  that  claim 
from  being  hereafter  renewed,  to  have- a  clause  of 
this  kind  in  the  act. 

It  appears,  that  by  an  act  passed  in  July,  1790. 
Charges  d'Afiairs,  as  well  as  Ministers  Plenipo- 
tentiary, are  now  entitled  to  an  outfit  of  not  more 
than  one  year's  salary ;  but  Mr.  Carmichael  hav- 
ing left  this  country  in  the  character  of  Secretary 
of  Legation  to  Mr.  Jay,  in  the  year  1782,  and  hid 
the  expenses  of  his  voyage  and  establishment  in  a 
foreign  country  (for  which  purposes  Mr.  Pisce- 
ney  said  the  outfit  was  allowed,)  it  had  not  been 
thought  right  he  should  be  allowed  for  an  outfit. 
A  difficulty  occurred  in  this  business*  whether  Mr. 
Carmichael  should  be  considered  as  Charge  d'Af- 
fairs from  the  year  1782,  when  he  entered  upon 
the  duties  of  that  character,  or  from  1790.  when  he 
received  his  new  commission.  If  he  had  wen  con- 
sidered in  this  character  from  the  latter  period 
only,  it  was  said  he  would  have  been  endued  to 
an  outfit ;  but  then  he  would  not  have  been  enti- 
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led  to  full  pay  as  Charged  d* Affairs  from  the  time 
,e  entered  upon  the  duties  of  the  office,  nor  to  the 
xtraordinary  charges  which  were  claimed.  The 
ommittee  reported  the  bill,  therefore,  agreeably 
o  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  allowing 
dm  full  pay  and  extraordinary  expenses,  but  re- 
ecting  the  claim  for  an  outfit. 

The  amendment,  after  a  considerable  debate, 
pas  put  and  carried — 47  to  35. 

Mr.  Yen  able  then  moved  to  strike  out  the 
second  section  of  the  bill,  which  authorized  the 
iccounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  to  allow  to 
;he  representatives  of  the  deceased,  at  the  rate  of 
14.444  44  annually,  from  the  20th  of  May,  1782, 
to  the  20th  of  April,  1790.  He  thought  the  ex- 
traordinary expenses  which  had  been  agreed  to  be 
allowed,  of  $8,258,  would  be  a  sufficient  compen- 
sation for  his  extra  services  as  Charge  d' Affairs, 
without  any  additional  salary,  as  his  salary  as 
Secretary  would  be  paid  at  the  Treasury,  without 
any  special  act  for  the  purpose. 

The  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Coit  and 
Williams,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  Harper,  Gal- 
latin. S.  Smith,  and  Brooks.  It  was  put  and 
negatived,  there  being  only  24  votes  in  its  favor. 
Mr.  Allen  renewed  the  motion  which  he  had 
made  when  the  report  on  this  subject  was  under 
consideration,  to  allow  an  interest  of  six  per  cent. 
per  annum  upon  the  amount  which  should  ap- 
pear to  be  due,  from  the  time  at  which  applica- 
tion was  made  for  payment,  until  the  money  was 
paid. 

This  motion  was  immediately  negatived  with- 
out a  division. 

The  committee  rose,  the  House  agreed  to  the 
amendment,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

FOREIGN  COIN8. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  report  of  a  select  committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  any  and  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  law,  entitled  "  An  act 
for  regulating  Foreign  Coins,  and  for  other  pur- 


poses 


n 


The  report  of  the  committee  was  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

44  That  it  appears,  from  the  best  information  they  can 
obtain,  that  very  little  of  the  silver  coin  of  the  United 
States  has  circulated  at  any  considerable  distance  from 
the  Mint,  especially  in  the  interior  parts  of  the  country." 
"  That,  by  the  operation  of  the  law  which  provided 
that  at  the  expiration  of  three  years  after  the  coinage  of 
gold  and  silver  should  commence  at  the  Mint,  all  foreign 
coins,  except  Spanish  milled  dollars,  and  the  parts  of 
inch  dollars,  should  cease  to  be  a  legal  tender,  consid- 
erable embarrassments  have  been  produced,  and  many 
losses  sustained,  as  a  very  considerable  quantity  of  for- 
eign silver  coins  other  than  Spanish  milled  dollars,  was, 
at  that  time,  in  circulation. 

"Your  committee  also  find,  that,  by  the  operation  of 
the  said  act,  all  foreign  gold  coin  will  cease  to  be  a  legal 
tender  after  the  thirty-first  day  of  July  next ;  that  a 
peat  quantity  of  it  is  now  in  circulation,  and  must  ne- 
cessarily continue  so  until  that  period  arrives,  as  it  will 
be  scarcely  possible  for  the  Mint,  on  its  present  establish- 
ment, to  coin  a  sufficient  quantity  to  replace  jt. 


"  Your  committee  are,  therefore,  of  opinion  that  pro- 
vision ought  to  be  made  by  law,  authorizing  and  re- 
quiring the  collectors  of  the  revenue  to  receive,  in  dis- 
charge of  all  demands  of  the  United  States,  foreign  sil- 
ver coins  other  than  Spanish  milled  dollars  and  parts 
of  such  dollars,  at  the  rates  and  under  the  regulations 
by  which  they  were  receivable  before  the  15th  day  of 
October  last ;  that  this  regulation  should  continue  for 
two  years,  and  until  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress thereafter ;  and  that  so  much  of  the  said  act  as 
relates  to  the  circulation  of  forign  gold  coins,  be  sus- 
pended for  the  like  time." 

Mr.  Gallatin  wished  to  know  from  the  com- 
mittee why  the  distinction  had  been  made  between 
foreign  gold  and  silver  coins  ?  why  they  had  not 
recommended  the  act  to  be  suspended  with  respect 
to  silver  as  well  as  gold  1  He  could  not  see  any 
reason  why  crowns  should  not  be  a  legal  tender  for 
payments  in  general,  as  well  as  to  collectors  of 
revenue. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  rose  to  propose  another  ques- 
tion to  the  committee.    His  colleague  had  sup- 
posed the  distinction  which  had  been  made  be- 
tween foreign  cold  and  silver  coin,  was  in  favor 
of  the  gold,  and  would  limit  the  circulation  of  the 
silver  coin.    He  should  rather  suppose  the  distinc- 
tion was  the  other  way,  and  he  should  like  to  be 
informed  what  had  induced  the  committee  to  re- 
commend a  suspension  of  the  laws  respecting  for- 
eign gold  coin.    They  knew  the  silver  coin  circu- 
lated by  tale,  the  gold  by  weight ;  the  value  of 
the  latter  had  actually  diminished  by   various 
means,  such  as  sweating,  plugging,  clipping,  &c, 
so  that  there  was  no  method  of  ascertaining,  with 
precision,  the  value  of  gold  coin,  without  weigh- 
ing it ;  and  persons  not  in  mercantile  habits,  and 
who  were  not  possessed  of  a  pair  of  scales,  were 
at  a  loss  to  know  its  value.    The  inference  he 
drew,  therefore,  was,  that  the  sooner  they  could 
get  the  gold  coin  out  of  circulation  the  better,  and 
the  quantity  was  so  small  that  no  great  inconve- 
nience would  ensue  from  such  a  measure.    With 
respect  to  the  silver  coin,  the  provision  recom- 
mended would,  he  believed,  occasion  but  little  in- 
convenience.   But,  instead  of  suspending  the  act 
as  it  related  to  gold  coin,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
accelerate  the  period  of  throwing  that  coin  alto- 
gether out  of  circulation. 

Mr.  Venable,  (the  chairman  of  the  committee,) 
in  answer  to  the  two  gentlemen  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, said,  that  the  distinction  which  the  committee 
had  made  between  foreign  gold  and  silver  coin, 
was  founded  on  this  consideration,  that  the  law 
relative  to  silver  had  already  been  carried  into 
effect,  and  the  consequences  which  would  be  pro- 
duced by  the  provision  recommended,  were  now 
felt ;  ana  it  was  supposed  that  this  restriction  would 
be  a  means  of  bringing  the  foreign  silver  sooner 
into  the  Mint ;  as,  if  it  were  not  allowed  to  be  a 
legal  tender  for  any  thing  but  duties,  its  circula- 
tion would,  in  a  great  degree,  be  confined  to  the 
seaports,  and  when  the  United  States  got  it  into 
possession  they  would  send  it  to  the  Mint,  and  it 
would  be  re-issued  in  our  own  coin.    With  re- 


spect to  gold  coin,  though  there  was  little  of  it  in 
circulation  near  tne  banks,  there  was  a  great  deal 
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of  it  in  remote  parts  of  the  country  where  there 
were  no  banks ;  so  much,  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  bring  it  to  the  Mint  to  have  it  reissued,  with- 
out sustaining  great  loss,  and  without  being  al- 
most totally  deprived,  in  the  meantime,  of  a  circu- 
lating medium.  And  though  foreign  gold  coin 
was  subject  to  the  injuries  which  had  been  men- 
tioned, our  own  gold  coin  was  equally  subject  to 
them.  Few  of  the  coins  of  the  United  States,  he 
said,  had  found  their  way  into  the  interior  of  the 
country ;  indeed,  so  rare  were  they,  that  when 
they  were  met  with  they  were  preserved  with  as 
much  care  as  it  they  were  curious  medals. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  approved  of  the  report.  In 
the  northern  parts  of  tne  State  of  New  York,  and 
the  northern  and  western  parts  of  Vermont,  con- 
siderable trade  was  carried  on  with  Canada,  from 
whence  they  received  gold  coin  in  payment ;  and 
if  the  law  respecting  foreign  gold  coin  was  not 
suspended,  there  would  be  no  circulating  medium 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  as  they  had  no  paper, 
but  all  payments  were  made  in  dollars,  crowns, 
guineas,  and  half  joes.  As  to  a  coin  from  the 
Mint  ot  this  country,  it  was  with  them  quite  a 
curiosity. 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  not  satisfied  with  the  reason 
which  his  colleague  [Mr.  Venable]  had  given  for 
not  going  further  into  this  business.  He  seemed 
to  think  that  the  law  for  prohibiting  the  circula- 
tion of  foreign  coin  had  already  been  felt  as  it  re- 
spected silver.  He  believed  the  first  shock  had 
only  been  experienced.  He  did  not  see  any  ad- 
vantage to  be  derived  from  the  regulation  pro- 
posed. It  went  to  lessen  the  value  of  a  certain 
Kind  of  property  ?  in  order  to  enforce  it  into  the 
Mint  of  the  United  States;  but,  until  it  could  be 
shown  that  such  a  measure  would  be  of  some 
advantage  to  the  community,  he  did  not  think  that 
House  would  be  justified  in  adopting  it.  It  would 
be  said  by  the  people,  and  with  propriety  too,  that 
they  had  established  a  Mint,  but  could  not  work  it 
witnout  defrauding  them  of  their  property.  He 
had  always  thought  the  establishment  useless,  and 
in  order  to  make  it  otherwise,  a  plan  was  now 
contemplated  to  rob  the  people  of  their  property. 
If  the  same  regulations  were  to  be  adopted  with 
respect  to  gold,  which  were  recommended  with 
respect  to  silver,  the  inhabitants  of  the  interior 
part  of  the  country  would  be  wronged  of  ten  per 
cent,  of  their  moneyed  capitals,  as  at  present  the 
French  crown  would  pass  there  for  no  more  than 
a  dollar.  He  knew  many  who  retained  this  kind 
of  property  in  their  hand:?  because  they  would  not 
submit  to  the  loss.  He  saw  no  reason  for  prohi- 
biting this  kind  of  coin:  he  believed  it  to  be  as 
good  as  any  which  could  be  given  them  in  ex- 
change for  it ;  as  a  proof  of  this  the  banks  of  this 
city  received  it  at  its  original  value.  The  same 
observations  would  hold  good  with  respect  to  gold 
coin.  He  thought  it  much  better  that  gold  coin 
should  pass  according  to  its  weight,  than  they 
should  pass  sanguinary  laws  to  punish  persons  for 
reducing  its  value.  He  wished,  therefore,  that  the 
whole  law  might  be  suspended,  as,  if  the  regula- 
tions proposed  were  adopted,  it  would  injure  one 
party  of  the  people  for  no  other  reason  than  be- 


cause gentlemen  were  determined  to  persevere  in 
what  he  deemed  always  an  error — the  support  of 
a  national  Mint. 

Mr.  Chapman  said,  the  arguments  of  the  gen- 
tleman last  up  did  not  go  to  the  present  question, 
but  to  whether  we  should  have  a  Mint  or  not. 
Mr.  C.  said,  when  he  first  saw  the  law  for  pro- 
hibiting the  circulation  of  foreign  coin,  he  thought 
unfavorably  of  it ;  but,  from  the  information  he 
had  received  on  the  subject,  he  now  thought  dif- 
ferently, and  believed,  if  the  plan  proposed  by 
the  committee  was  agreed  to,  it  would  remore 
any  objections  to  its  operation.  He  thought  the 
reasons  which  had  been  assigned  for  the  regula- 
tions were  good.  With  re  pec  t  to  the  effect  it 
would  have  on  the  Mint,  as  French  crowns  were 
to  be  received  in  payment  by  Government,  the* 
would  doubtless  be  recoined;  banks  would  also 
receive  French  crowns,  or  parts  thereof,  their 
operations  would  go  on  as  usual,  and  the  value  of 
this  species  of  coin  would  not  be  lessened.  The 
act  incorporating  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
had  declared  that  the  notes  of  that  bank  should  be 
received  in  payment  by  the  officer*  of  the  United 
States  for  duties,  which  had  given  a  circulation 
to  that  paper  more  extensive  than  any  other. 
which  would  of  course  have  a  tendency  to  lessen 
the  evils  complained  of.  He  was  well  satisfied 
with  this  report ;  but,  if  any  amendment  coold 
be  made  to  it,  which  could  make  it  more  accept- 
able to  other  gentlemen,  and  equally  favorable  to 
the  Mint,  he  should  not  object  to  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  asked  whether  it  would  be  in 
order  to  move  to  insert  a  resolution  to  the  report 

The  Chairman  answering  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  to  agree  to  the  report,  as  it 
stood,  would  be  to  set  one  part  pf  the  people  to 
speculate  upon  another;  as,  in  those  parts  of  the 
Union  where  little  was  paid  to  the  custom-house, 
a  French  crown  would  pay  for  no  more  than  a 
dollar,  and  it  would  be  the  business  of  persons 
living  in  seaports,  to  purchase  them  at  a  reduced 
value,  which  would  be  giving  a  different  value  to 
coin  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  be  an 
unjust  tax  upon  a  large  portion  of  the  people. 

Mr.  Harper  agreed  with  the  gentleman  who 
had  just  taken  his  seat,  that  if  the  coin  of  the 
United  States  was  no  better  than  that  which  they 
wished  to  stop  the  circulation  of,  everything  which 
had  been  done  in  the  establishment  of  a  Mint  was 
wrong.  This  point  had  often  been  discussed.  It 
was  agitated  when  the  Mint  was  first  established, 
and  it  was  decided  that  the  coin  to  be  issued  from 
the  Mint  would  be  better  than  the  coin  then  in 
circulation ;  not  because  a  particular  piece  of  goM 
was  of  more  value  to  an  individual,  but  because 
it  was  better  for  a  nation  to  have  a  coin  of  its 
own.  It  was  on  this  ground  that  the  expense  of 
the  establishment  was  justified.  Therefore,  the 
gentleman  was  begging  the  question  upon  a  sub- 
ject which  had  been  long  decided.  He  was  far 
from  being  of  the;  opinion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  that  the  proposed  regulation  would  re- 
duce the  value  of  foreign  coin  ten  per  cent.,  for,  if 
a  French  crown  passed  for  one  hundred  and  ten 
cents  in  <he  seaports,  it  would  soon  have  the  same 
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alue  all  over  the  United  States ;  and  if  the  at-  > 
snpt  to  purchase  them  at  an  undervalue  were  to  i 
e  tried,  it  would  be  found  that  a  competition  I 
rould  produce  their  real  value.    But  though  there  ! 
night  not  be  much  duty  paid  in  some  parts  of  the  { 
ountry.  there  were  everywhere  storekeepers  who 
ltd  dealings  with  the  merchants  in  the  seaports,  ; 
nd  who  would  be  glad  to  receive  them  in  pay- 
aent  for  their  goods.     He  allowed  some  little  ; 
nconvenience  might  arise  in  thus  endeavoring  to  I 
promote  the  circulation  of  our  own  coin ;  but  if  j 
he  business  was  postponed,  the  same  evil  would  | 
dways  occur.    He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  regu-  j 
ation.  with  respect  to  silver  coin,  recommended  ! 
>y  the  committee,  would  be  agreed  to.    As  to  ' 
weign  gold  coin,  he  should  wish  that  to  be  put  i 
upon  the  same  footing,  which  would  bring  it  into  , 
the  Mint,  and  it  would  be  returned  into  ciroula-  , 
lion  in  a  new  shape.    But  the  committee  had  re-  ' 
ported  a  fact  which,  if  well  founded,  was  of  im-  < 
portanee,  viz:  "that  it  was  scarcely  possible  for  i 
the  Mint  to  recoin  this  money  so  fast  as  it  should 
be  brought  in."    If  this  were  so,  they  must  either 
not  call  it  in,  go  on  in  enlarging  the  Mint,  or  have 
no  Mint  at  all.    But  he  did  not  take  the  fact  as 
stated.    He  believed  there  was  no  want  of  me- 
chanical force  in  the  Mint. 

Mr.  Venable  interrupted  Mr.  H.  to  say,  the 
committee  did  not  mean  that  the  Mint  had  not 
the  necessary  mechanical  force;  but  that  they 
could  not  get  sufficient  bullion  for  the  occasion. 

Mr.  Champlin  wished  to  have  the  liberty  of 
asking  the  Chair  whether  the  question  was  not 
susceptible  of  division.  If  it  were,  he  thought  it 
would  greatly  shorten  the  debate  to  divide  it. 

The  Chairman  answered,  that  the  question 
might  be  divided. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  of  making  a  motioti  to 
that  effect.  The  information  which  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  had  given  was  sufficient.  If 
there  had  been  a  physical  incapacity  in  the  Mint 
to  have  coined  a  sufficiency  of  money,  there  would, 
indeed,  have  been  a  real  difficulty;  but  if  bullion 
only  was  wanted,  the  only  means  to  supply  it 
woqM  be  to  call  in  the  foreign  gold  coin.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  regulation  with  respect 
to  silver  would  be  agreed  to,  and  that  the  gold 
coin  might  be  put  on  the  same  footing. 

Mr.  Venable  proposed  that  the  former  part  of 
the  report  should  be  first  agreed  to,  relative  to 
silver  coin. 

Mr.  Gallatin  understood  that  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Nicholas)  was  in  order. 

The  Chairman  said  he  had  mentioned  his  inten- 
tion of  moving  a  resolution,  but  had  not  handed 
it  to  the  Chair. 

,  Mr.  Nicholas  said,  that  understanding  his  mo- 
tion was  in  order,  he  should  make  it.  He  would 
first  state  one  fact,  which  would  be  sufficient  to 
answer  all  the  reasoning  of  the  gentlemen  from 
South  Carolina  and  Rhode  Island,  (Mr.  Harper 
and  Mr.  Champlin.)  Though,  in  the  large  cities, 
wnk  notes  were  equal  to  every  purpose  as  a  circu- 
lating medium,  in  the  country,  where  he  lived, 
they  passed  at  a  depreciation  only.  This  resolution 
*fe  to  the  following  effect : 


M  Rtsohed,  That  so  much  of  the  act,  relative  to  silver 
coin,  dec.,  as  goes  to  restrain  the  circulation  of  foreign 
coin,  be  suspended  for  a  limited  time." 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  in  favor  of  this  resolution. 
He  did  not  think  the  proposition  of  the  committee 
went  far  enough.     It  did  not  follow,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina  had  stated,  that  be- 
cause a  French  crown  passed  in  a  seaport  for 
110  cents,  that  it  would  soon  pass  everywhere  for 
that  sum.  The  moment  it  was  said  a  French  crown 
should   be  payable   only   for    certain   purposes, 
that  moment  it  became  an  article  of  merchandise, 
which  would  rise  and  fall  according  to  the  demand 
there  might  be  for  it.     This  was  the  case  with  all 
foreign  coins,  in  every  country  where  they  did  not 
pass  a  legal  tender.    If  there  were  any  weight  in 
the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, that  because  the  collectors  would  receive 
crowns  at  110  cents,  they  would  always  be  worth 
it,  it  might   be  carried  further,  and  said,  that 
because  this  coin  has  this  value  in  any  other 
country,  it  cannot  depreciate  here.    It  appeared, 
therefore,  that  though  the  provision  recommended 
would  remedy  the  evil,  in  some  degree,  it  would  not 
remedy  it  altogether ;  and  that  where  there  was 
not  a  demand  for  this  species  of  coin,  it  would 
depreciate  in  its  value.  Mr.  6.  said,  it  was  clear  we 
had  not  more  circulating  medium  in  the  country 
than  was  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  commerce, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  withdrawing  any  part  of  it 
would  be  an  evil.    It  was  neoessary,  therefore,  to 
inquire  whether  any  good  would  arise  from  such 
a  measure,  to  counterbalance  the  evil.     The  gen- 
tlemen from  Rhode  Island  and  'South  Carolina 
said,  it  was  necessary  to  the  existence  of  the  Mint. 
What  were  the  advantages  to  be  derived  from  the 
Mint?    They  were  told,  that  the  great  object  was 
to  have  a  coin  of  our  own.     This  observation 
could  not  apply  to  foreign  silver  coin,  because  the 
law  declared  that  Spanish  dollars  should  circulate 
as  usual,  which  acknowledged  that  we  stood  in 
need  of  foreign  coin  for  a  circulating  medium,  and 
that  our  Mint  was  insufficient  for  the  purpose. 
But,  in  relation  to  the  Mint  itself,  it  was  said, 
the  proposed  measure  would  force  the  foreign 
coins  into  the  Mint.    He  wished  to  know  how  this 
could  be  effected.     How  could  directing  the  col- 
lectors to  receive  this  coin  force  it  into  the  Mint1? 
Was  it  supposed,  that  the  moment  the  banks,  or  the 
revenue  officers  receive  crowns;  they  will  carry 
them  to  the  Mint?    How  had  it  happened,  that, 
in  receiving  seven  millions  of  revenue  from  the 
custom-houses,  that  more  of  this  coin  had  not  here- 
tofore been  sent  to  the  Mint  ?    And  could  it  now  be 
supposed  that  they  would  be  compelled  to  take 
this  coin  to  the  Mint  ?    In  relation  to  gold  coin, 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  said,  that 
the  only  way  of  getting  it  into  the  Mint  was  to 
say  it  should  not  be  a  legal  tender.    But  why  thus 
force  the  people  to  take  this  species  of  coin  to  the 
Mint?    It  was  clear  it  could  not  be  the  interest  of 
Government  to  have  a  Mint,  if  it  were  not  the 
interest  of  the  people;  and  if  they  saw  it  to  be  their 
interest,  they  would  take  their  foreign  coin  there 
without  being  forced  to  do  it.     But.  said  he,  if 
you  suppress  all  foreign  coin,  you  will  do  it  con- 
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trary  to  the  will  and  interest  of  the  people ;  and 
if  this  were  the  only  means  hy  which  Government 
could  establish  their  Mint,  he  thought  the  institu- 
tion would  never  become  a  very  popular  one. 

Mr.  Harper  interrupted  Mr.  G.  He  did  not  say 
that  this  was  the  only  way  in  which  the  Mint  could 
be  supported.    He  said  it  was  one  effectual  method. 

Mr.  Gallatin  continued  his  observations.  When 
the  Mint  was  first  established,  it  was  said,  that  in 
three  years  from  its  commencement,  there  would 
be  such  a  quantity  of  our  own  coin  in  circulation 
as  would  supersede  the  necessity  of  foreign  gold 
or  silver  coin.  Experience  had  shown,  however, 
that  the  friends  of  the  establishment  were  mis- 
taken. There  was  not  now  a  sufficient  quantity ; 
but  they  were  told,  notwithstanding,  that  all  foreign 
coin,  except  Spanish  dollars,  and  parts  thereof, 
should  be  called  in.  He  hoped  not.  If,  when  they 
came  to  consider  the  Mint  establishment,  it  should 
appear  to  be  necessary  to  take  such  a  step,  he  trusted 
they  should  take  such  measures  as  would  be  effec- 
tual, without  putting  any  class  of  people  to  loss. 
Until  the  Mint  were  established  upon  a  footing 
which  should  render  it  equal  to  the  supply  of  a 
sufficiency  of  coin  for  the  use  of  the  country,  he 
hoped  they  should  leave  the  foreign  coins  upon 
their  present  footing. 

On  motion,  the  committee  rose,  reported  pro- 
gress, and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Thursday,  December  14. 

A  communication  was  received  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  on  the  subject  of  the  loan 
made  for  the  use  of  tne  city  of  Washington,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  which  was  read  and  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives  of 
William  Carmichael,  deceased,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Harper  called  the  recollection  of  the  House 
to  the  bill  which  was  passed  last  session  by  that 
House  for  the  relief  of  Major  Thomas  Lewis,  but 
which  was  not  acted  upon  by  the  Senate,  owing 
to  its  being  sent  up  the  last  day  of  the  session,  and 
moved  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring  in 
a  new  bill ;  but,  on  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Claims  informing  the  House  that  Major 
Lewis's  petition  was  at  present  before  them,  the 
motion  was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  there  had  been  an  omission 
in  the  act  regulating  the  compensation  allowed  to 
officers  employed  in  the  collection  of  duties  on 
impost  and  tonnage,  passed  last  session,  which 
affected  a  collector  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts ; 
he  therefore  moved  that  a  committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  any  and  what  alterations  were 
necessary  therein,  and  that  they  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise.    Agreed  to. 

OUTSTANDING  CERTIFICATES. 

Mr.  Allen  moved  a  resolution  to  the  following 
effect : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be 
directed  to  report  to  the  House  an  account  of  the  Loan 
Office  certificates,  final  settlements,  and  indents  of  in* 


terest  not  registered,  and  now  outstanding ;  and,  abb 
such  matters  as  relate  to  the  expediency  or  inexpedien- 
cy of  extending  for  a  limited  time  the  14th  section 
of  the  act  for  making  further  provision  for  public  credit, 
and  for  the  redemption  of  the  public  debt. 

Mr.  Gallatin  called  for  a  division  of  this  ques- 
tion. It  was  yesterday  decided,  he  said,  that  it 
would  not  be  in  order  to  refer  the  report  of  a  select 
committee  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  equally  improper  to  send 
for  his  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  oi  extending 
the  act  in  question.  If  the  gentleman  would  mod- 
ify his  motion  so  as  to  call  for  whatever  informa- 
tion he  pleased,  he  should  not  object  to  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  spoke  to  the  same  effect.  , 

Mr.  Allen  did  not  think  his  resolution  called 
for  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ; 
he  meant  it  to  call  only  for  information  on  the 
subject. 

Separate  questions  were  taken  upon  the  two 
parts  of  the  resolution,  and  both  were  carried 
without  a  division. 

FOREIGN  COINS. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  foreign  coins ;  when,  Mr. 
Nicholas's  proposition  for  suspending  altogether 
the  operation  of  the  act  for  checking  the  circula- 
tion of  foreign  gold  and  silver  coin  being  under 
consideration — 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  he  had  mentioned  yester- 
day, that  there  was,  in  nis  opinion,  an  obvious  dis- 
tinction between  the  cases  of  gold  and  silver  for- 
eign coins ;  and,  all  the  reflection  he  had  since 
given  to  the  subject,  had  confirmed  him  in  the 
conviction  which  he  then  expressed.  He  moved 
therefore,  to  amend  the  resolution  under  consider- 
ation, by  adding,  after  the  word  '*  foreign,"  the 
word  "silver,"  which  would  have  the  effect  of  con- 
fining the  suspension  of  the  act  in  favor  of  silver, 
and  leave  the  act  of  1794  to  operate  on  gold  coin. 
If,  said  Mr.  S.,  the  design  of  the  Mint  had  been 
only  to  gratify  the  pride  of  sovereignty,  the  object 
would  have  been  inconsiderable  and  unworthy  the 
expense  of  supporting  it ;  but  it  was  established  for 
other  and  far  more  important  ends.  It  was,  that 
the  Government  mignt  have  a  control  over  its 
circulating  medium,  which  was  essential,  in  order 
to  prevent  its  debasement  by  alloy  and  fraud.  This 
debasement  was  chiefly  applied  to  copper  and  gold 
coin,  but  not  so  much  to  silver.  He  saw  no  rea- 
son, therefore,  why  foreign  silver  coin,  which  had 
long  been  current  in  this  country,  should  be  forced 
out  of  circulation  into  the  Mint  j  they  were  of^ 
same  use  and  value  of  any  which  might  be  reissu- 
ed ;  but  it  was  very  different  with  respect  to  cop- 
per and  gold  coin,  which  was  subject  to  be  debased 
in  so  many  different  ways,  and  which  could  not 
be  prevented,  until  we  had  a  sufficiency  of  our  own 
coin,  which  would  be  under  our  own  direction  and 
control.  Let  the  stoppage  of  French  crowns  take 
place  when  it  might,  it  would  be  attended  with 
some  inconvenience ;  yet  that  period  must  arriw* 
if  the  Mint  were  to  be  supported.  But  he  con- 
ceived these  inconveniences  would  be  felt  in  a  very 


725 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


726 


December,  1797.] 


Foreign  Coins, 


[H.opR. 


small  degree  with  respect  to  gold  coin.  The 
Proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  which  notified  that  foreign  coin  would 
cease  to  be  a  legal  tender  after  a  certain  day,  made 
in  October,  1796,  related  to  both  gold  and  silver 
coin ;  but  the  notice  respecting  gold  coin,  was  much 
farther  removed  than  that  of  silver ;  it  was  not  to 
go  out  of  circulation  till  July  next ;  whereas  the 
silver  coin  had  already  gone  out  of  circulation,  ex- 
cept that  it  were  payable  at  the  banks,  and  to  the 
revenue  officers.  It  was,  therefore,  much  more  in 
the  power  of  persons  holding  gold  coin,  to  get  it 
out  of  their  hands  before  the  time  arrived.  The 
quantity  of  gold  coin  in  circulation,  compared  with 
the  whole  circulating  medium  he  said,  was  very 
small  and  therefore  but  little  inconvenience  could 
arise  from  its  circulation  being  stopped ;  and  on 
account  of  the  portability  of  gold  coin,  it  would  be 
much  easier  transported  to  the  seat  of  Government. 
But  the  most  important  consideration  was,  the 
present  mutilated  state  of  foreign  gold  coin,  which 
rendered  it  impossible  for  those  who  were  not  well 
acquainted  with  the  detail  of  business,  to  guard 
against  frauds.  In  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  not 
one  man  in  five  hundred  was  in  possession  of  a 
pair  of  gold  scales ;  and,  without  them,  it  was  im- 
possible to  ascertain  whether  gold  was  weight  or 
not ;  and  there  were  still  fewer  persons,  if  they 
had  scales,  who  knew  the  real  value  of  gold  coin 
when  it  was  deficient  in  weight.  This  great  evil 
in  the  Middle  States,  whatever  might  be  the  case 
to  the  Eastward  and  Southward;  convinced  him, 
that  the  sooner  foreign  gold  coin  was  thrown  out 
of  circulation,  the  better.  But  it  was  yesterday 
said,  that  when  our  gold  coin  should  get  into 
circulation,  it  would  be  equally  subject  to  debase- 
ment :  and,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  pass  it  by  tale.  He  would  not  say,  that,  in  the 
course  of  time,  this  might  not  take  place ;  but  on 
the  outside,  trade  and  intercourse  would  be  consid- 
erably facilitated,  by  having  a  proper  medium  of 
our  own ;  and  wnen  our  gold  coin  should  become 
corrupted,  by  clipping,  dbc.,  it  would  only  have  to 
be  returned  to  tne  Mint  to  be  recoinea.  These 
considerations  had  induced  him  to  make  his  mo- 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  was  against  this  amendment. 
The  observations  of  the  gentleman  were  favorable 
to  the  cities,  but  not  to  the  extreme  parts  of  the 
Union.  Suppose  it  were  practicable  or  necessary 
to  call  in  the  foreign  gold  coin,  where  would  the 
Mint  find  bullion  to  replace  it?  The  difficulty 
was,  the  want  of  bullion ;  and  if  they  prohibited 
the  circulation  of  gold  coin,  they  should  prevent 
its  increase.  And,  even  if  they  had  sufficient  bul- 
lion, he  thought  the  works  of  the  Mint  too  con- 
tracted to  coin  a  sufficiency  for  all  the  purposes  of 
the  United  States,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would 
he  right  to  extend  them ;  since,  if  a  nation  were  to 
have  its  Mint,  it  should  be  at  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment, which,  in  two  years,  was  to  be  removed  from 
its  present  situation.  As  to  the  present  establish- 
ment, it  had  been  attended  with  considerable  ex- 
pense, without  affording  any  benefit,  except  to  this 
city.  Our  own  gold,  the  gentleman  said,  would 
not  for  a  long  time  be  either  clipped  or  sweated ; 


but  when  it  was,  it  might  be  returned  to  the  Mint 
to  be  recoined ;  so  that  there  would  be  a  constant 
routine  of  sweating,  clipping,  and  coining.  But 
the  gentleman  said,  it  was  impossible  to  prevent 
imposition  in  receiving  the  gold  coin  now  in  cir- 
culation, as  few  persons  were  possessed  of  gold 
scales ;  ne  was  certainly  misinformed  in  this  re- 
spect, as  few  persons  who  were  in  the  habit  of  re- 
ceiving any  considerable  sum  of  money,  were 
without  gold  scales,  or  ignorant  of  the  value  of 
gold.  Why,  then,  compelpeople  to  send  this  coin 
to  the  Mint  ?  Was  it  because  they  were  shortly 
to  be  called  upon  for  further  sums  of  money  to 
support  the  establishment,  and  gentlemen  wished 
to  give  it  the  appearance  of  usefulness?  With 
whatever  view  it  might  be  done,  he  certainly  could 
not  agree  to  it. 

Mr.  Pinckney  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution  of 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  without  the  proposed 
amendment.    He  was  against  agreeing  to  the  re- 

Sort  of  the  committee,  because  it  would  either  pro- 
uce  no  effect,  or  an  injurious  one.  Gentlemen 
differed  in  opinion  as  to  the  effect ;  some  supposed 
it  would  depreciate  the  coin,  others  thought  it 
would  produce  no  such  effect.  To  him  this  was 
immaterial.  If  it  did  not  tend  to  depreciate  the 
coin,  it  would  have  no  effect  to  force  it  into  the 
Mint ;  therefore,  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  went 
too  far.  And,  if  it  did  tend  to  depreciate  the 
coin,  it  would  have  a  very  injurious  effect.  He  did 
not  say  this  because  he  was  against  the  establish- 
ment of  the  Mint ;  he  believed  with  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Sitgreaves)  that 
it  might  be  productive  of  good ;  but  he  did  not 
think  this  the  proper  way  to  support  it. 

Mr.  Otis  rose,  with  some  regret,  and  a  good 
deal  of  diffidence,  on  this  question,  because  his 
opinion  differed  from  both  the  gentlemen  who  had 
just  delivered  theirs.  He  was  equally  opposed  to 
the  amendments  of  the  gentlemen  from  Pennsyl- 
vania and  Virginia,  and  in  favor  of  the  original  re- 
port. He  considered  both  the  amendments  as  having 
a  tendency  to  undermine  the  Mint  establishment ; 
if  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  were  agreed 
to,  that  institution  would  have  but  a  short  dura- 
tion ;  and  whatever  credit  may  be  due  to  the  in- 
genuity of  that  gentleman,  and  others  who  sup- 
port his  motion,  for  this  indirect  attempt  to  destroy 
it,  he  thought  it  behooved  gentlemen  who  wished 
well  to  that  institution,  and  considered  it  as  con- 
nected with  the  national  prosperity,  to  pause  before 
they  gave  a  vote  which  should  go  to  this  effect. 
If  tne  Mint  were  found  to  be  an  inconvenient  es- 
tablishment, and  the  expense  of  it  greater  than  the 
convenience,  let  a  proposition  be  brought  forward, 
and  let  the  question  be  fairly  met,  and  not  endeavor 
to  effect  its  overthrow  in  the  way  proposed.  In 
order  to  elucidate  his  assertion,  that  this  proposi- 
tion would  destroy  the  Mint,  he  would  inquire 
how  the  Mint  was  to  be  supported  ?  It  could  not 
be  supported  with  sufficient  bullion,  except  by 
means  of  the  foreign  coin  now  in  circulation. 
Bullion  was  not  imported  in  large  quantities  into 
this  country.  In  looking  into  a  report  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  found  the  quantity  of  bullion  imported  was 
small.    Government  had  no  power  to  traffic  in  it, 
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and  our  merchants  did  not  often  import  it j  there- 
fore foreign  coin  was  the  only  aliment  with  which 
the  Mint  could  be  fed.  And  if  the  business  of 
calling  in  this  coin  were  postponed  for  two  years, 
no  argument  would  then  exist  for  stopping  the 
circulation  which  did  not  now  apply ;  they  should 
then  be  told,  that  the  expense  of  recoining  would 
exceed  the  utility  of  the  measure.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  measures  recommended  by  the  report 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  throwing  foreign  coin 
into  the  Mint,  since,  though  nearly  seven  millions 
of  revenue  were  received  from  the  custom-house, 
little  of  this  coin  had  been  sent  there  heretofore. 
This,  Mr.  O.  said,  could  not  be  expected  when 
there  was  no  restraint  laid  upon  the  banks  to  doit. 
Besides,  dollars  had  been  in  great  demand  for  the 
London  and  East  India  markets,  and  the  banks 
had  found  it  necessary  to  keep  back  their  dollars, 
and  pay  out  their  crowns.  Hereafter  this  reason 
might  not  exist,  and  Government  might  make 
their  deposites  on  condition  that  the  foreign  coin 
should  be  sent  to  the  Mint.  With  respect  to  the 
inconveniences  which  would  be  felt  by  the  people, 
he  did  not  think  they  would  be  so  great  as  had 
been  represented.  And  upon  whom,  he  asked, 
would  these  difficulties  fall  ?  Not  upon  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  people;  they  had  already  experienced 
the  inconvenience;  for.  if  they  possessed  a  few 
crowns  when  the  proclamation  was  issued,  they 
had  been  obliged  to  part  with  them,  and  had  suf- 
fered by  their  depreciation.  It  would  then  be  those 
people  who  had  bought  them  up,  who  would  be 
benefited,  provided  the  act  were  to  be  suspended ; 
but  if  it  were  not  suspended,  and  the  crowns  were 
payable  at  their  full  value  in  the  seaports,  they 
never  could  be  depreciated  more  than  one  or  two 

Eer  cent,  in  any  other  part  of  the  country.  He 
oped,  therefore,  the  report  would  be  agreed  to. 
Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  never  yet  voted  against 
the  Mint,  and  he  did  not  know  why  the  gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  should  have  deemed  him 
inimical  to  the  establishment,  except  from  the  rea- 
son of  the  thing,  and  because  he  was  not.  like  him- 
self, a  slave  to  whatever  had  been  established.  It 
was  said  his  proposition  was  an  attack  upon  the 
Mint ;  if  it  were,  he  did  not  want  a  greater  con- 
cession to  prove  the  establishment  useless.  When 
the  law  for  establishing  the  Mint  was  passed,  it 
was  expected  the  coin  of  the  United  States  would 
have  insinuated  itself  into  circulation,  and  stopped 
that  of  foreign  coin.  If  this  had  happened,  it 
would  have  been  of  small  consequence  to  the  peo- 
ple to  have  had  it  put  out  of  circulation ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  the  quantity  of  our  own  coin  was 
found  to  be  small,  and  that  if  the  circulation  of 
foreign  coin  be  stopped,  the  country  would  be  dis- 
tressed for  a  circulating  medium.  He  therefore 
wished  to  suspend  the  law.  Was  this  to  attack 
the  Mint?  If  the  Mint  could  not  exist  without 
imposing  upon  the  people,  they  acknowledged  it 
could  not  exist.  Ana  where,  he  asked,  would  be 
the  advantage,  if  all  the  foreign  coin  in  the  coun- 
try were  to  Be  transferred  into  the  Mint  ?  It  had 
been  allowed  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts that  dollars  were  an  article  of  export ;  would 
not,  then,  the  dollars  of  our  own  coining,  equally 


with  the  Spanish  dollars,  be  sent  out  of  the  com- 
try?  And,  in  return,  our  merchants  would  bring 
back  foreign  coin,  so  that  all  the  coin  in  the  coun- 
try would  become  an  article  of  merchandise.  If 
Government  could  procure  bullion  on  moderate 
terms,  and  put  sufficient  coin  into  circulation,  ii 
would  be  a  different  thing ;  but  it  would  never  do 
,  to  take  from  the  people  the  coin  they  now  used 
without  having  others  to  supply  them  with.  Mr. 
N.  denied  that  people  could  go  to  custom-houses 
and  exchange  their  crowns  For  dollars;  crowns 
would  be  received  there  for  duty  only.  And  he 
begged  gentlemen  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
expense  of  sending  this  coin  to  the  Mint  to  be  re- 
coined.  There  would  be  the  carriage  and  insu- 
rance, and  it  would  at  least  be  six  months  in  re- 
turning— the  interest  upon  which  would  be  a  dead 
loss. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  never  conceived  the  establishment 
of  a  Mint  in  the  country  would  injure  the  people 
so  much  as  it  appeared  it  would  do,  in  the  view  of 
this  business,  tie  did  not  see  how  the  difficulty 
was  to  be  removed.  If  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee were  to  be  agreed  to,  crowns  would  be  received 
by  shopkeepers  at  a  dollar ;  they  would  bring  them 
down  to  the  seaports  and  pay  them  to  the  mer- 
chants at  one  hundred  and  ten  cents,  and  the  mer- 
chants would  pay  them  at  the  custom-house  But 
how  were  the  crowns  to  get  from  the  different 
collectors  into  the  Mint?  Would  the  United 
States  undertake  to  bring  them  there?  In  most 
of  the  cities  there  were  banks,  and  the  money  was 
paid  by  the  collector  into  the  bank,  and  the  Treas- 
ury drew  upon  the  bank  for  the  amount  How, 
then,  were  the  crowns  to  get  into  the  Mint  ?  If 
the  Treasury  had  a  sufficiency  of  new  coin  to  re- 
place the  foreign  coin,  the  business  might  be  effect- 
ed, but  not  otherwise,  as  all  commerce  most  of 
course  stop,  and  the  price  of  produce  immedi- 
ately fall,  if  deprived  of  a  circulating  medium. 
For  instance,  would  the  Bank  of  Baltimore  be  at 
the  expense  of  sending  their  French  crowns  to  the 
Mint,  and  wait  till^they  could  receive  new  dollars 
in  exchange  ?  No  man  would  believe  this.  Banks 
were  always  pushed  for  money,  and  dare  not  part 
with  their  circulating  medium.  With  respect  to 
crowns,  it  was  not  of  so  much  importance  as  the 

fold  coin ;  if  that  were  to  be  called  in,  he  did  not 
now  what  the  banks  would  do ;  they  could  not 
wait  till  it  was  recoined ;  they  were  rather  bor- 
rowers than*  lenders  of  money.  He  knew  of  no 
bank  out  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia  which  could 
send  their  foreign  coin  to  the  Mint  to  be  recoined, 
and  wait  its  return.  He  did  not  know  that  they 
could.  The  Mint,  he  said,  was  slow  in  its  more- 
ments.  He  knew  an  instance  where  a  bank  sent 
several  thousand  dollars  worth  of  bullion  to  be  re- 
coined, and  they  lay  out  of  their  property  for  six 
or  seven  months.  He  supposed  it  might  now  be 
more  expeditious ;  but  it  would  doubtless  be  too 
slow  for  the  wants  of  the  banks.  Suppose,  said 
he,  the  plan  could  be  carried  into  effect,  and  the 
circulating  medium  was  wholly  our  own  coin  and 
Spanish  dollars,  what  would  be  the  consequence  J 
It  would  be  this :  Our  own  dollars,  being  of  equal 
fineness  with  the  Spanish,  would  be  exported  it 
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common  with  them  to  the  London  and  East  India 
narkets;  and  since  it  was  known  that  foreign 
:oin  was  not  current  here,  merchants  would  im- 
»rt  as  little  of  it  as  they  could  avoid,  so  that  our 
jirculating  medium  would  soon  be  exhausted.  He 
hould.  therefore,  be  in  favor  of  the  amendment  of 
he  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  the  present  question  was  not 
whether  the  circulation  of  foreign  coins  should 
*  prohibited  altogether,  but  whether  that  circula- 
ion  should  be  a  partial  one.  Some  gentlemen 
eemed  to  think  nothing  ought  to  be  done  with 
espect  to  gold  coin ;  but  all  were  of  opinion  it 
rould  be  necessary  to  allow  at  least  a  partial  pay- 
ment of  silver  coin ;  and  some  of  gold  coin.  For 
lis  own  part,  he  was  unwilling  to  postpone  the 
lifficulty  which  must  be  encountered,  and  which 
tad  already  been  felt  in  a  great  degree,  whenever 
l  partial  stoppage  should  be  put  to  the  circulation 
if  foreign  com.  If  the  law  were  to  be  suspended 
or  two  years,  as  some  gentlemen  wished,  ne  did 
tot  think  we  should  be  much  better  prepared  to 
arry  it  into  effect  than  at  present.  He  did  not 
hink  it  possible  to  supply  the  Mint  of  the  United 
Jutes  with  bullion  in  any  other  way  than  by  pre- 
en ting  the  circulation  of  foreign  coin.  We  were 
tot  in  possession  of  mines  abroad,  nor  did  we  im- 
port much  bullion ;  but  our  commerce  led  us  to 
mport  a  considerable  quantity  of  foreign  coin, 
>ad  foreign  coin  of  a  greater  value  in  the  country 
ram  whence  it  was  imported  than  it  was  when 
t  arrived  here ;  which  was  owing  to  the  exporta- 
ion  of  coin  being  forbidden  in  those  countries, 
ad  there  was  no  way  of  importing  it  but  by  con- 
ning it.  On  this  account,  a  four- pistole  piece, 
rhich  in  Bilboa  was  worth  sixteen  dollars,  was 
ere  worth  no  more  than  fifteen  and  a  quarter ; 
et  a  merchant  will  bring  this  gold  coin  at  this 
fcs.  rather  than  bring  dollars,  which,  bein£  so 
luch  more  bulky,  would  be  liable  to  be  disco- 
wed,  and  risk  the  loss  of  ship  and  cargo.  If 
>reign  gold  coin  were  out  of  circulation  al to- 
tther,  he  did  not  think  much  inconvenience 
rould  be  experienced ;  it  was  not  current  by  tale, 
rc  weighing  of  it  was  attended  with  much  t rou- 
te, and  he  thought  it  might  very  well  be  dispensed 
'iih.  And  though  it  would  not  be  received  as  a 
$al  tender,  this  would  take  little  from  its  value; 
>r  a  person  would  always  be  able  to  pay  a  pound 
>  gold  for  what  it  was  really  worth,  and  whilst 
fe  Mint  was  in  being,  there  would  always  be  a 
ady  market  for  it.  With  respect  to  silver  it  was 
iflerent.    It  passed  for  more  than  its  real  value. 

crown,  or  dollar,  though  diminished  in  weight, 


ad  consequently  in  value,  would  pay  for  a  crown 
fa  dollar.  If  the9 circulation  of  iWeign  silver 
^  altogether  stopped,  the  loss  sustained  by  indi- 
iduals  would  be  great ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
to  necessary  to  supply  the  Mint,  and  it  was 
roper  to  stop  the  circulation  of  all  foreign  silver 
>in.  except  dollars  and  parts  thereof,  which 
?uld  not  be  attended  with  any  great  inconve- 
ience  as  crowns  and  parts  thereof  bore  but  a 
toll  proportion  of  the  foreign  silver  in  circula- 
te- Indeed,  the  inconvenience  had  already  taken 
*ce.    In  the  part  from  whence  he  came,  the  cir- 


culation of  crowns  had  stopped,  except  as  dollars, 
and  they  were  paid  without  any  great  hesitation 
by  the  persons  who  had  them  at  that  rate.  But 
he  did  not  think  we  were  wholly  prepared  to  meet 
this  inconvenience.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
would  be  right  to  agree  to  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, which  allowed  them  to  be  received  at  the 
custom-house,  which  would,  in  a  great  measure, 
remedy  the  evil  arising  from  their  being  declared 
not  to  be  a  legal  tender  in  other  cases.  Gentle- 
men had  observed  that  the  country  would  be  more 
affected  by  this  regulation  than  the  cities ;  but,  as 
it  had  been  before  stated,  if  a  crown  was  worth 
110  cents  in  one  place,  it  would  not  be  worth 
much  less  i  n  any  otner.  The  inconvenience  would 
be  of  short  duration,  as  the  crowns  would  all  flow 
to  those  parts  where  they  were  received  current. 
This  observation  had  been  opposed  by  a  fact  that 
bank  bills  in  the  interior  of  "the  country  pass  at  a 
depreciated  rate ;  but  he  thought  that  the  analogy 
would  not  hold.  If  a  person  had  five  crowns,  and 
was  obliged  to  expend  one  of  them,  before  he  had 
an  opportunity  of  getting  the  full  value  for  them, 
he  would  lose  only  a  few  cents ;  but,  in  a  bank 
note  of  five  dollars,  if  he  wanted  to  make  use  of 
a  dollar,  he  would  suffer  a  loss  upon  the  whole 
note.    He  hoped  the  report  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Havens  thought  the  report  of  the  com* 
mittee  was  somewhat  inconsistent,  as  it  proposed 
crowns,  $c»,  should  pass  at  their  full  value  at  the 
custom-house,  yet  expecting  them  to  depreciate, 
and  by  that  means  get  to  the  bank.  Besides,  their 
not  being  a  legal  tender  will  not  depreciate  them ; 
for  it  was  not  one  payment  in  ten  thousand  in 
which  it  was  necessary  to  make  a  legal  tender ; 
it  was  seldom  that  a  creditor  was  compelled  to 
receive  a  debt ;  creditors  were  everywhere  ready 
to  receive  their  money  generally  before  their 
debtors  were  ready  to  pay.  Bank  notes  were  not 
a  legal  tender  in  any  part  of  the  United  States, 
yet  there  was  no  difficulty  in  passing  them.  If  a 
creditor  were  offered  current  money,  he  would 
not  care  anything  about  its  not  being  a  legal  ten- 
der ;  but  if  a  legal  tend  r  were  required,  it  would 
be  an  easy  matter  to  procure  money  which  was 
legal  for  that  which  was  current.  The  inconve- 
nience which  had  been  complained  of,  from  the 
depreciation  of  crowns,  arose  from  the  alarm 
which  the  proclamation  on  the  subject  had  occa- 
sioned ;  but  when  that  alarm  ceased,  which  it 
soon  would  do,  crowns  would  pay  as  usual.  He 
was  warranted  in  this  supposition  by  the  law  re- 
specting copper  coin,  which  forbade  any  copper 
coin,  except  cents  and  half  cents,  from  being  cir- 
culated, on  pain  of  being  forfeited,  besides  ten 
dollars  as  a  penalty;  yet,  notwithstanding  base 
copper  coin  was  everywhere  in  circulation.  He 
referred  to  another  law  of  a  similar  nature.  It  is 
clear,  therefore,  that  coin  would  not  be  forced 
into  the  Mint,  except  its  value  was  depreciated, 
which  must  be  effected,  not  only  by  saying  it 
shall  not  be  a  legal  tender,  but  by  making  it  penal 
to  offer  it  in  nay  men  t.  Besides,  if  it  would  have 
the  effect  to  Force  the  foreign  coin  into  the  cus- 
tom-house,, it  would  never  get  into  the  Mint. 
The  coin  collected  at  Boston  and  other  distant 


731 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


732 


H.  or  R.] 


Foreign  Coins, 


[December,  1797. 


distant  ports,  did  not  come  to  Philadelphia ;  but, 
suppose  the  law  fixed  the  matter  so.  that  such 
com  should  come  into  the  Treasury  or  the  United 
States,  it  would  not  be  difficult  to  show  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  Government  to  put  it 
into  the  Mint  to  be  recoined.  He  was  warranted 
in  this  conclusion  by  the  law  regulating  foreign 
coin. .  That  act  declared,  that  all  foreign  gold  and 
silver  coin,  except  Spanish  dollars  and  parts 
thereof,  received  by  Government,  should  not  be 
reissued,  but  sent  to  the  Mint,  to  be  recoined  ;  yet 
this  law  had  not  been  complied  with.  Mr.  H. 
said,  he  was  on  a  committee,  respecting  the  Mint 
last  year,  and  he  inquired  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  why  this  law  had  not  gone  into  effect, 
and  he  was  given  for  answer,  that  the  Mint  was 
in  such  a  situation  that  it  could  not  give  any  secu- 
rity that  the  coin  sent  there  would  be  recoined  in 
any  reasonable  time.  Indeed,  from  what  he  said, 
he  inferred  that  Government  wanted  the  money 
so  much,  that  it  could  not  be  spared  to  go  to  the 
Mint.  To  agree  to  the  report,  would  have  the 
appearance  of  giving  support  to  the  Mint ;  but  it 
would  not  be  really  doing  any  such  thing.  This 
was  his  idea.  But  if  this  coin  were  to  go  to  the 
Mint,  where  would  be  the  advantage?  He  could 
not  see  any.  He  believed,  therefore,  the  best  way 
would  be  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  act  re- 
straining the  circulation  of  foreign  coin,  and  leave 
the  Mint  upon  its  present  footing,  until  something 
effectual  could  be  done  for  its  support. 

Mr.  Baldwin  said,  in  determining  upon  the 
question  before  them,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
examine  the  principles  upon  which  the  Mint  was 
established.  Supposing  all  the  principles,  and 
the  effects  supposed  to  be  produced  right,  the  only 
thing  was,  they  were  expected  to  have  been  pro- 
duced sooner  than  it  was  now  found  they  were. 
He  could  not  agree  to  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania.  He  thought  they  should 
extend  the  time  of  withdrawing  foreign  coin  from 
circulation  for  a  year  or  two  longer.  Nor  would 
he  have  it  supposed,  from  this  wish,  that  he  was 
hostile  to  the  Mint ;  he  originally  voted  for  it,  and 
was  not  now  convinced  it  would  not  prove  event- 
ually advantageous  to  the  country.  To  give  fur- 
ther time  for  the  maturing  of  this  subject,  was 
doing  no  more  than  they  were  obliged  frequently 
to  do  in  other  matters  under  this  Government. 
They  were  scarcely  aware  how  slowly  the  laws 
passed  over  so  extensive  a  country  as  ours.  He 
believed  the  law  proposing  to  stop  the  circulation 
of  certain  species  of  foreign  coin  had  done  some 
pood ;  but  he  believed  it  would  have  a  bad  effect, 
if  it  were  to  take  place  in  the  ensuing  Summer. 
He  -did  not  believe  that  a  Mint  establishment  had 
ever  before  been  contemplated  for  so  extensive  a 
country  as  the  United  States.  In  most  countries 
where  mints  were  established,  there  was,  he  said, 
a  great  mercantile  centre,  which  acted  like  the 
human  body,  to  circulate  the  medium  of  com- 
merce. In  this  country,  the  case  was  different. 
Some  parts  of  the  United  States,  he  said,  were  al- 
most as  much  connected  with  other  countries  as 
they  were  with  other  parts  of  our  own.  In  Great 
Britain  for  instance,  when  the  coin  got  debased. 


it  was  always  transmitted  to  London  to  be  re- 
coined, and  new  coin  could  always  be  received  in 
its  stead:  But,  said  he,  we  must  be  contented  to 
move  more  slowly.  In  some  instances,  where 
mints  had  been  established,  there  was  not  so  much 
bank  paper  in  circulation  as  in  this  country,  which 
had  been  a  means  of  retarding  our  progress.  He 
was  not,  however,  for  giving  up  the  object,  be- 
cause their  expectationsnad  been, in  some  degree. 
deceived.  He  did  not  think  the  Mint  could  ever 
be  supported  by  foreign  coin  alone ;  it  wonld  be 
necessary  to  be  supplied  with  bullion  also.  Gen- 
tlemen had  said,  the  effects  of  our  coin  had  not 
been  felt  at  all.  They  had  certainly  been  felt 
considerably  in  some  parts.  Some  valuable  plate 
had,  of  late,  been  brought  to  the  Mint  from  foreign 
countries,  more,  perhaps,  than  would  be  brought 
in  future.  But  he  hoped  further  time  would  be 
given  before  foreign  coin  was  attempted  to  be 
withdrawn  from  circulation. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  was  in  favor  of  postponing 
the  operation  of  the  law,  though  he  could  not  see 
so  distinctly  as  other  gentlemen  the  difference  be- 
tween the  report  of  the  committee  and  the  propo- 
sition of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  The  com- 
mittee say  French  crowns,  &c.,  shall  be  received 
for  revenue,  but  shall  not  be  a  common  tender.  If 
the  report  had  made  them  a  tender  for  all  pay- 
ments under  the  Federal  Government,  he  thought 
the  report  would  have  been  of  equal  extent  with 
the  amendment ;  as  he  supposed  Congress  had  not 
the  power  of  saying  what  should,  or  should  not 
be  a  tender  in  the  several  States.  He  thought  he 
was  warranted  in  this  assertion  by  the  Constitu- 
tion, in  the  eighth  section  of  the  first  article  of 
which  it  was  said,  "  Congress  shall  have  the  pow- 
er to  coin  money,  regulate  the  value  thereof,  and 
of  foreign  coin,  and  fix  the  standard  of  weights 
and  measures ;"  and;  in  the  tenth  section  o(  the 
same  article,  where  it  speaks  of  what  the  individ- 
ual States  snail  not  do,  it  says,  "  no  State  shall 
coin  money,  emit  bills  of  credit,  make  anything 
but  gold  and  silver  coin  a  tender  in  payment  of 
debts."  From  these  two  passages  of  the  Consti- 
tution, it  was  evident  that  the  individual  States 
might  make  a  tender  of  what  coin  they  pleased, 
provided  they  did  it  according  to  the  valne  fixed 
upon  it  by  Congress.  So  that  the  difficulty  would 
not  be  so  great  as  had  been  imagined,  if  the  lair 
was  not  postponed,  though  he  thought  it  ought  to 
be,  as  it  had  not  been  sufficiently  notified.  Ano- 
ther reason  with  him  for  wishing  for  a  postpone 
ment  was,  that,  if  further  time  were  given,  the 
different  States  would  make  their  tender  laws 
conformable  to  those  of  the  United  States;  if  not 
they  would^teep  up  their  prelent  laws,  and  there 
would  be  a  clashing  between  them.  He  professed 
himself  a  friend  ot  the  Mint  establishment,  as  he 
supposed  the  principles  upon  which  it  was  found- 
ed were  laudable  and  proper;  but  he  was  against 
carrying  any  law  into  effect  which  would  injure 
the  people  or  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  he  felt  no  kind  of  aversion 
to  the  Mint  establishment  itself;  he  wished  to  see 
it  well  supported  with  bullion,  and  of  importance 
to  the  United  States  j  but  he  felt  some  aversion  to 
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the  expenses  of  the  establishment,  without  any 
benefit  being  produced  from  it.  So  far  as  this 
went,  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Otis)  might  apply  his  observation  to  him  of  "  be- 
ing an  enemy  to  the  Mint ;"  vet  he  thought  that 
gentleman  was  mistaken  in  thinking  the  present 
question  was  so  closely  connected  with  the  exist- 
ence of  the  Mint.  He  believed,  if  there  were  means 
of  making  the  Mint  establishment  beneficial,  they 
were  not  those  proposed  by  that  gentleman.  There 
were  two  subjects  before  the  committee ;  the  one 
to  suspend  the  act  altogether,  the  other  to  leave  it 
to  operate  on  gold  coin  only.  He  believed  a  sin- 
gle view  of  the  quantity  of  gold  coin  issued  from 
the  Mint  since  its  establishment,  would  show  the 
latter  to  be  an  improper  measure.  The  whole 
amount  of  gold  coined  at  the  Mint  on  the  30th  of 
September,  1796,  was  only  the  value  of  one  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine  thousand  four  hundred  and 
forty-five  dollars. 

When  the  laws  relative  to  the  suspension  of  the 
circulation  of  foreign  coins  were  passed,  it  was  on 
the  idea  that,  at  the  time  the  provisions  were  to 
take  effect,  there  would  be  a  sufficiency  of  our 
own  coin  to  supply  its  place.    It  was  clear  this 
was  not  the  case ;  and  he  did  not  see  how  a  per- 
son could  be  charged  with  enmity  to  the  Mint, 
because  he  was  disposed  to  allow  further  time  for 
its  operations.     It  could  not  be  expected,  he  said, 
under  present  circumstances,  that  much  foreign 
eoin  should  be  brought  to  the  Mint,  until  it  were 
depreciated ;  therefore,  unless  the  amendment  of 
his  colleague  went  to  depreciate  it,  they  could  not 
suppose  it  would  go  to  the  Mint.    He  drew  this 
conclusion  from  what  had  already  taken  place ; 
for  out  of  ten  thousand  ounces  of  gold  which  had 
been  received  at  the  Mint,  not  more  than  one 
thousand  three  hundred  were  in  coin.    Except, 
therefore,  foreign  coin  was  reduced  to  the  value 
of  bullion,  it  would  not  go  to  the  Mint,  and  it 
would  certainly  be  unjust  to  reduce  it  whilst  it 
remained  in  the  hands  of  the  people;    In  relation 
to  foreign  silver  coin,  a  difference  of  opinion  ex- 
isted whether  the  law  should  be  wholly  or  parti- 
ally suspended  as  it  related  to  it.     In  the  first 
place  it  might  be  observed,  that  the  proportion 
which  French  crowns  bore  to  the  whole  amount 
of  foreign  silver  coin  in  circulation   was  very 
small,  and  therefore  no  great  advantage  could  be 
derived  to  the  United  States  from  throwing  them 
out  of  circulation.    But,  said  he,  suppose  all  the 
French  crowns  in  the  United  States  were  now  in 
the  Mint,  and  were  to  be  recoined  into  dollars, 
where  would  be  the  advantage  ?    He  did  not  un- 
derstand that  the  object  of  the  Mint  was  merely 
to  put  a  certain  impression  upon  money,  but  that 
we  might  preserve  a  proper  control  over  our  cir- 
culating medium,  so  as  to  keep  it  pure.    Suppose 
the  proportion  of  French  crowns  to  dollars  were 
as  ten  to  one,  would  not  the  effect  be,  that  nine- 
ton  ths  of  our  circulating  medium  would  still  be 
in  foreign  coin  ?    Where,  then,  would  be  the  ad- 
vantage ?    If  the  Frencn  crowns  were  debased, 
there  would  be  some  reason  for  calling  them  in, 
hut  not  otherwise.    It  might  be  said,  it  would 
give  employment  to  the  Mint ;  but  it  would  be 


employment  without  advantage,  which  could  not 
be  desired.    But  it  had  been  shown  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland,  that,  if  the  French  crowns 
were  in  the  banks,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get 
them  to  the  Mint,  from  the  expense  of  transporta- 
tion, And  the  loss  which  would  be  occasioned  by 
the  aroence  of  the  coin  from  their  coffers.    There 
was,  in  his  opinion,  a  much  easier  way  of  replen- 
ishing the  Mint,  without  encountering  any  of  the 
difficulties  which  would  attend  the  forcing  out  of 
circulation  foreign  coin ;  it  was  by  making  an  ap- 
propriation of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  for  the 
purchase  of  bullion,  and  this  was  the  only  way  in 
which  it  could  be  effectually  done.    But  this  was 
not  all ;  suppose  all  the  foreign  coin  in  circula- 
tion recoined  into  dollars,  what  would  be  the  ef- 
fect ?   They  would  be  exported  by  our  merchants 
equally  with   Spanish  dollars;   whereas,  whilst 
the  silver  remained  in  crowns,  they  were  suffered 
to  remain.    Mr.  G.  said  he  had  already  observed, 
he  was  opposed  to  the  Mint  only,  if  no  advantages 
could  be  derived  from  it ;  and  if,  after  going  into 
the  business  as  far  as  possible,  it  was  found  the 
establishment  could  not  be  of  any  use,  it  certain- 
ly would  be  better  to  get  rid  of  it.    But  whatever 
his  opinion  on  this  subject  might  be,  it  was  un- 
connected with  the  present  question.    The  report 
of  the  committee  on  the  subject  of  the  Mint,  re- 
commended an  appropriation  of  money,  which 
was  certainly  the  cheapest  way  of  supporting  it. 
When  that  report  came  under  consideration,  the 
question  would  arise  whether  the  establishment 
was  useful,  or  whether  it  should  be  abandoned. 
He  hoped  the  amendment  of  his  colleague  would 
be  rejected,  and  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia agreed  to. 

Mr.  Otis  rose  in  reply,  in  the  course  of  which 
he  denied  that  our  own  dollars  would  be  more 
subject  to  exportation  than  French  crowns. 

Mr.  Brooks  wished  the  committee  might  rise, 
in  order  to  give  time  for  consideration. 

The  question  for  rising  was  put  and  negatived — 
47  to  33. 

Mr:  Macon  said,  it  seemed  to  be  the  object  of 
the  friends  of  the  Mint  to  force  the  foreign  coin 
into  the  banks,  and  from  thence  into  the  Mint ; 
but  they  seemed  to  have  lost  sight  of  those  parts 
of  the  country  where  there  were  no  banks.  There 
was  no  bank,  he  said,  from  Alexandria  to  Charles- 
ton, which  embraced  at  least  one-fifth  part  of  the 
whole  Union,  yet  nothing  was  said  about  this  part 
of  the  country.  Unless  the  law  was  postponed, 
great  inconveniences  would  be  experienced  in  those 
parts  of  the  country,  as  there  were  more  crowns 
in  circulation  than  had  been  supposed.  As  to 
what  coin  had  been  issued  from  the  Mint,  it  was 
a  mere  trifle ;  it  was  scarcely  equal  to  the  ex- 
penses of  Government,  in  the  civil  and  military 
department^  for  six  months. 

The  question  on  the  amendment  proposed  by 
Mr.  Sitgreaves  being  put,  it  was  negatived  with- 
out a  division. 
Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment  then  recurring  for 

consideration — 

Mr.  Varnum  thought  it  would  be  the  best  to 
move  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  second  sec- 
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tion  of  the  act.  as  he  had  some  doubts  as  to  the 
propriety  of  the  expression  used  in  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Nicholas  acquiesced ;  and  the  question  be- 
ing put,  it  was  carried  without  a  division. 

Tne  committee  then  rose,  the  House  agreed  to 
the  amendment,  and  a  bill  was  ordered  to  be  re- 
ported. 


Friday,  December  15. 

A  new  member,  to  wit :  Peleg  Sprague,  from 
New  Hampshire,  in  place  of  Jeremiah  Smith,  re- 
signed, appeared,  produced  his  credentials,  was 
qualified,  and  took  n  is  seat. 

Mr.  Wad8W0RTH,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech 
which  relates  to  the  postponing  of  the  meeting  of 
Congress,  in  certain  cases,  reported  a  bill,  which 
was  twice  read,  and  committed  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  certain  resolutions  relative  to  the  mode  of 
taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections, 
made  a  report  recommending  a  law  to  be  passed 
on  the  subject ;  which  was  twice  read  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday. 

The  Speaker  having  read  over  the  orders  of  the 
day,  and  no  subject  being  called,  Mr.  Dent  moved 
that  the  House  adjourn,  and  the  House  adjourned 
to  Monday. 


■ 

Monday,  December  18. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  certain 
resolutions  which  were  lately  reported,  prescrib- 
ing the  mode  of  taking  evidence  m  cases  of  con- 
tested elections.  They  were  agreed  to  both  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  in  the  House,  with- 
out debate,  and  a  bill  directed  to  be  brought  in 
accordingly. 

Mr.  Venable,  from  the  committee  to'  whom  was 
referred  the  resolution  for  suspending  the  second 
section  of  the  act  for  regulating  foreign  coin,  and 
for  other  purposes,  reported  a  bill,  which  was 
twice  read  ana  committed  for  to-morrow. 

MEETING  OF  C0NGRE88. 

Mr.  Wadsworth  moved  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  postpone  the  meeting  of  Congress  in 
certain  cases.  The  House  accordingly  went*  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  and, 
after  making  a  verbal  amendment,  the  committee 
rose,  and  the  House  agreed  to  it;  when 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  a  provision  to  the  follow- 
ing effect : 

"  Provided,  That  the  day  to  which  the  meeting  shall 
be  postponed  shall  not  exceed  thirty  days  from  the  day 
to  which  Congress  stood  adjourned." 

Mr.  Harper  could  not  see  any  good  effect  which 
this  amendment  was  calculated  to  produce.  If 
the  gentleman  were  of  opinion  that  it  would  not 
be  safe  to  trust  the  President  of  the  United  States 
with  the  power  of  postponing  the  meeting  of  Con- 
gress, in  case  of  contagious  sickness,  or  other  ca- 
lamity, the  safest  way  would  be  to  reject  the  bill ; 


but  the  present  motion,  he  thought,  showed  great 
hostility,  and  the  highest  disrespect  to  the  Presi- 
dent oi  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  it  was  very  extraordinary 
that,  upon  an  amendment  to  a  bill  resting  a  power 
in  the  President  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
not  given  to  him  by  the  Constitution,  because  he 
did  not  wish  to  invest  him  with  the  power,  with- 
out limitation,  he  should  be  charged  with  a  want 
of  confidence  and  a  want  of  respect.  He  suppos- 
ed, that  so  far  as  related  to  confidence,  they  were 
bound  to  give  the  President  just  so  much  as  the 
Constitution  required,  and  no  more.  Confidence 
beyond  this  he  did  not  very  well  understand.  Av 
to  the  motion's  containing  a  want  of  respect  to  the 
President,  that  charge  was  still  less  applicable. 
Respect,  he  said,  could  only  be  personal,  and  could. 
of  course,  only  apply  to  the  present  President; 
whereas  tne  bill  under  consideration  did  not  relate 
to  him  only,  but  to  all  the  future  Presidents  of  the 
United  States.  How  the  argument  of  disrespect 
to  men  not  yet  in  existence  could  apply,  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  know.  But,  he  said,  it  was  no  un- 
common thing,  whenever  gentlemen  differed  in 
opinion  on  any  subject  touching  another  branch 
of  the  Government,  However  harmless  that  opin- 
ion might  be.  to  be  charged  with  a  want  of  confi- 
dence and  respect  towards  it.  He  should,  how- 
ever, never  be  deterred  from  acting  as  he  thought 
right  by  such  arguments. 

Mr.  Q.  referred  to  that  part  of  the  Constitution 
where  it  is  said  that  "  neither  House,  during  the 
session  of  Congress,  shall,  without  the  consent  of 
the  other,  adjourn  for  more  than  three  days,  nor  to 
any  other  place  than  that  in  which  the  two  Houses 
shall  be  sitting;"  and  also  to  that  where  power  is 
given  to  the  President  "  to  convene  both  Houses, 
or  either  of  them,  on  extraordinary  occasions ;  and 
in  case  of  disagreement  between  them  with  respect 
to  the  time  of  adjournment,  he  may  adjourn  them 
to  such  time  as  he  may  think  proper."  It  was 
clear,  therefore,  that  the  two  Houses  had  the  ex- 
clusive power  to  adjourn  to  whatever  time  they 
pleased,  only  that  in  case  of  disagreement  the  Pre- 
sident kad  the  power  to  adjourn  them;  but  this 
bill  went  to  vest  the  power  in  the  President  of  fil- 
ing another  period  of  meeting  than  that  agreed 
upon  by  the  two  Houses.  This,  he  said,  was  a 
delicate  subject,  and  he  thought  they  ought  not 
upon  so  slight  a  view  as  the  present  bill  had  re- 
ceived, to  part  with  a  power,  without  some  limit 
which  the  Constitution  had  placed  in  their  hands. 
What  was  the  ground,  he  asked,  upon  which  the 
bill  was  founded  ?  Tne  President  had  suggested, 
in  his  Speech,  the  propriety  of  giving  him  the 
power,  in  case  of  similar  returns  of  contagious 
sickness,  to  postpone  the  meeting  of  Congress,  ft 
had  been  suggested  that  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber the  President  had  had  doubts  whether  he  should 
convene  Congress  in  another  place,  in  conformity 
to  the  power  vested  in  him  for  that  purpose;  but 
that  if  he  had  bad  the  power  to  have  convened 
them  a  few  days  later,  he  would  have  done  it.  The 
limited  power  which  ne  proposed  to  give  would 
enable  tne  President,  in  any  future  emergency,  to 
do  this;  and  if,  from  contagious  sickness,  invasion, 
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or  any  other  cause,  a  longer  postponement  should 
appear  to  be  necessary,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  that  Congress  should  be  convened  at  some 
other  place,  than  that  such  a  postponement  should 
take  place.  He  did  not  think  the  President  asked 
for  more  than  this ;  and,  so  far  from  being  disre- 
spectful, he  thought  it  the  only  way  in  which  the 
bill  could  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Harper  admitted  that  if  no  other  case  were 
contemplated  by  this  bill  than  the  one  lately  ex- 
perienced, the  proposed  limit  might  be  admitted 
as  harmless,  as,  by  the  Constitution,  Congress 
must  have  been  in  session  about  the  beginning  of 
December,    and    thirty    days    would    not  have 
elapsed  from  the  second  Monday  in  November  to 
the  period  fixed  by  the  Constitution  for  the  meet- 
ing of  Congress.      He   trusted,  however,   they 
should  not  pass  a  law  without  an  object.  Suppose, 
said  he,  Congress  stood  adjourned  to  the  first  of 
July  or  first  of  August,  and  a  contagious  disorder 
should  break  out,  or  an  enemy  invade  the  city,  a 
few  days  before  either  of  these  periods,  might  it 
not  be  desirable  that  the  President  should  have 
the  power  of  postponing  the  meeting  for  longer 
than  thirty  days?    If  such  a  disorder  were  to 
break  out  in  June,  could  it  be  supposed  that  it 
would  subside  in  July,  when  it  was  clear  to  every 
one  that  nothing  but  frost  will  put  an  end  to  the 
contagion?    This  amendment,  therefore,  where 
it  could  be  acted  upotf  at  all,  would  be  mischiev- 
ous, aod  in  other  cases  perfectly  nugatory.    As  to 
respect  and  confidence,  he  did  not  mean  that 
they  should  be  induced  by  them  to  do  an  improper 
thing.    But  if  it  were  proper  to  place  the  power 
in  question  in   the   hands  of  the  President,  he 
would  not  have  it  so  placed  as  to  be  nugatory  and 
foolish.    The  gentleman  had  found  out  that  res- 
pect could  only  be  personal,  though  all  mankind 
had  agreed  that  respect  might  be  paid  to  officers 
separate  from  persons.    He  never  supposed  that 
the  law  would  be  particularly  disrespectful  to  the 
present  President,  but  it  seemed  to  show  too  great 
a  jealousy  of  the  Executive  Department.    The 
gentleman  seemed  to  think  the  difficulty  would  be 
removed  by  the  President's  having  the  power  to 
convene  Congress  at  a  different  place,  but  he  did 
not  consider  what  expense  and  trouble  would  at- 
tend a  removal  of  all  the  machinery  of  Govern- 
ment.   He  could  not  suppose  that  ii  the  proposed 
power  weae  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  President, 
that  he  would  postpone  Congress  for  a  longer  pe- 
riod at  any  time  than  was  necessary.    His  own 
credit  would  be  a  sufficient  guard  against  this. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  himself  could 
scarcely  believe  that  it  would  not. 
.  Mr.  Swan  wick  said,  that  when  Congress  ad- 
journed to  any  other  day  than  that  fixed  by  the 
Constitution,  they  had  doubtless  some  reason  for 
doing  so.    It  this  were  the  case,  why  should  they 
put  it  in  the  power  of  the  President  to  frustrate 
jneir  views  1    But  the  expense  of  removing  the 
Government  had   been   objected  against.    This 
could  not  be  allowed  to  be  so  great  an  evil  as  the 
parting  with  the  power  which  had  been  vested  in 
them  of  fixing  their  own  time  of  meeting.    He 
thought  the  motion  of  his  colleague  to  limit  the 
5th  Cow.— 24 


postponement  to  thirty  days  would  be  quite  suffi- 
cient, if  such  power  was  necessary  at  all,  though 
he  thought  that  of  convening  Congress  at  any 
other  place  was  sufficient  to  guard  against  the  con- 
tingencies which  had  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  Nicholas   believed  gentlemen  could  not 
figure  to  themselves  a  case  where,  if  a  postpone- 
ment were  proper,  thirty  days  would  not  be  a  suf- 
ficient time.    The  Constitution  said  they  should 
meet  once  a  year,  but  that  the  two  Houses  should 
have  power  to  adjourn  themselves  to  any  time 
they  thought  proper ;  and  if  they  agreed  to  meet 
in  July  or  August,  as  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  had  supposed,  was  it  proper  that  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States  should  have  the  power 
of  preventing  them?    He  would  agree  that  in  all 
likelihood  his  respect  for  bis  own  character  and 
his  responsibility  would,  in  general,  prevent  him 
from  making  an  improper  use  of  this  power ;  yet 
it  still  was  a  power  vested  in  the  Legislature,  and 
ft  should  be  recollected  that  in  placing  the  differ- 
ent powers  of  the  Government,  there  had  always 
been  a  jealousy  over  the  Executive.    He  tcould 
well  suppose  that  cases  might  exist  where  the 
wishes  of  a  President  to  do  right  might  be  coun- 
teracted by  interest.  It  was  possible  that  the  Pre- 
sident and  Legislature  might  have  different  views, 
and  it  might  be  extremely  important  to  him,  to 
effect  his  purposes,  to  have  the  power  of  postpon- 
ing the  meeting  of  Congress.    If  these  different 
cases  were  within  the  view  of  the  framers  of  the 
Constitution  when  they  arranged  the  several  pow- 
ers of  the  Government,  they  ought  to  be  touched 
with  a  delicate  hand.    The  law  before  them  was 
meant  to  operate  principally  against  any  future 
contagious  sickness.    To  give  the  power  of  post- 
poning Congress  for  five  or  six  months,  would  be  an 
improper  power.    Nothing  that  he  had  seen  of 
the  present  Government  could  lead  him  to  sup- 
pose that  such  a  situation  of  things  as  that  which 
he  had  mentioned  should  ever  take  place,  by  a 
disagreement  in  the  different  branches;  but  he  be- 
lieved the  distribution  of  powers  had  been  made 
with  a  view  to  these  differences.    He,  therefore, 
hoped  the  power  would  be  limited. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  Know  that  the  House 
could  be  engaged  on  a  subject  of  less  importance 
\han  the  present  amendment ;  for  if  they  looked 
hack  upon  all  the  adjournments  which  had  taken 
place  since  the  commencemen  t  of  the  Government, 
there  had  been  only  one  or  two  cases  in  which  the 
amendment  could  have  operated  ;  and  it  was  not 
probable  that  in  fifty  years  to  come  there  would 
be  another.  He  supposed  a  number  of  cases  in 
which  the  amendment  would  either  have  no 
effect  or  a  bad  one.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would 
be  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Waosworth  could  see  no  good  effect 
which  the  amendment  could  produce,  as  the  time 
was  already  limited  by  the  Constitutional  day ; 
and  thinking  it  unnecessary  he  should  be  opposed 
to  it. 

The  question  upon  the  amendment  was  put,  and 
negatived — 45  to  44. 

The  question  now  being  on  engrossing  the  bill 
for  a  third  reading, 
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Mr.  N.  Smith  said  he  did 


the  propriety  of  passing  this  bill.    Perhaps  gen 
tlemen  m  favor  or  it  could  satisfactorily  explaii 


not  at  present  see 

'en- 
Lain 
its  principles.  They  had  not  been  explained"  and. 
until  they  were,  he  should  not  be  willing  to  vote 
for  it.  The  Constitution,  he  said,  provided  that 
there  should  be  one  session  in  a  year,  commencing 
the  first  Monday  in  December.  Tne  bill  before 
them  provided  that  whenever  an*  earlier  period 
of  meeting  should  be  fixed  by  law,  that  the  Pres- 
ident should  have  the  power  to  postpone  the 
meeting,  provided  that  the  postponement  did  not 
go  beyond  the  Constitutional  day.  Now  he  sup- 
posed there  could  not  be  a  meeting  of  Congress 
before  the  Constitutional  day  except  by  an  ex- 
press law.  If  this  were  the  case,  it  followed  that 
whenever  the  Legislature  should  pass  a  law  for 
an  earlier  meeting,  they  could  at  the  same  time 
provide  for  any  difficulty  which  might  arise.  The 
President  might  be  authorized  to  delay  the  meet- 
ing, in  case  of  necessity,  to  the  Constitutional  day 
or  any  other.  But  why  pass  a  general  law  to 
provide  for  the  inconveniences  which  may  possibly 

E'ow  out  of  some  future  law  ?  He  had  heard  of 
egislatures  providing  for  difficulties  arising  from 
laws  which  they  had  passed,  but  never  for  such  as 
might  be  supposed  would  grow  out  of  future  laws, 
the  passage  of  which  was  wholly  uncertain. 

As  well  might  they  sit  down  and  provide  for 
inconveniences  which  may  grow  out  of  a  law  lay- 
ing a  land  tax,  since  that  law  may  pass,  and  some 
gentlemen  may  wish  and  expect  it  will  pass.  He 
thought  however,  it  would  be  time  enough  to  pro- 
vide for  the  difficulties  arising  under  it  after  it  was 
passed.  He  might  be  told  that  the  law,  notwith- 
standing the  objection  he  had  brought  against  it, 
would  do  no  harm  ;  but  this  was  not  a  sufficient 
reason  for  him  to  vote  for  it :  before  he  did  this, 
he  must  believe  it  would  do  good. 

The  question  on  engrossing  was  put  and  nega- 
tived— 58  to  32.    Of  course  the  bill  was  lost. 

EDWARD  ST.  LOE  LIVERMORE. 

Mr.  A.  Foster  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the 

Setition  of  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  which 
eing  agreed  to,  the  House  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  subject. 

It  appears  that  from  the  singular  situation  of 
the  Judge  of  the  district  of  New  Hampshire,  on 
the  third  of  April.  1794,  Congress  were  induced  to 
pass  an  act,  whereby  the  duties  enjoined  the 
district  Judges,  by  the  act,  "'to  regulate  the  claims 
to  invalid  pensions,"  were  transferred,  as  far  as  re- 
lated to  the  district  of  New  Hampshire,  to  the 
Attorney  of  the  said  district,  whose  duty  it  was 
thereby  made  to  perform  the  same. 

The  object  of  this  petition  is  to  obtain  compen- 
sation for  the  discharge  of  the  said  duties,  and  as 
duties  have  been  required  and  performed  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  by  the  petitioner, 
the  committee  conceived  he  was  entitled  to  a 
reasonable  compensation,  and  submitted  a  resolu- 
tion to  the  House,  authorizing  the  accounting  offi- 
cers of  the  Treasury  to  settle  his  account. 
This  report  occasioned  some  debate.    It  was 


supported  as  reasonable  by  Messrs.  D.  and  A. 
Foster,  Gordon,  and  Brooks,  and  opposed  by 
Messrs.  Nicholas  and  Co  it,  oq  the  ground,  that 
no  expense  was  ever  contemplated  to  be  incurred 
by  the  business  in  question,  and  that  if  thcr 
allowed  a  compensation  in  this  case,  they  might 
expect  application  from  all  the  officers  of  the 
United  States,  whenever  any  new  duty  was  laid 
upon  them  bylaws  subsequent  to  their  appointment 
The  report  was  negatived— 43  to  31,  and  the 
House  concurred  in  the  votes. 

FOREIGN  COINS. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  the  House  had  made  a 
subject  the  order  of  the  day  for  to-morrow,  upon 
which  he  did  not  think  they  had  sufficient  infor- 
mation; he  meant  the  bill  relative  to  foreign  coins. 
The  last  report  which  had  been  received  from  the 
I  Director  or  the  Mint  was  in  17*d6,  and  all  the 
calculations  which  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  late  debate  were  founded  upon  that  report, 
and  not  upon  the  present  actual  state  of  that 
establishment.  He  should,  therefore,  propose  a 
resolution  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Director  of  the  Mint  be  directed 
to  report  to  this  House  a  statement  of  all  the  bullion 
deposited  in  the  Mint  since  his  last  report,  and  an  ac- 
count of  gold  and  silver  coin  issued  from  the  Mint  in 
the  same  period ;  distinguishing  in  the  statement  of 
depositee,  the  foreign  coin  from  the  bullion." 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  this  motion. 
if  it  were  not  meant  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  which  the  gentleman  had  alluded  to; 
as  any  postponement  of  that  business  would  hart 
the  effect,  which  some  gentlemen  had  said  to 
already  produced,  of  doing  all  the  mischief  which 
the  act,  if  not  repealed,  was  calculated  to  product. 
He  could  see  no  effect  which  this  report  couio 
produce  as  to  the  bill  in  question. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia misapprehended  his  intention,  if  he  suppl- 
ed he  meant  to  delay  for  a  single  moment  the 
business  he  alluded  to.  If  he  had  any  such  inten- 
tions, he  would  have  taken  a  direct  mode  of  effect- 
ing iris  purpose:  he  left  it  'to  others  to  purw 
their  ends  by  indirect  means.  He  wished  only  to 
correct  the  statements  which  had  been  made  on 
the  subject,  collected  from  an  old  report;  which 
might  be  done  and  sent  to  the  House  by  to-morrow 
morning. 

The  resolution,  as  above,  was  adopted. 

8IXTH  ARTICLE  BRITISH  TREATY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sitgreaves,  the  resolutive 
referring  that  part  of  the  President's  Spe** 
which  has  a  reference  to  a  provision  for  the  ex- 
penses of  carrying  into  effect  the  sixth  article  of 
the  treaty  with  ureat  Britain,  to  a  commiiw 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  ~ 
•  Means. 


Tuesday,  December  19. 

THE  MINT.  , 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 

received  a  letter  from  the  Director  of  the  M«A; 

enclosing  a  report,  in  pursuance  to  the  order  <rti 
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the  House  passed  yesterday.  This  report  states 
that  it  is  not  deemed  prudent  to  take  into  the 
Mint  more  bullion  than  can  be  worked  in  one 
ma**,  when  it  comes  from  any  of  the  banks  of  the 
city,  from  whence  it  can  be  had  in  a  very  short 
time  when  wanted ;  that  deposites  are  now  wait- 
ing till  such  as  are  in  hand  are  finished ;  that  it  is 
expected  the  banks  of  this  city  and  of  New  York 
wQl  make  deposites  for  about  $300,000,  in  French 
crowns,  but  that  these  deposites  are  kept  back 
until  prior  ones  are  paid  off;  that  when  there  is 
sufficient  bullion  in  the  Mint  to  keep  one  press 
striking,  this  will  be  done  at  the  rate  of  from 
$18,000  to  $20,000  weekly.  The  gold  coin  in- 
creases in  amount  according  to  its  additional 
value.  It  is  stated  that  the  gold  bullion  deposited 
in  the  Mint  since  the  29th  November,  1796,  (the 
time  at  which  the  last  report  was  made,)  to  the 
18th  instant,  was  5.997  oz.  15  dwt.  9.  gr.,  value 
$106,626  95.  The  quantity  of  silver  bullion  de- 
posited, during  the  same  period,  has  been  42.151 
oz.  8  gr.,  value  $48,635  76.  The  quantity  of  sil- 
ver coin  issued  since  the  last  report,  is  stated  to 
have  been  $12,546,  3.918  half  dollars,  252  quarter 
dollars,  25,261  dimes^  44,527  half  dimes;  amount- 
ing in  the  whole  to  $19,320  45.  That  there  were 
nearly  ready  for  delivery  in  the  Mint  $34,000  in 
silver  coins.  It  is  also  stated  that  the  quantity  of 
gold  coin  issued,  during  the  same  period,  has  been 
9.177  eagles,  6,406  half  eagles,  1,756  quarter  eagles ; 
equal  to  the  value  of  $128,190. 

Mr.#T.  Claiborne  moved  the  usual  order  for 
printing  this  report. 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  the  report 
being  printed,  that  it  might  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration when  the  subject  of  the  Mint  should 
come  before  the  House;  but  hoped  it  would  be 
suffered  to  lie  on  the  table  until  the  bill,  with 
which  some  gentlemen  had  supposed  it  to  be  con- 
nected, should  be  passed,  in  order  that  it  might 
be  referred  to  whilst  on  the  ,table  by  those  who 
wished  it ;  as  he  trusted  they  should  not  delay  the 
consideration  of  the  bill  relative  to  foreign  coin 
until  this  report  should  be  printed. 

Mr.  Thatcher  could  not  see  the  use  of  print* 
iog  the  report,  after  the  subject  to  which  it  allu- 
ded was  disposed  of.  This  would  be  like  execu- 
ting a  man  and  then  trying  him.  The  printing 
of  these  papers,  he  supposed,  could  not  delay  the 
business  more  than  twenty-four  hours,  or  forty- 
eight  at  most.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  would 
be  much  better  that  they  should  be  printed,  than 
that  the  Clerk  should  be  frequently  called  upon 
to  read  them,  or  that  the  members  should  collect 
themselves  in  clubs,  as  on  a  former  occasion, 
[meaning  the  Quaker's  petition,]  to  read  them  in 
different  parts  of  the  House. 
The  motion  for  printing  was  put  and  carried. 

EVIDENCE  IN  CONTESTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
prepare  and  report  a  bill  prescribing  the  mode  of 
taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections, 
tod  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses,  report- 
ed a  bill  accordingly  ;  which  was  twice  read,  and 
committed  for  Monday. 


LICENSES  ON  STILLS. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
on  the  petition  of  William  Tomlinson  and  others, 
citizens  of  the  State  of  Virginia;  which  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  accordingly. 

The  petition  states  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
construction  put  by  the  Treasury  Department  on 
the  acts  for  laying  duties  on  spirits  distilled  with- 
in the  United  States  and  on  stills,  persons  desirous 
of  obtaining  licenses  for  distilling,  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  the  3d  of  March,  1797,  on  that  subject,  are 
required  to  make  their  election  as  to  the  length 
of  time  to  which  the  license  shall  extend,  and 
the  time  of  its  commencement  in  the  month  of 
June,  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  making  entry 
of  stills.  From  hence  they  allege  that  great  in- 
conveniences result  to  distillers,  inasmuch  as  it  is 
impossible  to  foresee,  so  early  as  June,  what  quan- 
tity of  fruit  or  grain  the  year  will  afford  ;  and,  con- 
sequently, for  the  owners  of  stills  to  judge  when, 
and  for  what  length  of  time  they  ought  to  take 
out  their  licenses. 

This  construction,  the  committee  find,  has  been 
adopted  by  the  Treasury  Department,  and  they 
conceive  tnat  it  has  been  properly  adopted ;  but 
though  they  conceive  the  construction  put  on  the 
act  of  May,  1797,  by  the  Treasury  Department, 
to  be  strictly  legal,  they  are,  nevertheless,  of  opin- 
ion that,  for  the  reason  set  forth  by  the  petitioners, 
it  must,  in  its  effect,  prove  highly  inconvenient 
and  detrimental  both  to  individuals  and  the  pub- 
lic. And  they  have  the  satisfaction  to  find  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  whom  they 
thought  it  proper  to  confer  on  the  subject,  agrees 
with  them  in  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  al- 
tering the  law  so  as  to  permit  owners  of  stills, 
having  duly  entered  them,  to  make  their  election, 
bo'.h  as  to  tne  time  and  the  extent  of  their  licenses, 
at  whatever  period  may  suit  them  best.  In  pur- 
suance of  these  ideas,  tne  committee  beg  leave  to 
present,  for  the  consideration  of  the  House,  the 
following  resolution : 

u  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  so  to  amend  the  sev- 
eral  acts  respecting  duties  on  spirits  distilled  within  the 
United  States  and  on  stills,  as  to  permit  owners  of 
stills,  duly  entered,  to  make  their  election  at  any  time 
of  the  year,  both  as  to  the  time  of  taking  out  licenses 
pursuant  to  the  said  acts,  or  any  of  them,  and  as  to 
the  period  to  which  such  licenses  shall  extend ;  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  ac- 
cordingly." 

Mr.  Gallatin  proposed  an  amendment  to  the 
report.  Besides  the  duty  paid  on  licenses  taken 
out  for  a  shorter  time  than  a  year,  there  was  a 
duty  of  fifty-four  cents  per  gallon  paid  by  those 
who  chose  to  enter  by  the  year.  This  duty  was 
no  other  than  a  license  by  the  year,  thougn  not 
so  called.  The  proposed  resolution  would  not 
reach  licenses  by  the  year,  though  he  thought  it 
ought,  as  persons  taking  out  a  license  for  a  year 
were  as  much  at  a  loss  to  know,  in  the  month  of 

I  June,  whether  their  crops  would  enable  them  to 
distil  for  so  long  a  time  as  to  make  it  their  inter- 
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est  to  do  sOj  as  those  who  took  licenses  out  for  a 
shorter  period.  The  consequence  was,  that,  in 
the  part  of  the  country  from  whence  he  came, 
scarcely  any  person  ventured  to  take  out  a  license 
for  the  year,  but  ran  the  risk  of  taking  out  a  li- 
cense for  a  snorter  period.  This  was  inconvenient, 
as  it  probably  left  their  stills  for  several  months 
unemployed,  and  had  an  effect  to  injure  the  reve- 
nue. He  hoped,  therefore,  the  report  would  be 
extended  to  yearly  licenses,  as  well  as  to  those  for 
a  shorter  perioo\ 

Mr.  Harper  seconded  this  amendment.  He 
said  it  would  have  been  introduced  into  the  report 
if  the  committee  had  thought  themselves  at  lib- 
erty tp  do  so;  but  as  the  petition  referred  to  them 
did  not  complain  of  this  part  of  the  act,  they  did 
not  think  themselves  authorized  to  touch  it. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  the  committee  rose, 
the  House  agreed  to  the  amendment,  and  a,  bill 
was  directed  to  be  brought  in  accordingly. 

ANNA  WEL8H. 

Mr.  Coit  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition 
oi  Anna  Welsh  ;  which  motion  being  agreed  to, 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  subject. 

The  petitioner  asks  for  an  allowance  of  the 
seven  years'  half  pay  promised  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  certain  officers  killed  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States  during  the  late  war.    It  ap- 
pears that  Mrs.  Welsh's  husband  was  a  captain  of 
marines;  that  he  served  on  the  expedition  to  Pe- 
nobscot, and  was  there  slain  ;  but  the  resolutions  of 
Congress  promising  seven  years'  half  pay  to  the 
officers  who  fell  in  the  service,  did  not  extend  to 
the  widows  of  officers  of  the  Navy ;  the  petitioner, 
sw  executrix  to  the  last  will  and  testament  of  her 
brother,  George  Hurl  but,  deceased,  further  asks 
for  an  allowance  of  the  commutation  and  land 
warrants,  to  which  she  apprehends  she  is  entitled, 
on  the  principle  that  her  brother  continued  in  ser- 
vice till  the  end  of  the  war.     That  gentleman 
was  a  captain  in  Sheldon's  light  dragoons;  he 
was  wounded  by  the  enemy,  in  the  performance 
of  his  duty,  at  Tarrytown,  in  the  Summer  of  1781. 
and  languished  of  his  wounds  until  the  8th  of 
May,  1783,  when  he  died,    fey  the  act  of  Con- 
gress of  the  21st  of  October,  1780,  half-gay  for 
life  was  promised  to  the  officers  of  the  Army  who 
should  continue  in  the  service  to  .the  end  of  the. 
war.    This  was  afterwards,  on  the  22d  March, 
1783,  commuted  for  five  years'  full  pay.    If  Cap- 
tain Hurlbut  lived  to  the  end  of  the  war,  he  was 
entitled  to  commutation,  and.  in  his  right,  the  pe- 
titioner, as  executrix  of  his  will  and  legatee,  would 
be  entitled,  otherwise  not.    The  question,  then, 
arising  is,  when  did  the  war  end  ?  or, in  other  words, 
was  there  an  end  of  the  war  before  the  8th  of  May. 
1783,  the  day  of  Captain  Hurlbut's  death  ?    On 
the  solution  of  this  question  rests  the  claim  of  the 
petitioner  for  commutation,  it  being  placed  on  the 
ground  of  contract  only.     The  provisional  articles 
of  peace  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  were  signed  November  30,  1782,  and  the 
treaty  between  France  and   Great  Britain,  on 


which  the  efficacy  of  those  articles  was  condi- 
tioned, upon  the  20th  of  January,  1783. 

The  first  information  Congress  appeared  to  ha?e 
had  of  them,  was  on  the  24th  March,  1783,  when 
the  armed  vessels  cruising  under  commissions 
from  the  United  States  were  recalled.  On  the 
11th  April,  1783,  a  cessation  of  hostilities  was  or- 
dered by  proclamation  of  Congress.  On  the  23d 
of  April,  Congress,  by  their  resolution  of  that  date. 
declared  their  opinion  that  "the  time  of  the  men 
engaged  to  serve  during  the  war,  does  not  expire 
until  the  ratification  of  the  definitive  treaty  of 
peace." 

By  the  acts  of  May  26,  June  11,  August  9,  and 
September  26,  1783,  Congress  directed  parts  of 
the  Army  to  be  furloughed,  and,  by  their  proclam- 
ation on  the  18th  October  in  the  same  year,  they 
discharged  absolutely,  after  the  3d  of  November 
then  ensuing,  such  part  of  the  Federal  Armies  as 
had  been  furloughed  by  the  several  acts  aforesaid. 
On  the  25th  of  November  New  York  was  evacua- 
ted by  the  British  troops.  The  definitive  trea- 
ty of  peace  was,  in  fact,  signed  on  the  3d  Septem- 
ber, 1783.  but  not  received  by  Congress  till  about 
the  middle  of  January,  1784.  In  the  settlements 
made  for  pay,  &c,  by  the  commissioners  of 
Congress  with  the  officers  and  men  engaged  to 
serve  during  jhe  war,  and  furloughed  as  afore- 
said, the  3d  day  of  November,  the  day  when 
the  troops  were  discharged  by  proclamation,  has 
been  regarded  as  the  end  of  the  war,  and  the? 
have  been  settled  with,  and  paid  to  that  accord- 
ingly. 

Tne  committee  state,  had  they  found  no  resolu- 
tion of  Congress  which  seemed  to  have  determin- 
ed the  question  when  the  war  ended,  they  might 
have  been  induced  to  fix  on  a  period  antecedent  to 
the  death  of  Captain  Hurlburt,  and  consequently 
have  been  of  opinion  that  the  petitioner  was  enti- 
tled to  relief;  but  as  Congress  seem  to  have  fixed  on 
a  later  period,  by  their  resolution  of  the  23d  ApriL 
and  by  continuing  in  service  the  troop  engaged 
to  serve  during  the  war,  and  paying  tne  officers 
and  men  till  the  3d  of  November,  1783,  as  they 
were  liable  till  that  time  to  be  called  into  service, 
and,  in  case  of  disobedience,  would  have  been  sub- 
jected to  the  penalties  of  tne  Rules  and  Articles 
of  War ;  and  as  the  House  of  Representatives  un- 
der the  present  Government  rejected  a  petition  for 
commutation,  founded  on  principles  exactly  simi- 
lar with  the  present,  by  the  administrator  to  the 
estate  of  Major  Torrey,  who  died  in  September. 
1783,  the  committee  conceive  they  are  not  at  lib- 
erty to  contradict  authority  and  precedent,  so  re- 
spectable :  They  therefore  report,  that  the  prayer 
of  the  petition  of  the  said  Anna  Welsh  ought  not 
to  be  granted. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  said,  the  case  was  so  fully  stated 
in  the  report,  that  he  believed  it  would  be  unneces- 
sary to  say  anything  more  than  that  Mrs.  Welsh 
had  obtained  tne  land  warrant  to  which  she  was 
entitled,  from  the  War  Office. 

This  report  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Coit. 
Brook8,  and  Dayton,  who  insisted  upon  the 
widow  being  entitled  to  her  claim  of  commutation 
on  account  of  the  services  of  her  brother,  as  the 


745 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


746 


December,  1797.] 


Foreign  Coins. 


[H.opR. 


war  must  be  considered  as  terminated  when  the 
preliminaries  of  peace  were  signed,  which  was 
previous  to  his  death,  and  if  contrary  decisions  had 
been  made,  it  was  time  they  were  reversed.  In 
confirmation  of  what  was  asserted  of  the  deserts  of 
Captain  Hurlbut.  a  letter  and  certificate  of  Gen- 
eral Washington  were  produced,  which  spoke  of 
him  in  the  highest  possible  terms. 

The  report  was  supported,  on  the  ground  of  pre- 
cedent, by  Messrs.  Dwioht  Foster,  Macon,  and 
Nicholas. 

It  was  finally  negatived,  there  being  only  21 
rotes  for  it. 

Mr.  Coit  then  moved  a  resolution  to  the  follow- 
ing effect,  which,  after  a  few  observations,  was 
agreed  to. 

Raohed,  That  provision  ought  to  be-  made  by  law 
for  allowing  to  the  legal  representatives  of  George  Hurl* 
bat,  a  captain  in  the  service  of  the  United  8tates,  the 
commutation  to  which  he  is  entitled. 

The  committee  rose,  and  the  House  agreed  to 
the  resolution,  and  ordered  a  bill  to  be  brought  in 
accordingly. 

NORTH  AND  VESEY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pinckney,  the  House  went 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  North  and  Vesey,  of  Charleston ;  when, 
Mr.  Coit  moving  to  amend  the  bill,  by  having  the 
allowance  to  be  made  ascertained  by  the  proper 
officers,  instead  of  paying  what  it  would  be,  Mr. 
Swan  wick  called  for  the  reading  of  the  petition, 
as  he  believed  there  was  annexed  to  it  a  certificate 
from  the  collector  of  the  port  of  the  quantity  of 
sugar  consumed ;  but  the  Clerk  not  being  able 
readily  to  find  the  petition,  a  motion  was  made  for 
the  committee  to  rise  and  report  progress ;  which 
being  agreed  to,  the  committee  nad  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Wednesday,  December  20. 

Mr.  Macon  was  persuaded  that  it  would  be  of 
advantage  to  the  revenue,  as  well  as  agreeable  to 
citizens  in  the  habit  of  distilling,  if  persons  were 
allowed  to  take  out  licenses  for  a  single  week.  He 
therefore  proposed  a  resolution  directing  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  on  the  ex- 
pediency of  such  a  measure,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 
Agreed  to. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  North  and 
Vesey,  of  Charleston ;  and,  the  petition  having 
been  read,  the  amendment  proposed  yesterday  by 
Mr.  Coit,  to  leave  it  to  the  collector  of  the  port 
to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  sugar  destroyed,  was 
agreed  to— 48  to  12;  the  committee  rose,  the 
House  concurred,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  representatives  of  Captain  George  Hurlbut; 
which  was  twice  read,  and  committed  for  to-mor- 
row. 

INVALID  PENSIONERS. 

.  Mr.  Habpeh  moved  a  resolution  to  the  follow- 
ing effect : 


Rtaohcd,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  amendments  are  neces- 
sary to  be  made  in  the  act  relative  to  invalid  pensioners, 
and  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  H.  said,  it  must  be  recollected  that  fre- 
quent application  had  been  made  to  the  House  by 
persons  who  bad  been  wounded  in  the  war,  for 
pension,  who  would  have  been  duly  entitled  to  it, 
and  to  whom  the  House  wished  to  have  granted 
it,  had  not  their  claims  been  barred  by  the  law  of 
the  28th  of  February,  1795,  with  which  the  peti- 
tioners were  generally  unacquainted.  Some  of 
these  cases  had  appeared  to  be  so  hard  that,  in  one 
or  two  instances,  tie  House  had  been  induced  to 
dispense  with  the  law.  He  thought,  therefore,  it 
was  proper  that  the  law  should  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  J.  Parker  seconded  the  motion.  He  knew 
of  several  instances  where  persons  were  justly  en- 
titled to  pensions,  who  had  never  heard  of  the  act 
of  1795,  until  their  claims  were  rejected ;  whilst 
others,  perhaps  less  dependent,  were  in  possession 
of  pensions.  He  hoped  they  should  not  longer 
deny  the  justice  which  was  due  to  the  veteran 
wounded  soldier. 

Mr.  Macon  believed  that,  as  all  subjects'  of  this 
kind  were  constantly  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Claims,  they  were,  of  course,  better  acquainted 
with  the  business  than  any  other  committee  would 
be  likely  to  be,  he  therefore  moved  to  have  this 
resolution  referred  to  that  committee. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Coit 
and  Nicholas,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  S.  Smith, 
Parker,  Harper.  Brooks,  and  Swanwick.  It 
was  however,  finally  carried,  there  being  51  votes 
in  favor  of  it. 

FOREIGN  COIN8. 

Mr.  Nicholas  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  suspending  the  second  section  of  the  act 
regulating  foreign  coins;  which  motion  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  wished  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill,  so  as  to  make  it  conformable  to 
the  report  of  the  select  committee;  but  as  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  difficult  to  incorporate  such  an 
amendment  into  the  bill,  without  recommitting  it, 
he  should  move  for  the  committee  to  rise,  with  a 
view  of  afterwards  moving  a  recommittal  of  the 
bill.  He  would  not  recur  to  the  arguments  used 
on  a  former  occasion,  in  support  of  his  motion. 
He  wished  to  give  the  foreign  coin  in  question  a 
partial  currency,  which  should  give  it  a  natural 
current  towards  the  Mint.  A  number  of  calcula- 
tions bad  been  made  on  this  subject,  when  former- 
ly under  discussion,  drawn  from  an  old  report 
from  the  Mint,  which  were  very  inapplicable  to 
the  present  state  of  that  establishment. 

By  the  report  of  1796,  it  appeared  that  a  greater 
proportion  of  silver  than  or  gold  coin  had  been 
issued ;  but  by  this  report  the  gold  coin  was  nearly 
double  since  that  time.  It  appeared  also  by  the 
report  of  1796  that  the  proportion  of  coins  depo- 
sited, compared  with  ingots  and  other  bullion,  was 
very  small ;  whereas,  by  the  present  report,  it  would 
appear  that  three-fourths  or  the  whole  amount  of 
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thedepositesingoldhad  been  made  in  coin,  and  two- 
thirds  of  the  silver.     This  report  would  also  show 
that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  S.  Smith) 
was  not  correct  in  his  remark  when  he  said  no 
bank  in  the  United  States  would  part  with  their 
foreign  coin  for  the  purpose  of  recoining.  as  not 
only  three-fourths  of  the  gold  deposited  had  been 
in  coin,  but  it  was  almost  exclusively  from  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.'    A  great  proportion  of 
the  silver  coin  deposited  had  also  come  from  the 
banks ;  and  the  Director  informed  them  that  in  the 
banks  of  New  York  and  this  city  there  were  the 
value  of  $300,000  in  crowns,  ready  to  be  sent  into 
the  Mint.    These  statements  furnished  great  rea- 
son for  doubting  the  justness,  of  the  inferences 
drawn  by  gentlemen  in  the  former  debate,  and 
gave  additional  weight  to  all  the  arguments  in 
support  of  the  report  of  the  select  committee.    It 
appeared  by  the  reports  that  there  had  been  issued 
from  the  Mint  of  the  United  States  coins  to  the 
value  of  $774,000.    He  had  never  seen  any  esti- 
mate of  the  whole  amount  of  the  circulating  me- 
dium which  would  be  necessary  in  this  country 
for  all  its  commercial  concerns,  nor  did  he  know 
upon  what  data  such  an  estimate  ought  to  be 
made ;  but  when  they  saw  the  amount  of  the  coin 
issued,  and  recollected  the  immense  quantity  of 
Spanish  dollars  in  circulation,  as  well  as  bank 
paper,  bottomed  upon  actual  specie  in  the  coffers 
of  the  banks,  there  could  be  little  doubt  that  there 
was  a  sufficient  quantity  of  circulating  medium 
for  all  the  purposes  of  commerce,  though  the  act 
of  1793  were  now  to  go  fully  into  operation,  with- 
out even  the  partial  suspension  recommended  by. 
the  select  committee.   The  only  evil  which  would 
result  would  be  the  loss  which  might  be  sustained 
by  the  holders  of  this  species  of  coin;  but  even  if 
the  law  were  suspended  for  two  years,  as  pro- 
posed, the  same  evil  would,  in  a  great  degree,  then 
recur.    Gentlemen  greatly  miscalculated,  he  said, 
when  they  supposed  that  in  the  mean  time  the 
foreign  coin  would  by  degrees  be  brought  into  the 
Mint.    Indeed,  they  say  it  cannot  be  spared  from 
different  parts  of  the  country ;  and  if  so,  it  cannot 
be  expected  to  come  into  the  Mint,  without  a  le- 
gitimate force  to  bring  it  there.    A  partial  sus- 
pension would  produce  this  effect;  and  whilst 
this  coin  was  received  by  the  collectors,  as  usual, 
it  could  not  diminish  greatly  in  its  value.    Indeed, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  best  to  keep 
the  law  as  it  stood,  and  leave  any  regulation 
which  might  be  necessary  to  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States,  who  had  already  ordered  it  to 
be  received  in  the  way  proposed  by  the  select 
committee,  and  who  would  be  the  best  judge  of 
the  regulations  from  time  to  time  necessary.  With 
respect  to  the  foreign  gold  coin,  as  the  law  pro- 
hibiting that  as  a  tender  did  not  take  place  for 
some  months,  the  holders  of  it  might  get  it  out  of 
their  hands  before  its  value  was  diminished ;  and 
as  to  silver,  he  believed  the  injury  was  already 
done.    If  tne  act  of  1793  were  therefore  suspend- 
ed, it  would  give  the  crowns  a  new  value,  and  at 
the  end  of  two  years  the  same  objection  would  be 
again  urged,  and  the  Mint  in  the  mean  time 
would  be  without  support.    He  thought  it  was 


proper,  on  this  occasion,  that  those  who  wished 
to  suspend  the  law,  should  come  out  witb  respect 
to  the  Mint.  He  thought  it  best  to  go  to  the 
whole  subject  now,  and  let  the  act  of  1793  stand 
or  fall  with  the  Mint.  He  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  for  the  purpose  he  had  mentioned. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  not  much  surprised  at  what 
had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, as  he  was  desirous  of  carrying  his  point.  It 
would  be  a  very  convenient  thing,  at  this  time, 
for  the  city  of  Philadelphia  to  get  as  much  of  the 
money  of  the  United  States  as  possible  into  it.  It 
woula  do  away  that  scarcity  of  money  so  hearily 
complained  of:  But  he  did  not  think  the  gentle- 
man had  succeeded  in  his  attempt  to  correct  the 
statement  formerly  made  by  him.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  banks  of  this  city  might  not  send 
com  to  the  Mint,  but  that  no  bank  at  a  distance, 
for  instance  at  New  York  or  Baltimore,  would  do 
it,  as  they  always  stood  in  need  of  their  coin  for 
the  supply  of  their  customers.  And  he  was  war- 
ranted in  this  opinion  by  the  report  before  them. 
as  not  a  single  bank  out  of  Philadelphia  had  de- 
posited a  shilling  in  the  Mint.  And  what,  he 
asked,  had  the  banks  in  Philadelphia  done?  He 
had  merely  doubted  whether  they  would  be  able 
to  spare  their  coin  to  send  to  the  Mint ;  and  he 
found  himself  warranted  in  the  doubt  by  there- 

Eort.  It  was  true  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
ad  sent  a  considerable  quantity  of  coin  to  the 
Mint.  This  was  a  different  thing  from  banks  in 
general.  They  had  always  from  100  to  8300.000 
of  Government  deposites,  ready  for  the  exigencies 
of  Government ;  and  he  thought  it  Judicious  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  always  to  hare 
such  a  sum  ot  money  at  command  ;  but  they  might 
surely  spare  a  part  of  this  money  to  be  recoined. 
With  respect  to  the  silver,  when  they  found  the 
French  crowns  called  out  of  circulation,  they  de- 
posited them  in  the  Mint,  because  they  might  as 
well  be  in  the  Mint  as  to  lie  dead  in  their  vaults. 
Not  one  of  the  other  banks  had  deposited  one 
shilling  in  gold  ;  but  the  banks  of  North  America 
and  Pennsylvania  had  sent  in  some  silver,  because 
it  was  as  well  there  as  in  their  coffers.  But  what 
has  been  the  consequence  of  this  stoppage  of  for- 
eign coin  ?  It  has  brought  French  crowns  from 
all  parts  of  the  Union  to  the  banks  of  Philadel- 
phia. This  was,  as  he  before  observed,  a  conve- 
nient thing  for  Philadelphia,  but  not  for  those 
who  wished  to  carry  on  trade  in  other  parts  of  the 
Union>  The  gentleman  had  said  that  the  Exe- 
cutive had  given  orders  for  French  crowns  to  be 
received  by  our  collectors  at  one  hundred  and  tea 
cents;  but  how,  he  asked,  were  they  to  be  got  to 
Philadelphia  ?  Were  they  to  be  transported  at 
the  public  expense  ?  If  they  were,  and  he  knew 
of  no  other  way,  it  would  not  amount  to  a  trifling 
sum.  But  would  it  not  be  doing  an  essential  in- 
jury to  the  citizens  to  take  away  from  them  their 
cash,  without  sending  any  other  in  its  place?  " 
certainly  would.  If  it  were  to  be  called  in,  new 
coin  should  be  previously  issued  to  take  its  place. 
If  what  he  advanced  bore  hard  upon  the  Mint J>' 
the  United  States,  he  could  not  help  it;  he  thoagfat 
the  Mint  founded  in  folly.    This  was  not  the 
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opinion  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania ;  it 
might  be  the  interest  of  his  State  to  support  the 
Mint,  bat  he  did  not  think  it  was  the  interest  of 
the  Union.  Mr.  S.  conceived  another  consequence, 
if  the  law  respecting  gold  coin  was  not  suspended. 
Merchants  were  as  desirous  of  exporting  gold  coin 
as  silver,  and  there  was  as  great  a  difficulty  in 
procuring  it  when  it  was  wanted  ;  hut  if  its  circu- 
lation were  to  be  stopped,  instead  of  holding  it 
back,  the  banks  would  push  it  upon  every  body, 
and  it  would  be  mostly  exported.  And  how,  he 
asked,  was  it  to  be  got  back  ?  Nobody  had  said 
any  thing  on  the  subject  but  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts.  (Mr.  Sewall.)  He  said  that 
doubloons,  or  four-pistole  pieces,  were  imported 
at  a  loss  of  three-fourths  of  a  dollar,  and  that  these 
would  continue  to  be,  imported.  He  did  not  know 
but  small  fishing  vessels  might  be  in  the  habit  of 
thus  dealing;  but  merchants,  in  any  extensive 
business,  made  remittances  to  London,  where 
doubloons  were  at  their  full  value,  and  drew  bills 
upon  London,  or  sent  the  doubloons  to  the  French 
West  Indies,  where  they  were  worth  the  full  six- 
teen dollars,  and  got  articles  in  return  which  af- 
forded a  good  profit.  They  were  in  the  habit  of 
importing  gold  from  Lisbon,  when  the  exchange 
▼as  against  them ;  but  there  was  a  profit  upon 
this  gold  of  six  grains  upon  a  half  joe.  This  was 
one  of  the  inducements  for  importing  gold ;  but 
it  would  be  no  longer  ac  inducement,  if  they  were 
to  be  no  longer  payable.  Gold  would  therefore 
be  do  longer  imported.  If  the  Mint  were  to  be 
supported,  the  plan  of  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  purchase  of  bullion  was  the  only  one  which 
was  at  all  feasible.  He  should  of  course  be  against 
the  committee's  rising  to  recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  Sitorbaves  wished  to  set  the  gentleman 
last  up  right  as  to  matter  of  fact.  He  had  said, 
no  depositee  had  been  made  from  a  distance ;  but, 
if  he  attended  to  the  report  of  the  Director,  he 
would  find  that  he  expected  about  $300,000  from  the 
banks  of  this  city  and  New  York ;  and  he  was 
informed  that  $250,000  thereof  were  to  come  from 
New  York  as  soon  as  the  Mint  was  ready  to 
receive  them,  and  a  guard  was  provided. 

Mr.  S.  Smitb  said,  he  supposed  these  were 
crowns  whose  circulation  was  stopped. 

Mr.  Swan  wick  observed  that  it  sometimes  hap- 
pened that  Legislatures  passed  improper  laws. 
When  they  did  so,  they  generally  tended  to  correct 
themselves.  What  was  the  fact  respecting  the 
law  in  question  ?  A  law  had  been  passed  declaring 
that  French  crowns  should  not  be  a  lawful  tender 
after  a  certain  period.  That  period  was  passed ; 
but  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  contradic- 
tion of  it,  had  directed  the  officers  of  the  customs 
to  receive  them  as  usual.  Was  not  this  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  the  law  was  improper  and  incon- 
venient ?  It  would  be  well,  he  said,  to  take  a  view 
of  the  situation  of  our  commerce,  with  respect  to 
the  circulating  medium.  The  main  object  in  the 
institution  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was 
to  give  a  general  currency  to  its  paper,  thai  it  might 
take  the  place  of  coin  in  a  great  degree ;  but  they 
had  been  told  hy  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
(Mr.  Nicholas,)  that,  though  these  notes  were  a 


lawful  tender  in  all  payments  to  the  United  States, 
they  were  not  current  in  the  interior  of  the  coun- 
try. The  chief  circulating  medium  of  the  coun- 
try was,  notwithstanding  this,  paper.  Merchants, 
in  paving  their  duties,  generally  gave  a  check  on 
their  Danker ;  therefore,  though  our  revenue  pro- 
duce seven  millions  a  year,  but  a  small  part  of  that 
sum  is  paid  in  cash.  What,  then,  was  the  use  of 
foreign  coin  ?  It  was  not  wanted  so  much  for  a 
circulating  medium  at  home,  as  for  exportation. 
Much  of  it  was  sent  to  the  East  Indies  and  to  Great 
Britain ;  and,  though  some  gentlemen  had  said  a 
gold  coin  of  the  United  States  was  so  scarce  an 
article  in  the  interior  of  the  country,  that  when  it 
was  met  with  it  was  hoarded  as  a  pocket-piece, 
he  had  been  lately  informed  by  a  gentleman  from 
London  that  he  had  seen  a  large  quantity  of  our 
eagles  in  a  goldsmith's  shop  there,  for  the  purpose 
of  melting  down :  so  rapidly,  said  lie,  do  our  eagles 
take  their  fight.  Foreign  coin  being  therefore 
necessary  to  pay  the  commercial  balance  due  from 
us  to  foreign  countries,  it  would  certainly  be  im- 
prudent to  call  it  in.  Mr.  S.  was  opposed  to  the 
power  being  vested  in  the  Executive  to  regulate 
the  business  of  making  foreign  coin  payable,  or 
not  payable,  at  his  pleasure.  If  the  Mint  estab- 
lishment were  to  be  supported,  it  must  be  done,  he 
said,  out  of  the  re  venue  received :  a  small  sum  would 
do  it.  But  why  force  individuals  to  bring  their 
crowns  into  the  Mint  ?  What  advantage  would 
there  be  in  it  1  Could  any'  one  say  this  new  mo- 
ney would  stay  at  home  ?  They  could  not ;  and, 
therefore,  where  he  could  see  no  advantage,  he 
was  not  for  putting  any  class  of  people  to  incon- 
venience. It  were  best,  he  believed,  to  let  the 
business  of  foreign  coin  remain  without  restraint. 

Mr.  Sewall  said,  the  reasonings  of  some  gen- 
tlemen upon  this  subject  were  so  different  from 
his,  that  he  was  almost  led  to  doubt  the  conviction 
of  his  own  mind.  The  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land had  referred  to  what  he  had  said  on  a  former 
occasion  respecting  four-pistole  pieces;  and  ob- 
served that  a  few  small  fishing  vessels  might  carry 
on  their  trade  in  the  way  mentioned,  but  that 
merchants  in  larger  concerns  did  not.  It  was  true, 
the  fact  he  alluded  to  was  the  way  in  which  ves- 
sels that  went  with  fish  from  the  port  from  which 
he  came  did  their  business  at  Bilboa.  The  gen- 
tleman said  the  business  could  be  better  done  in 
London.  He  certainly  must  have  been  ignorant 
of  the  subject,  or  he  must  have  known,  that,  in 
the  present  state  of  warfare  amongst  the  European 
Powers,  remittances  from  Bilboa  to  London  could 
not  be  made ;  and  when  they  were  made,  it  was 
at  a  loss  of  from  15  to  25  per  cent.  He  believed 
the  dollar  of  Spain  was  worth  40&  sterling,  but  it 
had  been  down  as  low  as  28d.,  and  was  mostly  at 
36d. ;  whereas  the  loss  sustained  on  the  importa- 
tion of  gold  was  less  than  five  per  cent. ;  so  that 
it  was  much  better  to  receive  gold  than  make 
remittances  from  Spain  to  London.  Sometimes, 
however,  the  traders  agree  to  lose  from  15  to  25 
per  cent,  by  drawing  on  London,  when  they  have 
an  article  which  will  afford  an  extraordinary  profit. 
Taking  the  subject  at  large,  he  did  not  think  so 
many  difficulties  would  attend  the  suffering  of 
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the  law  to  take  effect  as  had  been  predicted.  At 
present,  he  said,  we  gave  a  sanction  to  foreign  coin 
which  was  not  given  in  any  other  country.  The 
question  was  not  whether  they  should  say  foreign 
coin  should  not  be  received  at  all,  but  whether, 
by  our  law,  a  man  shall  be  obliged  to  receive  it ; 
which  would  be  giving  full  credit  to  the  coin  of  a 
foreign  Goverment,  over  which  we  have  no  con- 
trol, and  which  may,  of  course,  contain  more  alloy 
than  it  ought.  At  present,  he  said,  our  collectors 
received  French  crowns:  banks  would  do  the 
same.  Gentlemen  said  this  showed  the  inexpedi- 
ency of  the  law.  He  thought  it  showed  the  inex- 
pediency of  disputing  about  the  matter;  and  if 
there  would  be  no  inconvenience  attending  the 
law  going  into  effect,  it  would  certainly  be  more 
honorable  to  Government  that  our  citizens  should 
not  be  forced  to  receive  foreign  coin  in  payment. 
If  the  business  were  left  in  the  way  the  Execu- 
tive had  put  it;  the  foreign  coin,  without  producing 
any  inconvenience,  would  take  its  course  towards 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  for  money  did 
not  need  to  be  hauled  along,  it  flowed  like  water 
through  the  country.  Gentlemen  had  said  that 
copper  circulated  in  direct  contradiction  to  the 
law;  and,  so  far  as  it  was  necessary,  the  foreign 
coins  in  question  would  have  a  currency ;  but  it 
was  not  necessary  to  force  them  into  payment. 
He  believed  the  new  coin  of  the  French  Republic 
contained  more  alloy,  and  was  of  less  value  than 
those  of  the  Monarchy;  yet  gentlemen  would  have 
all  received.  He  hoped  the  motion  would  be 
agreed  to,  as  he  saw  no  good  in  postponing  the 
business  for  two  years. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  the  observations  on  this 
subject  had  generally  admitted  that  there  would 
be  a  loss  attendant  on  the  calling  in  of  the  foreign 
coin  in  question  ;  but  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
endeavored  to  prove  that  it  w  as  the  intention  of  gen- 
tlemen, in  favor  of  suspending  the  act,  to  iorce  for- 
eign coin  to  be  received.  It  was  astonishing  that 
the  gentleman  could  so  far  impose  upon  himself 
as  to  believe  it  possible  to  impose  such  an  opinion 
upon  the  House.  The  laws  had  heretofore  said 
they  should  be  received;  they  did  not  wish  to  add 
to  them.  He  believed  they  were  not  now  to  de- 
cide whether  they  would  have  our  own  impres- 
sion upon  all  the  money  in  circulation,  but  whe- 
ther they  should  be  justified  in  taking  money  out 
of  the  hands  of  citizens  at  a  less  value  than  that 
for  which  they  received  it.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  suspension  of  this  act  would  be  an  in- 
trenchment  upon  the  Mint  law;  that  it  would 
strike  at  the  existence  of  the  Mint ;  and  that  if 
the  business  were  postponed,  the  same  objection 
would  arise  at  the  end  of  the  time  to  which  the 
laws  were  suspended.  The  crisis  now  arrived, 
he  said,  was  never  in  view  when  the  law  was 
passed ;  the  Mint  law  had  not  been  carried  into 
effect ;  it  directed  that  all  foreign  coin  which 
came  into  the  Treasury  should  be  sent  to  the 
Mint  and  recoined.  What  would  have  been  the 
consequence  of  this?  If  it  were  ever  possible 
to  fill  the  country  with  our  own  coin,  it  would 
now  have  been  filled.  But,  instead  of  this  law 
being  complied  with,  not  a  shilling  had  been  sent 


to  the  Mint  from  the  Treasury.  The  consequence 
was.  a  coin  of  the  United  States  could  not  be  seen, 
at  least  in  the  interior  of  the  country.  He  averred 
he  never  did  see  an  eagle  pass  in  any  current 
commercial  transaction.  He  believed  it  impossi- 
ble to  keep  a  circulation  of  this  kind  for  any 
length  of  time ;  for  the  balance  of  foreign  trade 
being  against  us,  it  must  go  to  pay  that  balance. 
Mr.  N.  said  he  had  attended  to  the  report  which 
they  had  received  on  this  subject,  and  to  the  ob- 
servations of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
that  it  ought  to  produce  a  different  result  in  the 
committee.  He  had  nothing  but  the  gentleman's 
word  for  it.  So  far  as  he  could  understand  the 
report,  he  did  not  find  this  Mint  operative,  or  able 
to  do  the  work  which  gentlemen  wished  to  give 
it.  That  it  had  done  last  year  less  than  ever,  and 
if  it  gets  the  $300,000  which  are  expected,  upon 
the  highest  calculation  of  what  it  can  do,  (and  not 
what  it  has  done,)  it  will  require  seventeen  weeb 
to  recoin  them.  What  would  be  the  effect,  then, 
if  all  the  foreign  coin  were  to  come  in  1  The 
banks  would,  of  course,  have  the  preference,  and 
the  other  must  wait  until  the  Mint  was  ready  to 
receive  it,  without  benefit  to  the  owners.  Was 
this  reasonable  ?  And  were  gentlemen  to  be  in- 
dulged in  their  plaything  at  the  expense  of  the 
people  ?  Mr.  N.  said  gentlemen  forced  the  Mint 
into  discussion.  They  say  it  is  necessary  for  its 
existence  that  this  law  should  be  in  force.  They 
were  constantly  told  that  ail  the  mischief  which 
could  arise  from  the  stoppage  of  the  silver  coin 
had  already  taken  place.  His  knowledge  was 
the  reverse.  When  he  left  home,  the  circulation 
had  stopped,  but  persons  holding  crowns  declined 
parting  with  them  at  a  loss,  relying  on  something 
being  done  for  their  relief.  As  to  what  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  done,  in  ordering  French  crowns  to  be 
received  at  the  custom-houses,  it  would  afford  no 
adequate  remedy.  It  was  perhaps  a  very  proper 
step  for  the  Executive  to  take,  though  he  did  not 
know  by  what  authority  it  was  done  ;  yet  gentle- 
men wished  to  have  the  sole  regulation  of  the 
business.  He  was  far  from  being  of  this  opinion. 
But,  say  gentlemen,  if  this  suspension  were  to 
take  place  for  two  years,  the  same  inconvenience 
would  return.  This,  Mr.  N.  said,  would  depend 
upon  circumstances.  If  gentlemen  were  deter- 
mined to  support  the  Mint,  there  were  other  ways 
of  doing  it,  without  taxing  any  particular  part  of 
the  people.  If  not,  it  might  be  put  down  altoge- 
ther. It  was  not  tied  about  their  necks  like  a  mill- 
stone  to  sink  them.  He  trusted  if  it  were  found 
an  useless  and  unprofitable  establishment,  that  it 
would  be  relinquished.  One  result,  Mr.  N.  said, 
he  drew  from  the  Director's  report,  which  was 
that,  whilst  there  were  to  the  amount  of  $300,000 
in  French  crowns  in  this  city  and  New  York,  the 
quantity  in  circulation  could  not  be  so  inconsider- 
able as  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  insinuate.  It 
confirmed  his  opinion  that  the  amoant  throughout 
the  United  States  was  a  serious  one.  He  hoped 
the  committee  would  not  rise  for  the  purpose  pro- 
posed. 

Mr.  Vena b lb  said  it  would  be  remembered  that 
the  gentleman  from    Pennsylvania,   (Mr.  Sit- 
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greaves,)  was  on  a  former  day  opposed  to  the 
report  of  the  committee,  though  he  now  wished 
to  favor  it,  notwithstanding  his  arguments  were 
against  it.  He  himself  was  one  of  the  committee, 
and  should  have  been  satisfied  with  the  report. 
Mr.  V.  thought  the  gentleman  had  used  a  curious 
sort  of  argument.  He  had  said  he  had  no  data 
upon  which  to  calculate  what  would  be  a  suffi- 
cient circulating  medium  for  this  country  ;  yet  he 
was  certain  there  must  now  be  sufficient  coin  to 
prevent  any  inconvenience  from  the  stoppage  of 
foreign  coin.  He  did  not  think  it  safe  to  act  upon 
such  arguments  as  these.  He  said  he  was  not 
much  acquainted  with  commerce  ;  but  some  gen- 
tlemen had  gone  upon  ideas  which  were  very  dif- 
ferent from  those  impressed  upon  his  mind.  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  said  that  the 
only  way  to  support  the  Mint  was  to  depreciate 
the  foreign  coin  ;  but  this  could  not  last  long,  for 
if  it  were  depreciated,  that  depreciation  would  put 
a  stop  to  its  importation.  Before  he  saw  the  re- 
port, Mr.  V.  said  he  supposed  the  operations  of  the 
Mint  had  been  greater  than  they  proved  to  be. 
He  was  now  satisfied  that  nothing  would  do  but 
a  suspension  of  the'law  relative  to  foreign  coin,  as 
the  Mint  could  not  supply  the  circulation.  In 
three  years  the  Mint  had  coined  $700,000.  They 
were  now  indeed  promised  $300,000  irom  the 
hanks.  If,  therefore,  the  Mint  increased  in  its 
operations,  the  country  would  be  in  a  better  state 
for  dispensing  with  the  circulation  of  foreign 
coin  two  years  hence  than  it  was  at  present.  Had 
the  Mint  answered  the  expectations  formed  of  it 
when  the  Mint  law  passed,  there  would  not  now 
have  been  any  occasion  for  the  proposed  suspen- 
sion. It  was  said  that  as  the  officers  of  the  Cus- 
toms and  the  banks  received  French  crowns,  there 
could  not  be  much  loss  upon  them  ;  but  the  banks 
receiving  them  was  a  voluntary  act,  and  they 
might  depreciate  or  appreciate  them  at  their  own 
pleasure.  This  was  not  the  situation  in  which 
the  country  ought  to  be  with  respect  to  the  cir- 
culating medium.  The  people  wished  to  have 
the  business  regulated  by  law,  that  they  might 
have  some  certainty  in  their  money  transactions. 
Mr.  S.  Smith  said  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts had  charged  him  with  ignorance  in  the 
observations  he  had  made  with  respect  to  the 
mode  of  transacting  business  between  this  coun- 
try and  Bilboa ;  and  though  he  was  ready  to  con- 
fess he  might,  in  some  respects,  be  deemed  ignor- 
ant on  many  subjects  which  came  before  that 
House,  yet  he  did  not  think  the  term  applicable 
on  the  present  occasion.  The  gentleman  had  as- 
serted that  there  was  no  way  of  importing  coin 
from  that  country  but  by  smuggling ;  but  the  true 
way  of  importing  eoin  was  to  pay  eight  per  cent, 
for  the  danger,  fire  per  cent,  premium,  and  to  sus- 
tain a  further  loss  of  five  per  cent.,  making  in  the 
whole  eighteen  per  cent.  The  gentleman  had 
stated  that  at  present  it  was  impossible  to  make 
remittances  by  way  of  London,  and  that  when 
they  were  made,  they  were  attended  with  a 
charge  of  from  fifteen  to  twenty  per  cent.  The 
gentleman  had  also  stated  the  Spanish  dollar  to 
be  as  low  as  twenty-eight  pence,  but  this  was 


owing  to  a  paper  currency  in  Spain,  which  had 
reduced  the  price  from  iorty-eight  to  twenty- 
eight.  The  extent  of  loss,  at  this  time,  of  remit- 
tances of  that  kind,  was  from  ten  to  twelve  and  a 
half  per  cent.  And  so  far  from  the  gentleman 
being  correct  in  saying  that  no  remittances  could 
at  this  time  be  made,  it  was  the  common  course  of 
business — as,  though  it  could  not  be  made  directly 
to  London,  it  was  done  through  Hamburg,  in  the 
same  way  as  remittances  from  Holland  to  London 
were  made  through  Bremen.  With  respect  to  the 
report  before  them,  the  Director  said  they  could 
coin  from  $18,000  to  $20,000  per  week.  Let  us 
see,  said  he,  what  has  been  done.  The  last  depo- 
site  was  $29,000,  from  the  Bank  of  North  America, 
made  there  three  weeks  ago,  and  yet  it  was  not 
finished.  This  varies  from* the  report  of  the  Di- 
rector. Supposing,  however,  that  the  Mint  is 
capable  of  coining  $15,000  a  week,  it  would  take 
a  year  and  a  quarter  to  coin  a  million  of  dollars. 
Mr.  Sitoreaves  said,  that  the  gentleman  irom 
Virginia  (Mr.  Nicholas)  had  insinuated  that  his 
motion  ought  not  to  be  carried,  because  be  was, 
on  a  former  occasion,  opposed  to  the  report, 
though  now  in  fdvor  of  it.  He  did  not  oppose  it 
altogether,  but  only  as  it  related  to  gold  com  ;  he 
then  tried  the  opinion  of  *the  committee  with  re- 
spect to  gold  com ;  he  wished  now  to  try  it  with 
respect  to  silver,  and  to  see  whether  they  were  not 
of  opinion  that  the  measures  recommended  by  the 
Executive  would  not  prove  sufficient  to  answer 
every  purpose.  He  had  also  noticed  what  he  had 
said  with  respect  to  the  circulating  medium  of  the 
country.  Because  he  had  said  he  did  not  know 
the  amount  of  the  circulating  medium,  yet  from 
the  amount  coined,  and  the  dollars  and  paper  in 
circulation,  he  believed  no  inconvenience  could 
be  sustained  from  the  stoppage  of  French  crowns, 
be  had  called  it  an  extraordinary  argument.  It 
was  not  one  of  those  things  upon  which  any  cer- 
tainty could  be  bad.  He  might  with  as  much 
propriety  say  it  was  sufficient,  as  that  gentleman 
should  say  the  contrary.  It  was  their  opinion. 
But  the  gentleman  remarked,  that  the  sum  now 
said  to  be  ready  to  be  deposited  in  the  Mint,  was 
nearly  half  the  amount  of  what  had  hitherto  been 
coined.  This  was  a  fact,  Mr.  S.  said,  which  ought 
to  be  a  strong  inducement  with  them  to  take  the 
course  he  advocated ;  for,  said  he,  what  is  the 
reason  so  little  has  hitherto  been  done  ?  Did  it 
not  appear  from  the  report  of  the  Director  of  the 
Mint  that  it  was  owing  to  errors  in  the  law  which 
prevented  deposites  from  being  made?  And  had 
not  these  representations  been  uniformly  disre- 
garded ?  It  had,  therefore,  been  for  want  of  bul- 
lion alone  that  the  Mint  had  not  done  more  work. 
The  former  Director  had  told  them  that  the  Mint 
was  equal  to  the  coining  the  "value  of  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars  of  gold  and  silver  coin  in  a  year; 
the  present  Director  told  them  from  $18,000  to 
$20,000  a  week  in  silver,  which  was  about  a  mil- 
lion a  year,  and  gold  in  proportion.  Hence  it  was 
clear  that  the  capacity  of  the  Mint  was  equal  to 
the  issuing  of  three  millions  a  year ;  so  that  it 
was  not  incapacity,  but  error,  which  prevented  a 
sufficiency  ot  coin  from  coming  from  the  Mint. 
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The  act  for  stopping  foreign  coin  had  already,  in 
some  degree,  as  they  learnt  from  the  report  before 
them,  corrected  the  error. 

Gentlemen  had  suggested  another  mode  of  sup- 
porting the  Mint  by  appropriation.  He  had  heard 
nobody  deny  that  this  would  not  be  proper ;  but 
he  wished  the  law  to  remain  in  aid  oi  any  appro- 
priation which  might  be  made. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  with  remarking,  that  he  had 
inquired  of  one  of  the  bank  directors  the  reason 
why  so  great  a  proportion  of  gold  coin  had  been 
sent  to  the  Mint?  and  he  told  him  it  was  owing 
to  the  gold  being  in  so  mutilated  a  state  that 
they  could  not  pat  it  off  to  their  customers. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Nicholas,) 
he  did  not  expect  to  have  heart!  the  arguments 
made  use  of  by  his  colleague;  after  it  had  been 
stated  that  the  law  of  1793,  which  required  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  send  to  the  Mint  all 
the  foreign  coin  which  came  into  his  hand  had 
not  been  complied  with,  he  was  astonished  he 
should  talk  to  them  of  the  errors  of  the  system  as 
to  deposites.  It  was  said  there  were  goat  reasons 
for  this  breach  of  the  law.  He  did  not  doubt  this, 
because  they  knew  the  law  had  not  been  carried 
into  effect.  The  reason  why  it  had  not,  was  not 
now  under  discussion ;  but  let  it  not  be  said  that 
it  was  owing  to  a  great  part  of  the  revenue  being 
paid  in  paper,  because  it  was  known  that  cash 
was  always  demanxlable  for  that  paper.  He  did 
not  mean  to  throw  blame  upon  the  department  in 
the  business,  any  farther  than  this :  that,  as  it  was 
their  duty  to  carry  the  laws  into  effect,  when  they 
found  it  inconvenient  to  do  so,  they  ought  to  state 
the  inconvenience,  in  order  that  the  law  might  be 
reconsidered.  It  was  complained  of  that  no  ap- 
propriation had  been  made  for  the  purchase  of 
bullion  ;  there  would  have  been  no  necessity  for 
this,  had  the  law  been  carried  into  effect,  as  all 
the  money  in  the  Treasury  was  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  by  the  law  directing  it  to  be  recoined. 

Tne  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Sew- 
all)  complained  that  the  law,  making  foreign 
coin  legal  tender,  forced  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  receive  a  foreign  coin  which  might  not 
be  of  sufficient  purity,  and  upon  which  they  might 
suffer  a  loss.  Mr.  G.  said,  the  gentleman  was  mis- 
taken as  to  fact,  as  no  loss  of  this  kind  could  be 
sustained,  until  the  President  issued  a  proclama- 
tion, declaring  that  a  certain  coin  was  of  less  value 
than  it  ought  to  be.  The  present  question  was 
not,  as  that  gentleman  had  stated  it,  whether  they 
should  give  currency  to  foreign  coin  or  not;  but 
it  was  whether  they  should  take  foreign  coin  out 
of  circulation  before  they  got  their  own  into  cir- 
culation. The  law  consisted  of  two  parts:  the 
one  was,  directing  that  all  money  which  came  into 
the  Treasury  should  be  recoined ;  the  other,  that 
at  a  certain  period  foreign  coin  should  be  called  I 
out  of  circulation.  But  the  first  part  not  having 
been  carried  into  effect,  it  was  highly  reasonable 
the  operation  of  the  second  should  be  suspended. 
Mr.  G.  did  not  think  the  report  of  the  Director  of 
the  Mint  made  any  change  in  question.  If  any 
inference  could  be  drawn  from  it,  it  was  that  the 


banks  having  sent  a  considerable  quantity  of  for- 
eign coin  to  be  recoined,  they  may  probably  con- 
tinue to  do  so,  though  the  act  be  suspended.  With 
respect  to  the  deposites  promised  from  the  banks 
of  New  York  and  this  city,  he  did  not  think  they 
were  of  any  consequence  in  the  business,  as  thejr 
did  not  affect  the  main  argument.  He  said  it 
should  be  the  interest  of  the  holders  of  French 
crowns  to  take  them  to  the  Mint  or  not ;  if  it 
were  their  interest,  they  would  do  it  without  any 
u  legitimate  force,"  as  his  colleague  had  termed 
it ;  if  not.  they  ought  not  to  do  it  at  a  loss.  He 
should,  therefore,  vote  against  the  committee1; 
rising  for  the  purpose  mentioned. 

Mr.  Sewall  thought  it  incumbent  upon  him, 
before  the  question  was  taken,  to  state  that  he  did 
not  apply  the  term  "ignorance"  to  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland,  generally,  but  merely  as  to  the 
particular  circumstance  of  which  he  spoke;  nor 
should  he  have  used  the  phrase,  if  another  had 
occurred  to  him.  Mr.  S.  also  took  some  notice 
of  what  had  been  said  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  respect- 
ing the  proclamation  of  the  President  being  ne- 
cessary, before  any  loss  could  be  sustained  by 
foreign  coin  containing  too  much  alloy ;  but  a 

S reclamation  of  this  kind  would  occasion  as  great 
ifficulty,  as  suffering  the  law  in  question  to  con- 
tinue  in  effect. 

The  question  for  the  committee's  rising,  in  or- 
der to  recommit  the  bill,  was  put  and  negatived, 
there  being  only  27  votes  in  its  favor. 

The  question  was  then  carried  without  division 
for  rising  and  reporting  the  bill. 

The  House  having  resumed,  Mr.  Sitg reaves 
called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question  of  the 
bill's  going  to  to  a  third  reading.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Champlin  said,  as  he  intended  to  rote 
against  this  bill,  and  as  several  gentlemen  opposed 
to  it  had  taken  very  different  grounds  of  opposi- 
tion, he  rose  with  a  view  of  merely  stating  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  should  give  his  vote.  He 
was  as  sensible  as  any  member  of  the  House  of 
the  evils  and  inconveniences  resulting  from  a  cer- 
tain part  of  the  act  relative  to  the  Mint;  and  if 
they  could  not  be  remedied  in  any  other  way  than 
the  one  contemplated  by  the  bill  now  proposed, 
he  should  certainly  assent  to  it.  But  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  provision  contained  in  this  bill  to 
remedy  those  evils  was  both  improper  and  unne- 
cessary :  improper,  as  it  would  operate  to  the  ruin 
of  the  Mint ;  and  unnecessary,  as  the  select  com- 
mittee, to  whom  this  subject  was  referred,  origi- 
nally reported  a  proposition  which,  if  adopted. 
would  put  an  end  to  all  the  difficulties  consequent 
upon  the  operation  of  the  act  in  question,  as  it 
now  stood.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  bill 
would  be  negatived,  and  the  original  report  of  the 
select  committee  be  again  resorted  to  and  adopted. 

The  question  being  put  upon  the  bill's  going 
to  a  third  reading,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  taken, 
and  stood  68  to  25,  as  follow : 

Yeas— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thomas 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  Stephen  Bul- 
lock, Demsey  Burges,  John  Chapman,  Thomas  Clai- 
borne, William  Charles  Cole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay, 
John  Clopton,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit,  Thorns* 
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T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  William  Ed 
raond,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  William 
FindJcy,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Albeit  Gallatin,  James 
Gillespie,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  Andrew  Gregg,  Roger 
Griswold,  William  Barry  Grove,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert 
Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  Hexekiah  L.  Hos- 
mer,  Walter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kittera£Sdward  Liv- 
ingston, Matthew  Locke,  Samuel  Lyman,  Jas.  Machir, 
Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  Mc- 
Dowell, Daniel  Morgan,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas, 
Jooah  Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney,  John  Reed,  John  Rut- 
ledge,  jun.,  William  Shepard,  Tompson  J.  8kinner, 
Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  Peleg  8prague,  Richard 
Spngg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  John 
Swanwick,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  Abram  Trigg,  John 
Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abra- 
ham Tenable,  John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nits — George  Baer,  jun.,  Bailey  Bartlett,  David 
Brooks,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  William  Craik,  John 
Dennis,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Henry  Glen, 
William  Gordon,  William  Hindman,  James  H.  Imlay, 
William  Matthews,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis, 
Isaac  Parker,  8amuel  Bewail,  Thos.  Sinnickson,  Samuel 
Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  George  Thatcher,  Richard 
Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg 
Wadsworth. 

The  bill  was  accordingly  ordered  to  be  engross- 
ed for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

TENNES8EE  LAND  TITLE8. 

Mr.  Pinckney,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  remonstrance  and  petition  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  made  a  re- 
port recommending  that  a  sum  of  money  should 
be  granted  by  Congress,  and  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  for  the  re- 
lief of  such  citizens  of  Tennessee  as  have  titles  to 
land  by  virtue  of  the  cession  act  of  North  Caro- 
lina, and  who  have  been  deprived  of  them  by  the 
carrying  into  effect  the  late  treaty  with  the  In- 
dian claim,  or  in  such  other  manner  as  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  shall  think  proper,  for 
the  relief  of  the  said  citizens. 

This  report  was  twice  read,  and  committed  for 
Monday. 

Thursday,  December  24. 

Mr.  Allen  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  follow- 
ing effect ;  which  was  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  alterations  are  necessa- 
ry to  be  made  in  the  act  establishing  the  Judiciary  De- 
partment, and  that  they  report  by  bUl  or  otherwise. 

AMY  DARDIN. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  moved  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  on  the  petition  of  Amy 
Dardin,  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  Speaker  said,  that  the  report  having  been 
negatived  at  a  former  session,  and  a  bill  brought 
in  for  her  relief  but. not'  decided  upon,  the  proper 
motion  would  be,  to  appoint  a  committee  to  bring 
in  a  bill. 

Mr.  Claiborne  made  that  motion,  which  Mr. 
Coit  moved  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Claims,  in  order  that  they  might  report  the  facts 


relative  to  the  case,  which  were  not  generally 
known. 

Mr.  Claiborne  objected  to  this ;  and 

Mr.  Baldwin  suggesting  the  propriety  of  com- 
mitting it  to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
to  whom  were  referred  the  subject  of  considering 
the  expediency  of  excepting  certain  claims  from 
the  operation  of  the  limitation  acts,  this  course 
was  adopted. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  North  and  Vesey,  of 
Charleston,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed ; 
as  was  also 

The  bill  for  suspending  the  second  section  of 
the  act  for  regulating  foreign  coins,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Two  and  three  years  were  proposed  for  filling 
the  blank  for  the  duration  of  the  suspension ;  the 
latter,  moved  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  was  carried. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  a  communication  from  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, enclosing  the  accounts  of  the  Treasurer 
for  the  quarter  ending  the  30th  of  September ; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CAPTAIN  HURLBUT. 

Mr.  Coit  called  for  the  order  of  the  day.  on  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Capt.  Hurlbut ;  whicn  being 
acceded  to.  the  House  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject,  and  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment.  The  House  took  it  up, 
when 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  bill  would  not  be  en- 
grossed, but  recommitted  to  a  select  committee, 
in  order  that  a  bill  might  be  reported  on  the  sub- 

J'ect  generally,  as,  if  relief  were  to  be  offered  at  all, 
le  hoped  it  would  not  be  confined  to  one  case. 

Mr.  Williams  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  as  there  was  no  probability,  that 
there  could  be  many  cases  of  this  kind,  he  saw  no 
reason'  for  passing  a  general  law  on  the  subject. 
He  had  only  heard  of  one  other  case. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  that  though  gentlemen 
might  amongst  themselves  have  concluded  that 
the  Revolutionary  war  ended  in  January,  1783, 
yet  he  believed  the  representatives  of  persons  who 
served  during  all  the  actual  war  till  the  year  1781. 
and  died  before  1783,  would  suppose  they  had 
ground  for  making  application,  except  the  House 
came  to  some  express  declaration  on  the  subject. 
For  his  part,  he  saw  no  difference  between  the 
case  of  a  man  who  died  at  one  time  or  the  other ; 
he  thought  the  war  continued  so  long  as  the  ene- 
my's armies  remained  in  the  country. 

Mr.  Brooks  was  in  favor  of  the  motion ;  for 
though  there  might  be  but  few  instances  of  this 
kind ;  he  wished  them  all  to  be  put  upon  the  same 
footing.  The  enemy  evacuated  New  York,  he 
said,  on  the  25th  of  November ;  he  was  present  at 
the  time ;  but  the  Army  had  been  generally  dis- 
charged on  the  3d  of  November.  He  supposed  a 
variety  of  considerations  had  induced  Congress  to 
determine  the  war  as  closed  at  the  time  they  had 
fixed. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  in  favor  of  the  motion.  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  founded  the 
claim  of  Captain  Hurlbut  on  his  contract,  and 
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had  therfore  had  recourse  to  fixing  the  period  of 
the  termination  of  the  war  at  a  different  time  than 
that  fixed  by  Congress.  When  they  were  about 
to  declare  the  determination  of  a  former  Congress 
wrong,  he  thought  they  should  do  it  expressly,  and 
not  by  implication;  and  he  trusted  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  was  not  afraid  of  being  called 
upon  to  do  justice  in  other  cases,  which  stood 
upon  the  same  ground  with  the  present. 

Mr.  A.  Foster  said,  this  construction  of  the 
termination  of  the  war  would  embrace  more  cases 
than  was  imagined ;  he  supposed  it  would  extend 
to  soldiers  as  well  as  officers,  who  died  after  that 
period. 

Mr.  Nicholas's  motion  was  put,  and  carried. 

Mr.  Varnum  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by 
including  soldiers  who  died  after  the  signing  the 
preliminary  articles  of  peace,  as  entitled  to  the 
gratuity  or  eight  dollars,  which  w^s  allowed  to 
those  who  served  to  the  close  of  the  war.  Agreed 
to. 


LOUIS  LE  GUEN. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  for  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Man- 
ufactures on  the  petition  of  Pierre  Joseph  Fla- 
mend,  in  behalf  of  Louis  Le  Guen ;  whicn  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject. 

The  petitioner  states  that,  on  the  16th  of  Sep- 
tember, 1795,  William  Macarty,  Esq.,  the  Consul 
of  the  United  States  at  the  Isle  of  France,  there 
shipped  on  board   the  brigantine  Mary,  Captain 
Robertson,  of  Philadelphia,  twelve  casks  of  indigo, 
consigned  to  George  Latimer,  Esq.,  of  Philadel- 
phia, owner  of  the  said  brigantine,  who  was  de- 
sired to  deliver  the  same  to  the  shipper's  orders; 
that  the  said  indigo  arrived  here  in  January.  1796 ; 
was  duly  entered  at  the  custom-house,  and  the 
duties  paid  by  George  Latimer,  Esq.,  who  stored 
the  same,  waiting  for  orders  to  whom  to  deliver  the 
same;  and  that  these  orders  were  delayed  by  acci- 
dents of  the  sea,  from  arriving  till  within  the  last 
fortnight,  when  Louis  Le  Guen  received  the  same, 
and  applied  for  the  indigo  to  Mr.  Latimer,  who 
delivered  the  same,  and  confirmed  on  oath  all  the 
facts,  above  stated,  as  far  as  they  relate  to  him ; 
but  by  the  delay  of  the  arrival  of  the  letters  of  ad- 
vice and  bills  of  lading,  the  time  had  elapsed  in 
which  the  indigo  might  be  exported  and  entitled 
to  drawback ;  wherefore  the  petitioner  prays  for 
an  extension  of  the  time  to  export  the  said  indigo, 
with  the  usual  allowance  of  drawback  on  exporta- 
tion.   The  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures were  of  opinion  that  as  the  loss  of  time 
arose  only  by  the  distance  or  the  Isle  of  France, 
and  accidents  to  letters,  and  not  by  any  fault  in 
the  petitioner;  and  as  there  was  no  probability  of 
any  precedent  of  this  kind  frequently  occurring, 
they  thought  it  but  just  and  reasonable  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioner  should  be  granted  ;  and  therefore 
recommend  the  House  to  come  to  the  following 
resolution : 

Ruahed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring  in 
a  bill  in  pursuance  of  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner. 


Mr.  Swan  wick  moved  that  the  committee  con- 
cur  with  the  report. 

This  motion  called  forth  considerable  debate. 
It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Coit,  Gallatin,  J. 
Williams.  Allen,  Gordon,  and  Esmond,  on  the 
ground  of  its  proving  a  dangerous  precedent,  ai 
many  cases  might  occur  that  would  induce  mer- 
chants to  kelp  their  goods  past  the  twelve  months 
allowed  by  law,  before  they  exported  them ;  that 
no  accident  had  occurred  in  the  business ;  that 
Mr.  Le  Guen,  at  the  time  of  shipping  the  goods, 
knew  the  risk  he  would  run  of  losing  the  draw- 
back; that  he  chose  between  two  evils,  and  rather 
than  risk  the  sending  advices  in  the  same  vessel 
with  his  goods,  (which  would  have  proved  them 
to  be  French  property,)  he  chose  the  lesser  evil  of 
risking  the  loss  of  the  drawback ;  that  if  persons 
chose  to  run  those  risks,  the  Govern  meat  had 
nothing  to  do  with  it,  and  it  ought  to  hare  no 
operation  upon  our  laws ;  but  if  subjects  of  the 
belligerent  rowers  chose  to  put  their  property  on 
board  our  vessels,  under  the  American  mantle. 
they  ought  not  to  expect  the  additional  advantage 
of  a  suspension  of  our  laws  in  their  favor.  Mr. 
Allen,  in  particular,  cast  a  severe  censure  upon 
our  Consul  in  the  Isle  of  France  for  having  con- 
nived at  this  deception;  and  that  to  grant  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  would  be  a  scandalous  par- 
tiality in  favor  of  one  of  the  belligerent  Powers. 

The  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Swan- 
wick,  Livingston,  S.  Smith,  J.  Parker,  Pinck- 
net,  and  Brooks,  on  the  ground  that  there  had 
been  no  omission  on  the  part  of  Mr.  LeGuen; 
that  it  had  been  owing  to  the  accidents  of  the 
sea,  that  advice  was  not  received  in  due  time; 
that  it  was  never  intended  that  goods  not  con- 
sumed in  this  country  should  pay  the  duty;  that 
in  England,  whose  practices  in  this  respect  we 
have  copied,  a  business  of  this  kind  would  hare 
been  rectified  by  their  board  of  trade,  without 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  Legislature:  that 
it  would  have  been  a  mark  of  great  folly  to  hare 
sent  any  papers  by  the  vessels  which  conveyed 
the  property,  which  would  have  proved  it  to  hare 
been   French,  knowing  as  the  party   did,  that 
French  property  on  board  our  vessels  was  liable 
to  be  taken  by  the  English  ;  that  so  far  from  there  | 
being  any  moral  turpitude  in  thus  carrying  the 
property  of  persons,  subjects  of  any  of  the  belli- 1 
gerent  Powers,  it  was  a  very  profitable  branch  of 
our  trade,  and  that  the  Consul  at   the  Isle  of  I 
France  was  perfectly  justifiable  in   consigning 
the  goods  as  he  had  done. 

Mr.  Pincknet  was  of  a  different  opinion  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Consul.  He  thought  it  deci* 
dedly  wrong  that  he  should  have  had  anything 
to  do  in  the  business,  though  he  justified  our  thus 
carrying  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  belli- 
gerent Powers;  that  no  American  vessel  would 
receive  property  on  board  belonging  to  any  belli- , 
gerent  Power,  which  should  be  entered  as  such; 
that  in  allowing  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  Gor- 
ernment  would  show  no  more  partiality  to  any 
belligerent  Power  than  was  shown  daily  in  allow- 
ing foreigners  a  drawback  on  goods  exported; 
and  that  to  deny  the  prayer  of  the  petition  would 
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be  such  a  dereliction  of  justice,  as  it  was  trusted 
that  the  House  would  never  consent  to. 
.  The  committee  rose  without  taking  a  vote  on 
the  subject,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Friday,  December  22. 

A  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  relief  of  William 
Imlay,  Commissioner  of  Loans  for  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  was  twice  read  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims. 

GENERAL  KOSCIUSKO. 

Mr.  Dawson  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  subject,  which,  he  doubted  not, 
would    interest  the  feelings  of  every  member. 
The  subject  he  alluded  to  was  the  situation  of 
Genera]  Kosciusko.    It  was  a  fact  well  known  to 
every  man  in  this  country,  it  was  a  fact  known 
to  the  world,  that  this  brave  man  entered  into 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  at  an  early  pe- 
riod of  our  Revolutionary  war.    When  this  ser- 
vice was  ended,  he  received  from  the  Govern- 
ment a  certificate  of  what  was  due  to  him.    He 
returned   to  Poland,  his  native  country;  there, 
animated  by  the  same  spirit  which  had  led  him 
to  take  a  part  in  our  struggle  for  independence, 
he  endeavored  to  overthrow  the  existing  tyranny, 
and   to  introduce  in  its  place  liberty  and  inde- 
pendence.   For  some  time  his  attempt  seemed 
likely  to  be  crowned  with  success ;  but,  on  the 
fatal  10th  of  October.  1794,  overpowered  by  num- 
bers, he  was  defeated  and  taken  prisoner.    Cov- 
ered with  wounds  and  with  glory,  he  was  con*, 
ducted  to  the  prison  of  Petersburg.    When  he 
was  released  from  thence,  he  immediately  set  out 
to  this  cotfntry,  here  to  spend  the  remainder  of 
his  life.    He  was  now  witnin  this  city ;  but,  from 
the  wounds  he  had  received  in  his  arduous  but 
unsuccessful  conflict;  he  was  unable  to  walk,  or 
to  attend  to  any  business.     The  unfortunate  day 
on  which  he  was  taken  prisoner,  he  lost  his  all, 
and  with  it  the  certificate  of  the  services  rendered 
to  the  United  States.    He  was  unable,  therefore, 
to  obtain  a  settlement  of  his  account  at  the  Trea- 
sury.    To  set  aside  all  difficulty  in  the  matter, 
Mr.  D.  proposed  to  offer  a  resolution  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House;  and  as  it  was  justice 
only  which  he  sought  for  this  brave  man,  he 
doubted  not  that  a  spirit  of  justice  would  insure 
its  adoption.    It  was  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  coitfmittea  be  appointed  to  inquire 
and  report  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  provisions 
are  necesaary,  to  obtain  payment  of  the  claim  of  Gen. 
KosciiiMko  on  the  United  8tatee." 

Mr.  J.  Parkeb  seconded  the  motion.  He  hoped 
the  resolution  would  be  agreed  to,  and  that  imme- 
diate attention  would  be  paid  to  the  unfortunate 
gentleman,  as  he  believed,  except  he  made  use  of 
the  grant  made  to  him  by  the  Emperor  of  Russia, 
which,  be  believed,  he  was  disinclined  to  do,  for 
considering  bis  predecessor  as  the  chief  cause  of 
his  own  misfortunes,  and  those  of  his  country,  he 
did  not  wish  to  be  under  obligations  to  him.  The 
certificate  given  to  the  General  on  his  departure 


from  hence,  was  for  $12,800,  upon  which  he  had 
received  only  one  year's  interest.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  as  he  had  the  misfortune  to  lose  his 
certificate,  at  the  time  he  was  taken  prisoner,  that 
the  House  would  take  such  measures  as  should 
enable  him  to  receive  the  amount  of  his  certifi- 
cate, with  the  interest  due  thereon. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  that  the  resolution  should  be 
committed  to  the  Committee  of  Claims,  but  after- 
wards changed  his  motion  so  as  to  make  that 
committee  the  committee  to  inquire  and  report, 
instead  of  a  select  committee.  He  professed  to 
have  no  other  object  in  these  motions  than  that 
this  claim  should  take  the  same  course  with  other 
claims. 

The  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Allen, 
J.  Williams,  Macon,  and  Edmond.  It  was  op- 
posed by  Messrs.  J.  Parker,  Livingston,  Galla- 
tin, Brooks,  Nicholas,  Harper,  Sheperd,  Otis, 
plnckney,  swanwick,  s.  smith,  t.  c  lai  borne, 
and  McDowell. 

The  motion  for  a  reference  to  the  Committee 
of  Claims  was  lost — 59  to  33. 
'    Mr.  Pinckney  said,  that  as  this  claim  was  dif- 
ferent from  most  others  which  came  before  that 
House,  and  having  himself  had  something  to  do 
in  the  business,  he  would  state  to  the  House  what 
he  knew  of  it.    Previous  to  General  Kosciusko's 
return  to  Poland,  whilst  he  was  in  Germany,  he 
applied  to  the  Polish  Ambassador  in  London,  by 
letter,  requesting  him  to  make  application  to  the 
American  Minister  there  for  payment  of  a  part 
of  the  money  due  to  him  from  the  United  States. 
The  mode  of  transacting  this  business  was  this : 
The  interest  arising  from  the  certificate  granted 
to  the  General,  was  made  payable  in  Paris;  but 
from  the  change  which  took  place  in  the  French 
Government,  the  General  did  not  know  how  to 
receive  it  there,  which  was  the  reason  of  his 
making  application,  through  the  Polish  Minister 
to  him  (Mr.  P.)  in  London.    Mr.  P.  wrote  to  the 
American  Minister  in  Paris  for  an  order  on  the 
bankers  of  the  United  States  in  Holland,  but 
having  in  the  meantime  received  a  letter  from 
Gen.  Kosciusko,  requesting  the  money  to  be  sent 
for  him  to  Ratisbon  or  Leipsic,  he  (Mr.  P.)  sent 
an  order  to  Amsterdam,  requesting  the  bankers 
there  to  transmit  the*  money  either  to  Ratisbon 
or  Leipsic,  as  the  exchange  should  be  most  ad- 
vantageous.   In  the  interim  General  Kosciusko 
returned  to  Poland,  and  he  supposed  he  then  had 
no  time  to  attend  to  this  business.     He  never 
heard  any  more  upon  the  subject  until  he  saw  the 
General   in  Philadelphia,  when  he  found    this 
money  had  not  been  received  by  him ;  so  that  he 
supposed  it  vet  lay  in  the  hands  of  the  Leipsic 
or  Katisbon  Danker. 

Finding  this  to  be  the  case,  Mr.  P.  immediately 
wrote  to  the  banker  at  Amsterdam^  requesting 
him  to  redraw  the  money,  and  to  transmit  it 
here  for  the  General's  use.  But,  as  he  might,  in 
the  meantime,  stand  in  need  of  it,  it  might  be 
proper  in  the  United  States  to  anticipate  its  re- 
turn, by  settling  the  acount  with  the  General.  He 
hoped  in  whatever  way  this  business  was  effected, 
it  would  be  in  such  a  way  as  not  to  wound  the 
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feelings  of  a  man  who  had  deserved  so  well  of  this 
country. 

On  a  suggestion  of  Mr.  Sitgreaves,  instead  of 
appointing  a  committee,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  was  directed  to  make  a  report  what 
"  Legislative  provision  was  necessary,  ac." 

This  motion  was  carried  by  49  to  40 ;  but  what- 
ever difference  of  opinion  there  was-  in  the  House, 
as  to  the  mode  of  doing  the  business,  there  seemed 
to  be  but  one  sentiment,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
complying  with  the  spirit  of  the  resolution. 

COUNT  DE  GRAS8E. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  it  would  be  seen  by  the 
report  of  the  unfinished  business,  that  a  bill  passed 
that  House  in  February  last,  tor  the  relief  and 
protection  of  American  seamen,  but  not  being 
acted  upon  by  the  Senate,  he  found  it  would  be 
necessary  to  bring  forward  the  business  anew  in 
the  House  of  Representatives.  He  should,  there- 
fore, move  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  this  purpose  on  Tuesday  next.  Whilst 
he  was  up,  Mr.  L.  said  he  should  present  a  peti- 
tion from  the  daughters  of  the  late  Count  de 
Grasse.  The  petitioners  state  their  funds  as  ex- 
hausted, principally  by  paying  debts  contracted 
before  the  grant  of  Congress,  and  not  having  yet 
received  any  returns  from  the  estate  left  them  in 
Port-de-Paix,  they  pray  for  the  further  assistance 
of  Congress,  until  they  can  get  possession  of  their 
patrimony.  After  the  report  of  a  committee  on 
their  former  application,  Mr.  L.  moved  that  this 
petition  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  to  have  it  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims.  This  motion  was  negatived — 
there  being  only  22  votes  in  favor  of  it;  the  mo- 
tion for  a  reference  to  a  select  committee  was  then 
carried  without  a  division.  A  committee  of  five 
was  appointed. 

LOUIS  LE  GUEN. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  called  for  on  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures on  the  petition  of  Louis  Le  Guen,  the 
House  went  into  a  committee  on  that  subject ; 
and,  after  some  observations  from  Mr.  Coit 
against  the  report,  and  by  Mr.  Swanwick  in  favor 
of  it,  the  question  was  taken,  and  the  report  in 
favor  of  the  petitioner  negatived — there  being  only 
22  members  for  it. 

The  House  being  resumed,  on  the  motion  being 
put  for  a  concurrence  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  their  disagreement  to  the  report,  Mr. 
J.  Parker  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the 
question ;  but  as  one-fifth  of  the  members  present 
did  not  rise  in  favor  of  the  motion,  (which  is  ne- 
cessary according  to  the  rules  of  the  House,)  it 
was  lost.  The  motion  to  concur  was  then  car- 
ried— 58  votes  being  in  favor  of  it. 


Tuesday,  December  26. 

Mr.  Livingston,  agreeably  to  the  notice  he  had 
formerly  given,  moved  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  relief  and  protec- 
tion of  American  seamen;  which  was  agreed  to. 

A  report  from  the  Committee  of  Claims,  di- 


rected to  consider  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 
Imlay,  sent  from  the  Senate,  was  made,  recom- 
mending an  agreement  to  the  same;  the  report 
being  read  a  second  time,  was  referred,  together 
with  the  petition  and  bill,  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Thursday  next. 
EVIDENCE  IN  CONTE8TED  ELECTIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  resolred 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Jobs 
Wilkes  Kittera  in  the  Chair,  on  the  bill  direct- 
ing the  mode  of  taking  evidence  in  the  cases  of 
contested  elections;  and,  after  some  time  sDent  in 
considering  the  same,  during  which  the  bill  re- 
ceived sundry  amendments — among  others  wis  a 
clause  to  limit  the  duration  of  the  law  till  the 
end  of  the  first  session  of  the  sixth  Congress. 
This  clause  was  moved  by  Mr.  Havens,  and  se- 
conded by  Mr.  Sitgreaves;  it  was  opposed  by 
Mr.  Harper  as  destructive  to  the  object  of  the 
bill.  Mr.  Nicholas  saw  no  injury  that  could  re- 
sult from  it,  but  believed  it  to  be  the  only  mode 
of  reconciling  a  majority  to  the  bill — 

At  length  the  committee  rose  and  reported 
progress. 

PROTECTION  OP  COMMERCE. 

Mr.  Sbwall  reported,  from  the  committee  ap- 
pointed on  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech  re- 
lating to  the  protection  of  commerce,  that  it 
was  proper  to  regulate  the  arming  of  merchant 
ships  by  a  Legislative  provision  instead  of  an 
Executive  one ;  this  report  was  accompanied  by 
circulars  from  the  former  Secretary  of  War,  and 
the  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  treating  on 
the  same  subject ;  and  by  a  bill,  as  a  supplement  to 
the  act  of  June,  1794,  providing  punishment  for 
fitting  out  ships  of  war  or  naval  armaments. 

These  papers  were  ordered  to  be  printed,  and 
the  bill  ha  vine  been  read  a  second  time,  and 
agreed  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Nicholas  to  make  it 
the  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Monday  in  Feb- 
ruary next;  other  days  were  named,  viz:  Monday 
and  Thursday  next. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  most  distant 
day  and  carried — 40  members  rising  in  favor  of 
it,  and  37  against  it. 

Mr.  Sbepard  said  he  had  voted  for  the  most 
distant  day  under  a  mistake,  as  he  conceived  the 
motion  to  be  for  the  first  Monday  in  January ;  he 
wished  the  vote  might  be  reconsidered. 

The  Speaker  informed  that  such  a  motion 
must  be  seconded  by  a  member  who  voted  in  the 
majority,  or  it  could  not  be  put. 

Mr.  Morgan,  who  had  voted  on  the  same  side 
with  Mr.  Shepard,  and  wished  to  give  the  latter 
an  opportunity  of  voting  according  to  bis  inten- 
tion, seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Pincknet  said,  if  the  question  were  to  be 
reconsidered,  he  should  wish  to  hear  the  reasons 
why  gentlemen  wished  the  subject  to  be  so  long 
postponed.  He  thought  the  provisions  in  this 
Dili  were  much  better  than  those  which  at  present 
regulated  the  arming  of  vessels;  he  wished,  there- 
fore, that  the  business  might  not  be  so  long 
deferred. 
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Mr.  On 8  hoped  the  rote  would  be  reconsidered. 
He  thought  a  much  less  time  would  be  sufficient 
for  gentlemen  to  investigate  this  subject.  He 
wished  that  the  business  might  be  coolly  examined, 
and  that  such  measures  might  be  auopted,  with 
respect  to  the  arming  of  our  merchant  vessels,  as 
the  good  of  the  country  required;  and  not,  when 
a  subject  of  as  great  magnitude  as  any  which 
might  be  discussed  during  the  session,  was  brought 
before  the  House,  that  the  consideration  of  it 
should  be  postponed,  by  a  silent  vote,  for  four 
weeks.  He  thought  such  a  measure  very  extra- 
ordinary, and  pregnant  with  humility  and  dis- 
grace to  the  country,  at  a  time  when  our  suffer- 
ing commerce  called  aloud  for  protection.  Whe- 
ther they  would  protect  it  or  not,  is  a  question 
which  should  be  fairly  considered  and  determined 
upon ;  but.  when  a  proposition  was  brought  for- 
ward, which  had  a  view  to  this  subject,  by  what 
latent  fear,  he  asked,  were  gentlemen  palsied,  that 
such  a  measure  should  be  thus  procrastinated? 
He  invoked  the  Genius  of  the  Country  to  rescue 
the  Union  from  the  disgrace  which  hung  over  it ; 
that  at  a  time  when  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
which  had  so  greatly  contributed  to  its  prosperity, 
lay  prostrate,  and  a  bill  was  reported  which  had 
in  view  its  protection,  a  motion  should  be  agreed 
to  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  it  for  four  or 
five  weeks.  He  hoped  gentlemen  would  not 
persist  in  thus  acting;  he  wished  as  long  a  time 
to  be  given  as  was  necessary  for  considering  the 
subject,  but  not  that  it  should  be  laid  behind  the 
curtain,  on  account  of  any  fears  which  gentlemen 
were  unwilling  to  disclose. 

Mr.  Harper  trusted  his  friend  from  Massa- 
chusetts, when  he  informed  the  House  he  should 
be  against  reconsidering  the  question,  would  not 
impute  his  conduct  to  fear.  He  voted  for  making 
this  subject  the  order  of  the  day  for  the  first 
Monday  in  February,  not  because  he  felt  nnyfear, 
but  he  did  it,  and  he  should  do  it  again,  because 
the  bill  brought  into  view  a  subject,  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  which  they  were  not  prepared.  Why 
not  prepared  ?  Because,  at  the  last  session,  they 
had  negatived,  contrary  to  his  opinion  of  what 
ought  to  to  have  been  .done,  the  defensive  mea- 
sures then  proposed ;  for  he  then  thought,  and  con- 
tinued to  think,  that  it  would  have  been  well  to 
have  followed  up  pacific  steps  by  energetic  mea- 
sures of  defence.  He  did  alt  he  could  to  induce 
the  House  to  be  of  this  opinion,  but  he  was  not 
successful ;  and  as  it  had  been  resolved  to  leave 
the  state  of  things  as  they  found  them,  he  meant 
to  adhere  to  this  resolution  until  he  heard  from 
our  negotiators.  Whenever  the  time  should  come 
for  this  country  to  take  measures  of  defence,  he 
trusted  his  friend  from  Massachusetts  would  not 
find  him  behind  hand;  if  there  was  a  necessity 
for  repelling  force  by  force,  he  believed  there 
would  not  be  much  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
House  on  the  subject,  at  least  he  should  be  found 
ready  so  to  determine.  But  he  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of 
this  bill  till  the  period  proposed.  If  intelligence, 
in  the  meantime,  were  received  from  our  negotia- 
tors, they  could  call  it  up  sooner  by  a  vote  of  the 


House.  Mr.  H.  said,  when  he  gave  his  vote,  he 
understood  the  time  to  be  the  first  Monday  in 
January;  but  he  was  well  satisfied  to  let  the 
business  stand  as  it  was. 

Mr.  Rdtledoe  did  not  think  the  reasons  which 
his  colleague  had  given  for  his  vote  were  so 
weighty  as  those  upon  which  he  generally  acted. 
He  represented  this  as  a  hostile  measure.  For 
his '  part,  he  did  not  view  it  in  that  light,  but 
merely  as  a  measure  of  precaution.  He  believed 
the  merchants  had  a  right  to  arm,  and  he  believed 
they  would  arm;  and  he  thought  it  right  for 
Congress  to  say  they  should  arm,  only  under  cer- 
tain restrictions ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  a  ma- 
jority of  that  House,  from  hearing  the  bill  once 
read,  could  be  prepared  to  say  the  restrictions 
therein  contained  were  improper  or  incompetent, 
and  that  the  bill  was  incapable  of  being  modified 
in  such  a  way  as  to  effect  the  end  proposed.  All 
that  was  asked  for  was  discussion.  If,  when  it 
came  to  be  examined,  the  bill  could  not  be  so  modi- 
fied as  to  answer  the  purpose — or,  if  it  should  be 
thought  that  war  would  be  the  probable  conse- 
quence of  its  adoption,  then  let  it  be  rejected. 
But  why,  exclaimed  Mr.  R.,  in  the  name  of  ci- 
vility, of  politeness,  of  prudence,  may  it  not  be  ad- 
mitted to  a  discussion?  He  had  not  long  had  a 
seat  in  that  House,  but  it  was  the  first  time  he 
had  seen  a  subject  so  disposed  of  by  a  silent  vote. 
His  colleague  had  said  the  subject,  notwithstand- 
ing the  postponement,  could  at  any  time  be  called 
up  by  a  vote  of  the  House ;  he  also  knew  that  if 
an  earlier  day  were  fixed  upon,  it  would  always 
be  postponed,  and  this  was  a  much  more  usual 
course  of  acting.  The  delay  was  proposed,  it  was 
said,  that  we  might,  in  the  meantime,  hear  from 
our  commissioners.  He  thought  so  long  a  delay 
unnecessary  on  this  account.  He  expected  to 
hear  from  them  daily  and  hourly.  The  first 
easterly  wind  might  waft  their  despatches  to 
hand.  Besides,  if  they  went  on  to  mature  the 
business,  and  the  negotiation  should  terminate  in 
such  a  way  as  to  prevent  the  necessity  of  defen- 
sive measures,  no  mischief  would  have  been  done; 
but  if  the  negotiation  should  have  a  different  ter- 
mination, and  they  did  not  go  on  with  this  busi- 
ness, so  much  time  would  have  been  lost.  He 
had  little  doubt,  from  the  very  prompt  mode  of 
negotiation  practised  in  France,  that  the  issue  of 
our  negotiation  would  be  long  unknown;  he 
wished,  however,  their  usual  promptness  might 
not  take  place,  and  that  we  might  not  receive 
quite  so  early  intelligence.  But,  exclaimed  Mr. 
fL,  is  this  a  declaration  of  war?  No;  though  it 
might  appear  to  be  so,  from  the  strong  fears  of 
some  gentlemen.  If  the  proposition  were  to  go  to 
war  to-morrow,  those  fears  could  not  be  stronger; 
though,  in  reality,  the  question  was  no  more  than 
to  arm  merchant  vessels  against  pirates;  a  mea- 
sure quite  as  safe  as  arming  persons  for  their  de- 
fence, when  going  into  a  back  country,  against 
Indians  or  others  who  might  attack  them.  The 
House  had  been  told  some  days  ago,  by  a  gentle- 
man from  Maryland.  (Mr.  S.  Smith,)  whose 
opinions  on  commercial  subjects  had  always  great 
weight,  that  some  of  his  constituents  had  insist- 
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ed  upon  their  right  to  arm,  that  they  had  armed, 
and  they  heard  the  consequence.  It  was  the 
wish  of  the  friends  of  this  bill  to  prevent  these 
consequences  in  future.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
question  would  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  the  day  mentioned  too 
distant.  It  was  five  full  weeks  from  yesterday*. 
He  perfectly  agreed  in  sentiment  with  the  gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down,  and  would  not, 
therefore,  repeat  what  he  had  said.  He  was  sorry 
to  find  any  alarm  raised  upon  reading  a  bill,  pur- 
porting to  be  a  supplement  to  a  former  act,  as  to 
the  manner  of  arming  private  vessels  against 
lawless  bucaniers.  Why  postpone  the  conside- 
ration of  this  subject,  until  we  hear  from  our 
negotiators ;  since,  if  a  peace  in  Europe  were  to 
take  place  to-morrow,  some  such  measure  .would 
be  necessary,  as  our  seas  would  continue  to  be 
infested  with  these  marauders?  He  was  under 
no  apprehensions  of  a  hasty  decision  on  this  sub- 
ject. If  the  question  was  whether  the  bill  should 
pass,  there  might  be  some  ground  for  alarm ;  but 
to  be  alarmed  in  the  present  stage  of  the  business, 
appeared  as  if  they  were  afraid  of  doing  anything 
which  would  have  a  tendency  to  involve  the 
country  in  war;  but  he  would  not,  from  this  fear, 

Eostpone  a  business  with  which  no  foreign  nation 
ad  anything  to  do.    He  was,  therefore,  for  re- 
considering the  question. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  not  a  little  surprised  to 
hear  gentlemen  so  warm  on  the  present  question, 
attributing/ear  toothers,  and  bestowing  all  patri- 
otism upon  themselves.  He  did  not  know  ho  wit 
could  have  happened  that/ear  could  have  so  im- 
mediately got  possession  of  a  majority  of  the 
House  on  this  occasion ;  nor  did  he  know  how  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Otis)  had 
come  by  the  information  that  fear  was  the  im- 
pelling motive.  Had  he  been  as  anxious  to  be 
near<Land  as  capable  of  speaking,  as  that  gentle- 
man, ne  probably  should  not  have  given  a  silent 
vote  on  the  occasion ;  but  he  would  inform  that 
gentleman  that  many  who  voted  in  the  majority 
on  this  occasion,  were  incapable  of  acting  from 
fear.  This  question  had  been  discussed  at  the 
last  session  ;  it  was  then  determined  not  to  autho- 
rize any  arming  which  should  endanger  the  peace 
of  the  country.  Negotiators  had  been  appointed ; 
this  negotiation  was  now  pending,  and  taking  up 
a  subject  of  this  sort  might  have  an  unfavorable 
effect  upon  it.  It  was,  therefore,  clear  to  him  that 
they  had  better  postpone  the  discussion,  until  they 
heard  from  France,  which  he  did  not  expect  to  do 
so  soon  as  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
(Mr.  Rutledge)  expected. 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  said  it  was  not  the  usual 
course  of  business  to  postpone  the  discussion  of  a 
bill  to  a  distant  day,  except  it  were  with  a  view 
of  defeating,  it.  A  question  then  arose,  what  could 
be  the  reason  of  this  postponement  ?  The  gentle 
man  from  North  Carolina,  last  up,  had  conde- 
scended to  answer  this  question,  by  saying  that  it 
was  from  the  wish  not  to  affect  our  present  nego- 
tiation. This  certainly  could  not  be  the  case ;  and 
he  thought,  on  the  contrary,  that  this  was  the  best 
possible  time  for  taking  up  this  or  any  other  step 


which  had  relation  to  the  defence  of  our  courttry . 
If  they  were  not  to  pass  a  law  for  the  defence  of 
our  citizens  because  a  negotiation  was  pending 
with  a  foreign  country,  the  honor  and  independ- 
ence of  the  tountry  were  gone,  and  they  might  as 
well  cease  to  make  laws  at  all.  The  pending  ne- 
gotiation would  be  successful  or  unsuccessful.  If 
successful,  a  law  of  this  kind  would  be  necessary, 
as  it  was  not  intended  for  the  protection  of  oar 
commerce  against  any  particular  nation,  but  as  a 
system  of  defence  against  the  pirates  of  all  na- 
tions. But  suppose  the  negotiation  prove  unsuc- 
cessful ;  when  we  know  this,  said  he,  it  will  be  too 
late  to  take  the  measure  proposed ;  and  our  com- 
merce will  be  wholly  unprotected,  and  exposed  to 
the  depredations  of  the  French  or  an^other  coun- 
try. He  hoped,  therefore,  the  question  would  be 
reconsidered/ 

Mr.  Hartley  was  not  for  precipitating  a  meas- 
ure of  so  much  importance  as  this  was;  but  he 
thought  the  proposed  postponement  too  distant 
He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  last  up,  that  they 
had  a  right  to  make  the  proposed  regulation,  with- 
out having  respect  to  any  foreign  nation.  The 
commercial  interests  of  this  country  seemed  to  call 
for  some  measure  of  this  kind.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, the  question  would  be  reconsidered,  and  that 
they  should  make  the  bill  the  order  of  the  day  for 
the  second  Monday  in  January. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  it  was  easy  to  discover,  by 
the  manner  in  which  gentlemen  took  up  this  busi- 
ness, that  there  was  more  in  it  than  they  were 
ready  to  acknowledge.  He  understood  it  to  be 
neither  more  nor  less  than  the  question  which  was 
argued  at  the  last  session,  and  then  negatived.  If 
he  were  not  mistaken  in  this,  it  was  for  him  to  in- 
voke the  genius  of  America— to  call  down  the 
guardian  angel  of  peace — to  invoke  its  aid  against 
the  designs  which  gentlemen  seemed  to  hare  oa 
the  present  occasion.  It  was  his  opinion  that  a 
business  of  this  sort,  moved  at  the  present  day, 
was  ten  times  as  objectionable,  and  had  an  ap- 
pearance ten  times  as  suspicious,  as  when  formerly 
rejected.  Were  he  not  justified,  then,  in  wishing 
this  questjon  not  to  be  agitated,  when  our  situation 
was  no  way  more  suited,  to  such  a  measure  than 
when  formerly  discussed  ?  To  so  into  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  at  this  time,  would  reflect  upon  the 
instability  of  our  councils,  and  be  disgraceful  to 
them.  What  was  to  be  inferred,  he  asked,  from  a 
desire  to  go  into  the  business  of  arming  at  present t 
He  hoped,  and  trusted,  and  believed,  that  there 
was  no  disposition  in  that  House  to  throw  obsta- 
cles in  the  way  of  the  negotiation,  so  as  to  defeat 
it ;  if  he  could  conceive  any  such  intention  to  ex- 
ist, he  should  think  such  a  measure  as  was  not 
proposed  calculated  to  produce  the  effect.  To  dis- 
cuss this  subject,  and  authorize  the  arming  of  oar 
vessels,  would  be  to  set  adrift  the  passions  of  so- 
ciety, and  the  consequences  could  not  fail  to  be 
mischievous.  The  details  of  the  bill  confirmed 
him  io  this  opinion ;  the  regulations  were  mere 
cobwebs,  and  would,  by  no  means,  be  equal  to  the 
preventing  of  abuses.  It  would  be  placing  the 
peace  of  the  country  in  the  hands  of  every  man 
who  owned  a  ship.    If,  then,  there  were  nothing 
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oew  in  oar  situation,  nothing  which  made  a  change 
of  policy  necessary,  why  go  iaio  this  subject  ? 
Did  not  gentlemen  recollect  that  heat  which  had 
been  produced  by  the  discussion  on  a  former  occa- 
sion ?  If  they  did,  why  did  they  wish  to  antici- 
pate the  question  ?  It* could  only  tend  to  destroy 
that  harmony  which  would  be  so  desirable  in  case 
of  this  country  beinff  obliged  to  have  recourse  to 
the  dernier  resort.  But  they  had  been  told,  that 
if  some  regulations  were  not  entered  into,  great 
mischief  might  be  expected  from  merchants  arm- 
ing without  restriction,  and  a  single  instance  of 
abuse  had  been  mentioned.  This  was  all,  he  be- 
lieved, which  could  be  produced,  and  he  did  not 
think,  therefore,  the  peace  of  the  country  would 
be  much  hazarded  from  this  source.  He  .could  see 
no  evil  that  could  arise  from  letting  the  business 
remain  upon  its  present  footing  for  a  month  or  two 
looker.  He  believed  the  necessity  spoken  of  for 
going  into  this  measure  as  merely  ideal,  and  that 
it  would  hare  no  effect  but  that  of  inflaming  the 
minds  of  the  people  for  war.  As  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
(Mr.  Oris,)  in  his  appeal  to  the  Qenius  of  the  Coun-. 
try,  etc.,  he  considered  it  merely  as  a  touch  of  the 
mock  heroic.  He  thought  the  milder  Genii  should 
only  be  resorted  to.  The  only  Genius  which  he 
wished  to  appeal  to,  was  the  Genius  of  Peace.  We 
were  not,  he  said,  ripe  for  war.  Our  plans  had 
hitherto  been  pacific,  and  he  did  not  wish  at  pre- 
sent to  change  them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
rote  taken  would  not  be  revoked. 

Mr.  Sewall  was  in  favor  of  reconsidering  the 
question ;  not  that  he  wished  to  have  the  business 
cruwded  upon  the  House.  He  had  no  objection 
to  a  fortnight,  or  longer,  being  given.  Gentlemen, 
in  their  observations  on  this  subject,  had  recurred 
to  the  proceedings  of  last  Congress,  which  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  present  question  ;  and  ar- 
gued as  if  there  were  a  law  forbidding  merchants 
to  arm  their  vessels ;  whereas  there  was  no  such 
thing,  because  he  never  could  consider  Executive 
directions  as  law.  It  was  true  the  President  of 
the  United  States  had  forbidden  the  arming  of 
vessels,  except  for  the  East  India  and  African 
trade ;  but  there  were  no  regulations  to  prevent 
impositions  in  this  respect,  and  nothing  was  more 
&*y  than  for  vessels  to  clear  out  for  these  places. 
">dgo  to  others;  and  if  they  did  so,  they  were 
subject  at  present  to  no  forfeiture.  It  was  proper, 
therefore,  that  Congress  should  come  to  some  de- 
termination on  the  subject,  and  say  whether  mer- 
chants had  a  right  to  arm  or  not,  and  under  what 
estrictions ;  as,  at  present,  the  whole  burden  was 
improperly  thrown  upon  the  President.  Whilst 
he  business  remained  upon  its  present  footing,  cir- 
cumstances might  arise  which  would  be  very  un- 
pleasant. For  instance,  if  a  merchant  were  to 
ue  a  Collector  for  carrying  into  effect  the  orders 
>f  the  Executive,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
ud^e  to  found  a  decision  upon  those  orders. 
Nothing,  Mr.  S.  said,  could  be  gathered  from 
he  proceedings  of  last  Congress,  as  the  pre- 
ent  bill  was  intended  merely  to  regulate  a 
ight  which  the  merchants  already  possessed,  of 
rmiog  their  vessels,  so  as  to  prevent  hostile  ag- 
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gressions.  There  was  nothing  in  this  measure 
which  could  give  offence  to  our  masters,  even  if 
we  were  colonies  of  France  or  of  Great  Britain. 
All  that  was  intended  was  a  defence  against  pi- 
rates, whom  no  country  would  own  ;  for,  if  a  res- 
titution was  asked  for  on  account  of  losses  sustain- 
ed by  them,  it  would  be  said  by  France  or  Great 
Britain,  "  we  know  them  not ;  you  ought  to  defend 
yourselves  against  them."  As  to  the  observation 
of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  our  mer- 
chants would  continue  to  acquiesce  in  the  present 
state  of  things,  it  might  be  so;  but  he  thought 
they  had  a  just  claim  upon  the  United  States.  He 
believed  they  were  generally  unwilling  to  arm, 
except  under  the  regulations  of  the  United  States; 
but  they  ought  not  to  take  advantage  of  this  ac- 
quiescence, and  say  to  them,  without  concern,  "you 
would  go  to  sea,  and  run  your  risks  as  usual." 
Under  these  disadvantages  he  did  did  not  think 
they  should.  As  to  our  present  situation  with  re- 
spect to  France,  he  did  not  think  it  ought  to  be 
alluded  to,  as  the  proposed  regulations,  as  had 
before  been  observed,  were  not  intended  to  ope- 
rate against  them,  or  any  other  nation,  but  against 
the  piracies  committed  by  order  of  Victor  Hugues, 
or  any  other  marauder,  who  may  set  up  his  au- 
thority in  that  part  of  the  world.  So  desirous 
were  the  merchants  of  having  a  defence  against 
this  description  of  vessels,  that  since  they  could 
not  carry  out  real  guns,  they  have  lately  resorted 
to  the  carrying  of  wooden  guns,  that  they  might 
at  least  have  the  appearance  of  defence  upon  their 
vessels.  He  thought,  to  be  obliged  to  have  re- 
course to  this  practice,  was  derogatory  to  the 
honor  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  Dana  said,  it  was  not  very  liberal  to  as- 
cribe to  the  committee,  who  reported  this  bill, 
motives  which  they  themselves  did  not  avow.  If 
he  did  not  mistake  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
(Mr.  Nicholas,)  he  had  said  that  this  bill  was 
calculated  to  mislead  the  passions  of  our  citizens, 
and  prepare  them  for  war.  The  committee  had 
not  stated  any  thing  of  this  kind ;  they  had  stated 
an  evil  to  exist,  and  proposed  a  remedy.  The  de- 
predations which  had  been  committed  upon  our 
commerce  by  pirates,  unauthorized  by  any  Gov- 
ernment, were  notorious ;  and  that  we  had  a  right 
to  defend  ourselves  against  them,  was  admitted  on 
all  hands ;  but  there  was  a  necessity  for  the  interfer- 
ence of  Congress  in  the  business,  and,  for  this  pur- ' 
pose,  the  present  bill  was  reported.  The  meas- 
ures proposed  had  been  spoken  of  as  measures  of 
hostility ;  they  were  no  such  thing ;  he  would  not 
adopt  any  measures  now  that  he  would  not  adopt  in 
a  state  of  profound  peace,  and  the  present  bill  was 
no  more  than  a*part  of  our  general  system  for  the 
regulation  of  the  conduct  of  our  merchants.  Mr. 
D.  alluded  to  the  orders  which  had  been  issued  by 
the  late  and  present  President  in  relation  to  the 
subject  of  arming,  and  showed  the  necessity  there 
was  for  an  interference  of  Congress.  He  did  not 
think  this  question  was  decided  at  the  last  session. 
But  it  was  said  that  this  subject  would  interfere 
with  the  negotiations  now  carrying  on  with  the 
French  Republic.  What  were  the  principles  laid 
down  by  France  with  respect  to  this  country? 
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They  say  "  they  will  respect  treaties  when  it  is 
their  interest  to  do  so."  He,  therefore,  supposed 
it  would  be  as  much  for  the  interest  of  France  to 
be  at  peace  with  us  if  oar  vessels  were  armed,  as 
if  they  were  not.  There  was  another  principle — 
they  will  "  respect  our  rights  when  we  know  how 
to  make  them  respected.''  Could  this  regulation, 
therefore,  weaken  that  respect  ?  He.  thought  not. 
To  postpone  the  question,  from  such  a  motive, 
would  be  humiliating.  It  would  be  saying  we 
dare  not  take  any  measures  of  defence  against  the 
marauders  on  our  coast,  lest  we  should  give  of- 
fence to  a  foreign  Power.  He  hoped  they  should 
not  be  thus  influenced. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  invoke 
the  Genius  of  America,  or  any  other  Genius.  He 
did  not  believe  in  any  genii.  He  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  question,  which 
he  thought  they  had  forgotten ;  for,  he  believed 
any  one  coming  into  the  House,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  might  have  guessed  for  forty  years 
and  not  found  it  out.  The  question  was,  whether 
the  former  vote  should  be  reconsidered.  It  was 
immaterial  whether  a  passion  for  France,  or  any 
other  strong  passion,  tad  overruled  reason,  and 
influenced  the  vote.  It  was  sufficient  that  two  or 
three  persons  had  stated  themselves  as  mistaken 
in  their  vote,  to  wish  the  question  to  be  reconsid- 
ered. If  this  was  the  question,  he  did  not  see 
what  they  had  to  do  with  the  war  in  Europe,  or 
with  the  negotiations  carrying  on  with  France ; 
but  as  it  had  been  the  practice  to  abandon  the 
question,  and  raise  other  subjects,  he  would  take 
the  liberty  of  following  the  example  which  had 
been  set,  oy  remarking  upon  what  had  been  said. 
[The  Speaker  signified  to  Mr.  T.  that,  in  doing 
so,  he  would  be  out  of  order,  and  having  expressed 
his  intentions,  the  deviation  could  not  be  admitted.] 
Mr.  T.,  however,  continued  to  make  some  obser- 
vations on  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  McDowell,)  as  to  the 
proposed  measure  having  effect  upon  the  negotia- 
tors. This  he  showed  to  be  next  to  impossible, 
as  we  were  expecting  to  hear  from  our  negotia- 
tors every  day,  and  they  could  not  hear  of  the 
proceedings  of  Congress  on  this  subject  for  two 
months  to  come.  The  question,  said  he,  is  to  arm 
against  rovers  and  pirates,  and  surely  gentlemen 
would  not  say  that  the  Terrible  Republic  were  a 
set  of  rovers  and  pirates ;  but  they  must  say  so, 
if  they  said  this  bill  was  against  them.  He 
believed  France  respected  itself  too  much  to  say 
this  was  intended  against  her.  The  gentleman 
from  Virginia  f  Mr.  Nicholas)  had  said,  there  was 
no  change  in  the  situation  of  things  since  last  ses- 
sion ;  but  he  believed  there  was  this  change,  as  it 
respected  commerce :  we  were  now  more  assured 
than  ever,  that  the  chief  of  the  depredations  com- 
mitted upon  our  commerce  were  committed  by 
unauthorized  marauders.  Mr.  T.  concluded  by 
reading  an  extract  from  the  President's  Speech, 
as  conveying  his  sentiments  with  respect  to  the 
disadjusted  affairs  of  Europe,  the  general  want  of 
morality  and  religion,  and  the  consequent  uncer- 
tainty of  permanent  peace. 

Mr.  Baldwin  said,  if  the  original  question  had 


now  been,  whether  the  consideration  of  this  sub- 
ject should  be  postponed  for  three  or  four  weeks, 
he  should  have  felt  himself  indifferent  as  to  the 
issue.    But  it  was  with  regret  he  saw  the  ques- 
tion brought  back  for  consideration.    The  gen- 
tleman last  up  had  spoken  of  three  gentlemen 
having  been  mistaken,  and  -  wishing  to  change 
their  votes.    He  heard  of  but  one — the  gentleman 
who  seconded  the  motion — and  be  did  it  only  that 
the  mover  might  have  an  opportunity  of  voting 
as  he  wished.    He  did  not  think,  therefore,  that 
this  was  a  sufficient  ground  for  a  reconsideration 
of  the  vote  which  had  been  taken.    When  the 
House  voted  upon  a  question  without  argument  it 
must  be  supposed  they  voted  from  conviction.  A 
motion. for  the  reconsidering  of  a  subject  was  not 
a  favorite  motion ;  since  a  repetition  of  soch  mo- 
tions would  make  it  next  to  impossible  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  public  business.    The  question  of 
arming  or  not  arming,  he  said,  would  yet  come 
before  them  in  a  variety  of  shapes,  before  the  bill 
could  be  matured,  so  that  there  was  no  necessity 
of  arresting  it  in  its  present  stage.    He  himself 
expected  that  when  the  first  Monday  in  Februa- 
ry was  moved,  some  of  the  committee,  who  re- 
ported the  bill,  would  have  proposed  a  shorter 
time ;  but,  when  they  did  not,  he  supposed  they 
thus  argued:  "We  have  considered  the  subject 
for  four  or  five  weeks ;  we  will  give  other  gen- 
tlemen the  same  time."    And  he  believed,  if  they 
so  judged,  it  was  the  best  course  which  could  be 
taken ;  for  the  longer  the  time  given  for  consid- 
ering and  maturing  the  subject,  the  greater  prob- 
ability there  would  be  of  coming  to  a  speedy  and 
proper  decision. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  was  in  favor  of  reconsidering 
the  vote.  The  act  of  1794,  he  said,  had  been  dif 
ferently  construed,  and  the  sooner  Congress  de- 
termined the  true  construction  the  better.  To  pal 
off  the  subject  for  five  weeks  would  occasion  conJ 
siderable  loss  to  the  merchants,  as  they  did  noi 
know  what  events  might  arise.  If  the  subjec 
was  not  acted  upon  till  the  first  Monday  in  Feb 
ruary,  it  would  be  the  first  of  March  before  th< 
act  was  passed,  and  the  first  of  April  before  i 
could  be  Known  at  the  extreme  parts  of  the  Union 
He  himself  was  undetermined  whether  it  wai 
right  to  authorize  merchants  to  arm  or  not,  bal 
he  did  not  wish  the  question  so  long  postponed.  h< 
wished  to  have  it  discussed. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  as  the  reasons  which  inflo 
enced  his  vote  had  not  been  stated  by  any  othej 
member,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of  stating 
them.  He  should  vote  against  the  reconsideration 
though  he  agreed  with  gentlemen  who  were  xi 
favor  of  the  bill.  He  thought  the  measure  a  perl 
fectly  neutral  one,  and  such  as  no  foreign  natioi 
had  a  right  to  take  umbrage  at ;  but  those  gentle] 
men  must  agree  with  him,  that  it  was  not  likeJj 
the  measure  should  be  silently  adopted,  or  with 
out  a  lengthy  and  full  discussion.  It  was  idle  to  saj 
that,  because  the  measure  was  only  intended  H 
operate  against  pirates,  there  was  no  occasion  U 
introduce  any  foreign  nation  into  the  discussion 
It  was  certain  that,  whenever  the  subject  was  dis 
cussed,  our  situation  with  respect  to  foreign  Powi 
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ers  would  certainly  form  a  part  of  the  debate,  and 
this  it  was  he  dreaded.  He  believed  it  might  do 
much  mischief.  He  therefore  differed  with  those 
gentlemen  who  wished  to  get  into  the  discussion, 
and  who  did  not  seem  to  want  an  immediate  de- 
cision ;  he  should  hare  no  objection  to  the  decis- 
ion, but  tie  wished,  for  the  present,  to  avoid  the 
discussion.  Before  the  session  closed,  he  should 
thick  it  necessary  to  decide  upon  a  measure  of 
this  kind j  but  he  wished  to  see  further  before  the 
business  was  entered  upon ;  he  was,  therefore, 
against  reconsidering  the  question. 

Mr.  Oris  replied  to  some  remarks  which  had 
been  made  upon  what  fell  from  him,  and  justified 
what  he  had  before  said,  and  the  warmth  which 
he  felt  on  the  occasion,  as  natural.  He  conclu- 
ded by  observing,  that  it  was  necessary  to  cheer 
the  spirits  of  the  people  by  a  measure  of  this  kind ; 
to  raise  the  expectations  of  the  merchants,  and  not 
to  drive  commerce,  which  came  mourning  into 
that  House,  to  despair ;  but,  if  their  hands  were  to 
be  tied,  and  no  protection  was  to  be  given  to  trade, 
the  merchants  should  be  informed  of  their  deter- 
mination as  soon  as  possible ;  and  told  that,  though 
they  draw  from  them  millions  of  dollars  a  year  in 
support  of  the  revenue,  yet  they  will  not  attend  to 
their  grievances  until  within  a  few  weeks  of  the 
close  of  the  session,  when,  perhaps,  sufficient  time 
will  not  remain  to  carry  any  measure  which  may 
be  proposed,  into  a  law. 

Mr.  Pinckney  said,  as  he  was  not  a  member  of 
the  House  during  the  last  session,  he  hoped  he 
should  be  excused  in  wishing  to  enter  into  an  ear- 
lier discussion  of  this  question  than  other  gentle- 
men seemed  to  wish.  But  though  he  was  not  in 
the  House  at  the  last  session,  he Tiad  observed  the 
proceedings  of  it ;  and  though  some  of  the  motions 
for  arming  were  negatived,  there  were  others  of  a 
defensive  nature  agreed  to ;  such  as  the  holding  in 
readiness  80.000  militia,  the  appropriation  for  re- 
pairing the  torts  and  harbors,  &c,  which  were  not 
thought,  at  the  time,  to  be  at  all  offensive  to  any 
foreign  nation  ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  with  those 
gentlemen  who  believed  that  a  law  authorizing 
our  merchants  to  arm  their  vessels,  could  not  afford 
any  foreign  nation  just  cause  of  offence. 

He  was  not  surprised  that  his  colleague  (Mr.' 
Harper)  should  be  of  a  different  opinion,  because 
he  did  not  think  so  favorably  of  that  nation,  as 
many  other  gentlemen  did;  but  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  gentlemen  who  thought  more  favorably  of 
that  nation,  consider  the  measure  as  o Derating 
wholly  against  them.  Surely  means  or  self-de- 
fence could  not  be  means  of  offence.  Nor  could 
gentlemen  say  that  the  French  nation  was  the 
only  nation  wnich  committed  offences  upon  our 
[trade.  He  had  heard  it  said  that  another  nation 
had  lately  captured  an  equal,  if  not  a  greater  num- 
ber of  our  vessels,  than  they  had  done.  Besides, 
is  the  measure  was  intended  more  against  unlaw- 
jful  plunderers,  than  regular  seizures,  he  could  not 
conceive  how  it  could  be  supposed  to  give  offence 
to  any  particular  nation,  or  affect  any  existing  ne- 
gotiation. The  only  point  to  be  determined,  then, 
*as  when  the  bill  should  be  committed.  He 
thought  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Nich- 


olas) had  carried  his  idea  too  far,  when  he  said, 
because  this  country  was  not  prepared  for  war, 
they  ought  not  to  discuss  this  question.  He  thought 
there  were  certain  times  when  every  free  nation 
ought  to  be  prepared  for  war.  He  meant  when 
the  measure  of  injuries  had  arrived  at  such  a  pitch 
that  it  could  not  be  longer  borne.  In  such  a  case, 
a  nation  ought  to  meet  the  calamities  of  war, 
rather  than  to  submit  to  further  oppressions.  If 
the  proposed  measure,  therefore,  put  us  in  a  better 
state  for  war,  it  was  a  recommendation  of  it,  as 
strength  and  not  weakness  was  the  best  preserva- 
tive against  war ;  as,  if  a  people  were  prepared 
for  war.  nations  would  be  careful  how  they  in- 
sulted them. 

He  wished,  therefore,  to  put  this  country  into 
that  situation  as  soon  as  possible.  To  postpone  the 
question  so  long  a  time  as  had  been  proposed  would 
be  a  very  unusual  measure.  It  would  look  like  a 
wish  to  get  rid  of  it  altogether.  Whatever  might 
be  the  issue  of  the  negotiation,  he  said,  we  ought 
to  put  ourselves  in  some  posture  of  defence  for  our 
trade ;  for,  whether  there  were  peace  or  war  in  Eu- 
rope, there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  arming 
of  our  merchantmen  in  the  way  proposed.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  discussion  would  not  be 
postponed  longer  than  the  second  Monday  in  Jan- 
uary. 

Mr.  Allen  observed,  that  it  had  been  asserted 
that  there  had  been  no  change  in  our  political  sit- 
uation since  the  last  session.  There  was  one,  he 
said.  It  could  not  then  be  determined  whether  the 
decree  of  March  the  2d  was  really  genuine,  or 
whether  the  letter  of  Merlin  to  our  Consul  was 
really  authorized  by  the  Government  of  that  coun- 
try. Now  the  facts  could  not  be  doubted.  Mr.  A. 
said,  it  had  been  intimated  that  the  friends  of  this 
measure  would  be  glad  to  frustrate  the  negotiation 
with  France.  He  did  not  believe  any  such  inten- 
tion was  harbored  in  the  House.  Tne  postpone- 
ment proposed,  instead  of  being  four  weeks,  as  it 
had  been  called,  he  said,  would  be  forty-one  days. 

Mr.  Harper  again  explained  the  reasons  of  his 
vote.  He  differed  from  the  gentleman  last  up, 
with  respect  to  the  reality  of  the  papers  he  men- 
tioned. He  believed  they  were  last  session  general- 
ly believed  to  be  genuine. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  had  he  been  present  when 
the  former  vote  was  taken,  he  should  have  been 
opposed  to  the  discussion  being  postponed  to  so 
distant  a  day ;  but  as  the  House  had  come  to  a  de- 
cision on  the  subject,  he  should  vote  against  the 
question's  being  reconsidered.  He  did  not  con- 
sider the  bill  before  them  as  giving  the  merchants 
the  privilege  to  arm  their  vessels,  but  as  restricting 
vessels  armed  from  doing  mischief. 

He  insisted  upon  it,  that  merchants  had  a  right 
to  arm  by  law,  notwithstanding  the  Proclamation 
of  the  President,  which,  he  was  bold  to  say,  he 
considered  as  illegal. 

The  question  for  a  reconsideration  of  the  former 
vote,  (which  was  carried,  40  to  37,)  was  negativ- 
ed—44  to  38. 

So  the  question  was  left,  and  this  business  is  the 
j  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Monday  in  February 
next.  • 
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Wednesday,  December  27. 

Samuel  Jordan  Cabell,  from  the  State  of 
Virginia,  appeared  and  took  nis  seat. 

Mr.  Coit  from  the  committee  appointed  to  pre- 
pare and  report  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  such  officers 
and  soldiers  as  served  during  the  war,  and  died 
between  March  and  November,  1783,  made  a  re- 
port ;  which  was  twice  read,  and  committed  for 
Monday. 

On  motion,  the  House  again  resolved  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Kittera  in  the 
Chair,  on  the  bill  prescribing  the  mode  of  taking 
evidences  in  cases  of  contested  elections;  and. 
after  a  desultory  debate,  and  agreeing  to  several 
amendments,  the  committee  rose,  and  reported  the 
bill  with  the  amendments.  The  House  took  them 
up,  and,  after  agreeing  to  them,  and  making  some 
others,  the  bill  was  recommitted  to  the  select  com- 
mittee who  reported  it. 

TENCH  COXE. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  a  letter  which  he  was  requested  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House j  he  accordingly  handed  it  to  the 
Clerk  to  be  read. 

The  letter  is  as  follows : 


session  of  an  estate  in  St.  Domingo;  that  the  fact 
formerly  stated  showed  that  the  most  important 
services  were  rendered  to  the  United  States  by 
their  father,  from  motives  the  most  honorable 
under  the  greatest  responsibility,  and  at  a  risk  the 
most  hazardous  that  could  be  encountered  by  an 
officer  of  rank  and  reputation ;  that,  with  a  recol- 
lection of  these  services,  it  would  consist  neitbei 
with  the  honor  nor  justice  of  the  United  State  to 
refuse  an  adequate  provision  for*the  orphan  chil- 
dren of  the  man  who  rendered  them.  The  com- 
mittee, therefore,  recommend  that  a  certain  sum 
should  be  granted  to  each  of  them,  annually,  for 
their  lives.  The  report  was  twice  read,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday. 

Mr.  L.  also  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  refu- 
gees from  the  British  provinces  of  Canada  and 
Nova  Scotia;  which  was  twice  read,  and  commit- 
ted for  Tuesday. 


Walitut  Stbxkt,  December  26. 

Six :  Though  I  am  not  certain  of  obtaining  the  ob- 
ject of  the  respectful  request  which  I  have  the  honor  to 
submit  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  yet  I  am  unable 
to  resist  the  weighty  considerations  which  impel  me  to 
the  measure. 

The  President  has  thought  proper  to  inform  me  that 
my  services  as  Commissioner  of  the  Revenue  are  no 
longer  required.  He  has  exercised  a  power  committed 
to  him  by  law,  and  I  am  therefore  no  longer  in  the  pub- 
lic service  of  the  United  States. 

Whatever  may  be  my  sensibilities  and  impressions 
in  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the  nature  of  an  inves- 
tigation and  hearing  which  the  case  demanded,  I  have 
no  desire  to  present  myself  to  the  House  on  the  ground 
of  complaint. 

It  is,  however,  my  earnest  wish  that  some  arrange- 
ment may  be  found  practicable  by  which  my  official 
conduct  may  undergo  a  thorough  scrutiny. 

Should  it  be  .found  on  consideration,  that  a  form  of 
procedure  is  proper  and  practicable,  which  will  bring 
into  view  all  the  transactions  of  the  several  years 
during  which  I  administered  my  late  office  of  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Revenue,  in  the  Department  of  the  Trea- 
sury of  the  United  States,  I  beg  leave  to  assure  the 
House,  that  I  shall  be  prepared  to  enter  immediately 
upon  such  measures  as  the  form  and  nature  of  the  bu- 
siness shall  be  thought  by  them  to  require. 

With  great  respect,  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your 
most  obedient  servant, 

TENCH  COXE. 

To  the  SrsiKia  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

The  letter  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

COUNT  DE  GRA88E. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  the  daughters  of  the 
late  Count  de  Grasse,  made  a  report,  which  stated 
that  the  sum  heretofore  allowed  by  Congress  was 
Intended  only  as  a  temporary  provision,  until  the 
events  of  the  war  should  *permit  them  to  take  pos- 


Thursday,  December  28. 
GEN.  K08CIU8KO. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
and  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in 
pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  23d 
instant,  relative  to  the  claim  of  General  Kosci- 
usko.   The  report  states,  that  the  accounts  of  the 
General  were  settled  at  the  Treasury  in  1784. 
when  a  certificate  was  issued  to  him  for  $12,280 
49,  bearing  an  interest  of  six  per  cent,  from  the 
1st  of  January,  1784,  which  was  stipulated  by  a 
resolution  in  February  following,  in  common  with 
the  interest  due  to  all  the  foreign  officers,  to  be 
paid  annually  at  Paris ;  that  in  May,  1792,  moneys 
were  granted  by  Congress  to  discharge  the  prin- 
cipal and  interest  of  these  debts,  at  which  time  it 
was  supposed  that  all  the  officers  had  received 
their  interest  to  the  1st  of  January,  1789;  but  it 
now  appears  by  the  banker's  account  at  Paris,  that 
no  interest  had  been  received  by  General  Ko*ci-| 
usko  for  four  years,  viz:  from  1785  to  1788.  Suf- 
ficient funds  to  pay  the  interest  from  1789  to  1792, 
were,  in  1792,  placed  in  Amsterdam,  subject  M 
the  disposal  of  our  Minister  at  Paris;  that  by  hid 
direction  a  bill  for  the  amount  was  remitted  to  Mfi 
Pinckney  in  London ;  but,  pursuant  to  the  dire* 
tion  of  General  Kosciusko,  Mr.  Pinckney  wrote 
the  banker  at  Amsterdam  to  remit  the  amount 
Leipsic  or  Dresden.    That  in  September.  179 
a  notification  was  published,  that  provision  b 
been  made  for  paying  the  principal  of  the  debt  d 
to  foreign  officers,  on  application  at  the  Treas" 
after  the  15th  of  October  following,  and  that 
interest  upon  their  demands  would  cease  after  t 
last  day  of  December  in  that  year.    That  thoi 
the  certificate  issued  to  the  General  is  stated 
him  to  have  been  lost  or  destroyed,  yet  the  powi 
of  the  officers  of  the  Treasury  are  competent 
the  payment  of  $12,280  54,  the  principal,  a 
$2,947  33  interest,  for  the  years  from  1785  to  17 
on  receiving  a  bond  of  indemnification  from  thi 
General;  but  that  they  cannot  advance  the  jot 
rest  supposed  to  have  Seen  remitted  to  Leipsic  i 
Dresden,   though  payment  will  be  immediate! 
made  for  any  sum  which  may  be  hereafter 
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drawn,  and  credited  to  the  United  States  at 
Amsterdam ;  nor  is  it  in  the  power  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  allow  any  interest  on  said  principal  since 
the  1st  January,  1793. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  this  report  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  tor  Monday. 

LAND  TITLES  IN  TENNESSEE. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  moved  for  the  order  of  the 
day  on  the  repotf  upon  the  remonstrance  and  peti- 
tion of  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee. 

Mr.  Coit  hoped  the  subject  might  be  deferred 
till  to-morrow,  as  there  was  a  fact  referred  to  in 
the  report  which  he  wished  to  have  some  informa- 
tion upon. 

Upon  the  question  being  put,  the  motion  was, 
however,  carried,  and  the  House  accordingly  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  subject,  when  the  following  report  of  the 
committee  was  read : 

"  That,  on  investigating  the  causes  of  complaint  com- 
bined in  the  said  remonstrance  and  petition,  it  ap- 
pears that,  according  to  the  boundary  line  between  the 
Cherokee  tribe  of  Indians  and  the  inhabitants  of  the 
and  State,  which  was  extended  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  United  States  pursuant  to  the  Treaty  of  Holston, 
in  the  course  of  the  last  Summer,  the  settlements  and 
habitations  of  a  considerable  number  of  the  citizens  of 
the  said  State,  which  heretofore  were  supposed  to  be 
on  lands  to  which  the  Indian  claim  was,  by  that  treaty, 
extinguished,  appear  to  be  within  the  Indian  territory. 
That  these  inhabitants  had  been  induced  to  believe 
that  the  lands  which  they  occupied  were  not  within 
the  Indian  boundary,  in  consequence  of  the  late  Gov- 
ernor of  the  Southwestern  Territory  having,  in  pursu- 
ance of  directions  from  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States,  caused  a  temporary  line  to  be  extended  by 
Commissioners  appointed  for  the  purpose,  by  which 
tae  the  settlements  above  mentioned  were  included 
rithin  the  land  assigned  to  the  territory  southwest  of 
fce  Ohio  (now  the  State  of  Tennessee.) 

The  committee  likewise  find  that  there  are  divers 
>ther  citizens  of  the  said  State  who  occupy  lands  un- 
(Destionably  within  the  Indian  territory,  as  designated 
9  the  said  treaty  ;  which  lands  they  possess  by  virtue 
>f  titles  derived  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina  pre- 
ious  to  the  cession  of  that  territory,  by  the  said  State, 
o  the  General  Government ;  one  condition  of  which 
fctsion  was,  that  "  all  entries  made  by,  or  grants  to  all 
ad  every  person  or  persons  whatsoever,  agreeably  to 
iw,  and  within  the  limits  thereby  intended  to  be  ceded 
>  the  United  States,  should  have  the  same  force  and 
fleet  as  if  such  cession  had  not  been  made ;  and  that 
D  and  every  right  of  occupancy  and  pre-emption,  and 
very  other  right  reserved  by  any  act  or  acts  to  persons 
tttled  on  and  occupying  lands  within  the  limits  of  the 
inds  thereby  intended  to  be  ceded  as  aforesaid,  should 
mtinue  to  be  in  full  force,  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
ie  cession  had  not  been  made,  and  as  conditions  upon 
'hir h  the  said  lands  are  ceded  to  the  United  States. 

The  committee  also  are  informed,  that,  by  the  opera- 
on  of  the  law  passed  on  the  19th  day  of  May,  1796, 
*  regulating  the  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes — 
hich  law  has  been  carried  into  execution  since  the 
tension  of  the  last  line— those  citizens  of  the  State  of 
ennessee  have  been  compelled  to  abandon  their  habi- 
uons,  and  with  their  wives  and  their  children,  were,  by 


the  latest  accounts  from  that  country,  encamped  in  the 
woods  within  the  Tennessee  line. 

The  commiteee  therefore,  in  consideration  of  the 
premises,  recommend,  for  the  adoption  of  the  House, 
the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  sum  of dollars  be  appropri- 
ated for  the  relief  of  such  citizens  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee as  have  rights  to  lands  within  the  said  State,  by 
virtue  of  the  cession  out  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina, 
and  have  made  actual  settlements  thereon,  and  who 
have  been  deprived  of  the  possession  of  the  said  lands 
by  the  operation  of  the  act  for  regulating  the  intercourse 
with  the  Indian  tribes :  the  said  sum  to  be  subject  to 
the  order  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  be 
expended  under  his  direction,  either  in  extinguishing 
the  Indian  claim  to  the  above-described  lands,  in  case 
he  shall  deem  it  expedient  to  hold  a  treaty  for  that  pur- 
pose ;  or  to  be  disposed  of  in  such  other  manner  as  he 
shall  deem  best  calculated  to  afford  the  persons  herein 
described  a  temporary  relief 

Mr.  Coit  said,  the  fact  upon  which  he  wanted 
information  was  respecting  the  temporary  line 
which  was  said  to  have  been  run.  He  wished  to 
know  what  evidence  the  committee  had  before 
them  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Pinckney  (the  chairman  of  the  select  com- 
mittee) said,  that  the  testimony  which  they  had 
received  on  this  subject  was  from  the  member 
from  that  district,  which  was  corroborated  by  that 
of  a  member  of  the  Senate  from  that  State,  who 
said  he  had  his  information  from  the  Governor  of 
the  Southwestern  Territory  himself.  This  cir- 
cumstance was*  not  particularly  noticed  in  the 
application  made  to  the  Secretary  of  War ;  only 
general  information  was  called  for,  and  he  was 
silent  as  to  this  point. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  official  information  ought  to 
have  been  had. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  said,  he  had  applied  to  the 
Secretary  of  War  on  this  subject,  and  received  for 
answer  from  him,  that  his  general  report  to  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  contained  all  the  infor- 
mation proper  to  be  communicated.  When,  there- 
fore, he  found  this  information  was  not  contained 
in  the  report,  he  supposed  it  was  such  as  he  did 
think  proper  to  communicate.  The  fact,  he  said, 
was  well  known  in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  it 
was  a  generally-received  opinion  that  the  line  had 
been  extended  by  direction  of  the  President.  *  He 
himself  was  in  habits  of  intimacy  with  the  Com- 
missioners, and  he  had  more  than  once  heard  the 
fact  from  them.  He  believed  gentlemen  from 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia  were  also  acquainted 
with  it.  He  did  not,  however,  believe  this  fact 
essential.  If  it  were  a  truth  that  there  were  citi- 
zens in  the  State  of  Tennessee  who  had  been 
forced  to  abandon  possessions  fairly  obtained  from 
the  State  of  North  Carolina,  it  was  sufficient  to 
warrant  any  measure  which  should  be  calculated 
to  afford  them  immediate  and  adequate  relief. 

Mr.  Pinckney  was  in  hopes  the  testimony 
upon  which  the  committee  had  acted,  would  have 
proved  satisfactory  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, but  he  seemed  to  think  they  ought  to 
have  had  official  documents.  If  that  gentleman 
had  attended  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
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he  would  have  seen  that  any  further  application 
by  them  for  information  would  have  been  impro- 
per, as  the  Secretary  there  declares  the  business 
to  oe  "  of  a  nature  exclusively  Executive,"  and 
that  he  there  gave  as  much  information  on  the 
subject  as  he  thought  necessary.  If  the  evidence 
upon  which  the  committee  bad  acted  was  not 
sufficient,  the  House  would  of  course  call  for  such 
other  as  they  might  think  proper. 

Mr.  Macon  had  no  objection  to  anv  other  infor- 
mation being  obtained.  It  might  be,  however,  that 
the  information  communicated  by  the  member  of 
the  Senate  was  official,  as  one  of  those  gentlemen 
had  been  an  official  character. 

Mr.  Pincknet  said  the  member  of  the  Senate 
whom  he  had  alluded  to,  was  Mr.  Jackson. 

Mr.  Blount  had  no  doubt  but  the  information 
required  might  be  obtained  from  the  Secretary  of 
War ;  and  if  the  committee  were  to  rise,  he  should 
make  a  motion  to  that  effect.  He  had  himself 
been  told  that  the  line  in  question  was  run  by 
the  commissioners  themselves ;  and  he  had  been 
shown,  by  a  gentleman  who  attended  the  running 
of  it,  the  direction  it  took.  How  it  happened  that 
the  Secretary  of  War  had  not  mentioned  it,  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  know. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  moved  that  the 
committee  rise,  in  order  to  obtain  the  information 
required.  It  appeared  to  him  that  they  had  been 
premature  in  going  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
He  recollected  something  of  the  line  of  experiment 
being  run,  and  of  the  Indians  being  dissatisfied 
with  it.  He  understood,  also,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Indians,  there  was  an 
additional  allowance  made  to  them.  Of  this, 
however,  he  was  not  very  certain. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  hoped  the  committee  would  rise, 
in  order  that  the  information  wanted  might  be 
obtained  from  the  Secretary  of  War.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  line  of  experiment  wa3  run  by  the 
Executive,  because  he  did  not  think  the  Executive 
would  direct  any  other  line  to  be  run  than  such 
as  was  prescribed  by  treaty.  At  the  same  time, 
he  would  not  be  understood  to  discredit  the  infor- 
mation given.  Gentlemen  did  not  say  they  knew 
the  fact  themselves,  but  that  it  was  generally 
understood  to  be  so.  There  were  many  things 
said  to  be  understood  in  that  quarter,  with  respect 
to  which  the  people  ought  to  be  undeceived.  He 
believed  this  to  be  one  of  those  things.  He  did 
not  believe  the  Secretary  of  War  had  declined  giv- 
ing information  as  to  tnis  point,  because  it  inter- 
fered with  Executive  business,  as  it  was  merely 
to  know  whether  a  certain  thing  had  been  done 
by  Executive  authority  or  not.  There  were  many 
things  in  the  remonstrance  and  petition,  witn 
which  the  Executive  conceived  the  Legislature 
had  nothing  to  do ;  but,  as  to  the  point  in  question, 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  giving  the  informa- 
tion required. 

Mr.  Harper  had  no  objection  to  the  committee's 
rising  for  this  information,  though  he  did  not  want 
it,  because,  he  thought  there  was  sufficient  reason 
for  adopting  the  resolution.  The  fact  of  the  peo- 
ple's being  in  the  distressed  situation  mentioned 
in  the  report,  was  a  good  reason  for  agreeing  to 


it,  though  it  should  appear  that  the  Executive  did 
not  give  orders  for  the  running  of  the  temporary 
line. 

Mr.  Pincknet  had  no  objection  to  the  motion, 
though  he  did  not  think  it  necessary.  It  was  clear 
the  line  was  run  by  order  of  the  Governor  of  the 
Southwestern  Territory,  and  whether  lie  had  or- 
ders from  the  Executive  to  do  it,  was  to  him  im- 
material, as  the  people  who  were  in  possession  of 
the  land,  supposed,  of  course,  that  the  Governor 
was  authorized  to  do  what  he  did. 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  think  it  material,  in  the 
present  question,  whether  or  not  the  Governor  had 
authority  of  the  United  States  for  what  he  did. 
It  could  not  be  expected  that  the  people  should 
call  upon  the  Governor  to  show  the  authority 
by  which  he  acted.  It  was  the  same  thing  to  the 
people,  whether  he  was  or  was  not  duly  author- 
ized. 

Mr.  McDowell  did  not  think  the  information 
required  would  be  of  any  use.  There  could  be 
no  doubt  the  line  of  experiment  was  run  by  order 
of  the  Governor,  agreeably  to  the  directions  of  the 
Executive.  It  was  also  well  known  that  Double- 
head,  and  a  party  of  Indians,  came  down  to  Phi- 
ladelphia, to  mate  their  complaints  with  respect 
to  it,  and  that  five  thousand  dollars  had  been  given 
to  them  by  way  of  satisfaction.  The  persons  who 
were  now  driven  into  the  woods,  and  suffering  the 
inclemencies  of  the  season,  had  settled  upon  the 
land  from  which  they  were  driven,  under  express 
titles  from  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  previous 
to  the  peribd  of  running  this  line.  The  only  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  people  had  a  right  to  settle 
where  they  had  done,  and  whether  the  United 
States  had  a  right  to  remove  them.  He  believed 
the  distresses  of  these  people  called  for  immediate 
relief  and  that  justice  and  policy  required  that  it 
should  be  granted. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  thought  it  was  of  importance  to 
know  whether  a  fact,  which  had  been  reported  by 
the  committee,  was  well  founded  or  not ;  and  that 
it  would  be  very  wrong  to  send  out  to  to  the  world 
as  true,  a  thing  which  was  not  true.  But  it  also 
appeared  to  him  an  important  fact  in  the  investi- 
gation of  this  subject.  If  the  people  had  any  claim 
upon  the  United  States,  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  United  States  having  led  them  into  a  mistake; 
but  if  others  had  led  them  into  it,  it  was  to  them 
they  ought  to  look  for  redress.  He  would  agree 
that,  whatever  the  Governor  of  the  Southwestern 
Territory  had  done  in  the  line  of  his  duty,  the  Uni- 
ted States  were  bound  by  it ;  but  the  running  of 
this  line,  except  he  were  ordered  to  do  it,  was  not 
a  part  of  bis  duty,  and  they  were  not,  therefore, 
bound' by  it. 

Mr.  S.  said,  he  rose  principally  to  correct  an 
assertion  which  had  been  made,  that  these  persons 
had  a  claim  upon  the  United  States,  from  having 
titles  to  their  lands  from  the  State  of  North  Caro- 
lina. It  would  be  found  that  they  did  not  claim 
protection  on  this  ground.  There  were  two  de- 
scriptions of  claims ;  one  from  persons  who  had 
a  grant  from  North  Carolina ;  the  other  from  per- 
sons who  went  on  to  a  spot  of  ground,  because 
they  believed  it  to  be  the  property  of  the  United 
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States,  from  a  certain  temporary  line  which  had 
een  run.  and  who  were  now,  when  the  perraa- 
ent  line  was  run,  obliged  to  remove.  The  latter 
ad  no  real  claim  to  the  land  they  occupied. 

Mr.  Goodrich  was  in  favor  of  the  committee 
isiru*.  that  the  wished-for  information  might  be 
btained.  Great  respect  was,  doubtless,  due  to 
he  testimony  of  the  gentlemen  from  Tennessee ; 
ut,  if  it  should  appear  that  no  orders  had  been 
;iven  by  the  Executive  for  the  running  of  the 
emporary  line,  it  would  show  that  an  officer  of 
be  Government  had  proclaimed  that  for  a  fact, 
rhich  was  not  so.  He  therefore  thought  the  fact 
ught  to  be  ascertained. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  said,  he  had  just  seen  a 
Senator  who  had  been  to  the  War  Department, 
nd  who  had  informed  him  that  he  had  seen  the 
et;er  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  Governor  of 
be  Southwestern  Territory,  directing  him  to  run 
be  line  of  experiment,  ana  also  the  Governor's 
nswer,  wherein  he  spoke  of  the  business  having 
een  done.  He  gave  this  information,  in  order  to 
lo  away  the  suspicions  which  gentlemen  seemed 
o  have  of  the  truth  of  the  testimony  which  had 
teen  given  to  the  select  committee  on  this  sub- 
ect. 

The  motion  for  the  committee's  rising  was  put 
md  carried — it  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  Blount  then  proposed  a  resolution  for  the 
idoption  of  the  House,  calling  upon  the  Secretary 
)f  War  fur  such  information  as  he  may  be  pos- 
essed  of  relative  to  the  running  of  the  temporary 
ine  ;  which  was  agreed  to. 


Friday,  December  29. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  North  and  Vesey,  of 
Charleston,  was  received  from  the  Senate,  with 
intendments ;  which  were  read,  and  referred  to 
he  Committee  on  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

COMFORT  SAND8  AND  OTHERS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  D.  Foster,  the  House  re- 
olred  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
he  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  pe- 
ition  of  Comfort  Sands  and  others ;  and,  all  the 
apers  relative  to  the  subject  having  been  read  by 
he  Clerk,  the  following  resolution,  reported  by 
he  Committee  of  Claims  was  agreed  to,  without 
lebate,  viz : 

u  Resolved,  That  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Trea- 
oiy  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  authorized  and  empower- 
d,  upon  application  of  the  parties,  to  examine  and 
cride  upon  the  validity  of  a  certain  award  or  report, 
Mule  by  Isaac  Roosevelt,  William  Malcolm,  Elbridge 
ferry,  and  Henry  Remsen,  (four  of  the  referees  nomi- 
ated  for  the  purpose,)  between  the  United  8tates  and 
Comfort  Sands  and  others,  his  copartners,  (contractors 
>r  famishing  supplies  to  the  troops  during  the  late 
rax,)  and  that  in  making  their  decision  upon  the  said 
ward  or  report,  the  said  officers  of  the  Treasury  shall 
•  governed  by  principles  similar  to  those  which  would 
levail  in  a  controversy  concerning  it  at  law ;  and  if,  in 
be  opinion  of  the  accounting  officers  aforesaid,  the  said 
ward  or  report  ought  to  be  binding  and  obligatory 
fiinst  the  United  State*,  then,  and  in  such  case,  but 
wt  otherwise,  the  said  Comfort  8«nds  and  others,  his 


said  copartners,  shall  be  entitled  to  have  their  said  claim 
against  the  United  States,  as  on  the  said  award,  allowed 
and  settled  at  the  Treasury  in  the  usual  manner,  and 
shaU  be  paid  the  amount  of  the  claim,  so  to  be  allowed, 
out  of  any  moneys  which  may  be  in  the  Treasury,  not 
otherwise  appropriated.1' 

The  committee  rose,  reported  the  resolution,  and 
the  House  took  it  up ;  when 

Mr.  Nicholas  objected  to  agreeing  to  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  the  subject  be  re- 
committed for  a  report  of  facts  on  tbe  subject. 

The  state  of  this  long  contested  question  ap- 
pears to  be  as  follows : 

The  petitioners,  some  time  in  the  year  1782, 
contracted  with  the  Superintendent  of  the  Finances 
for  tbe  supply  of  rations  for  the  use  of  the  garri- 
son of  West  Point,  and  its  dependencies ;  and  also 
for  the  use  of  the  main  army  ;  that,  beforethe  ex- 
piration of  the  term  of  their  contract,  it  was  deem- 
ed proper  and  necessary  by  the  said  superintend- 
ant,  that  the  business  of  supply  should  be  with- 
drawn from  them,  and  placed  in  other  hands ;  a 
claim  indemnified  for  damages  and  losses,  alleged 
to  have  been  sustained,  was  made  on  the  part  of 
the  contractors  ;  in  consequence  of  which,  several 
resolutions  were  passed  by  Congress,  that  four  of 
the  referees  appointed  by,  and  in  pursuance  of,  the 
said  resolutions,  in  the  jear  1787,  made  an  award 
or  report  expressive  of  their  decision  or  opinion, 
that  the  United  States  ought  to  pay  to  the  saia 
contractors  the  sum  of  $40,297  90 ;  that  the  award 
or  report  was,  by  Congress,  referred  for  examina- 
tion to  a  committee,  who  reported  in  favor  of  its 
being  confirmed,  but  that  report  was  afterwards 
committed  to  another  committee,  who  never,  as 
far  as  can  be  traced,  made  any  report ;  neitner 
has  there  been  any  decision  or  Congress  on  the 
subject ;  that  the  reasons  which  induced  the  refer- 
ence to  a  second  committee  do  not  appear ;  that 
application  having  been  made  to  the  accounting 
officers  of  the  Treasury,  for  a  determination  of  the 
said  award,  it  has  been  concluded  that  they  were 
not  competent  to  the  same,  without  the  special 
authority  of  the  Legislature. 

The  principal  arguments  used  by  Messrs.  Gal- 
latin and  Nicholas  were,  that  this  claim  was  al- 
together novel,  being  grounded  upon  damages  sus- 
tained, and  not  upon  actual  supplies  furnished  ; 
that  no  allowance  of  this  kind  had  ever  been  made 
before  ;  that  if  once  they  were  to  establish  a  prin- 
ciple that  wherever  damages  had  been  sustained 
in  money  transactions  with  Government,  recom- 

Sense  should  be  made,  they  would  open  a  wide 
oor  for  business,  as  there  was  scarcely  any  per- 
son, who  had  dealings  with  Government  during 
the  war,  that  would  not  be  able  to  make  a  claim 
of  this  kind  from  the  then  embarrassed  state  of  the 
Treasury ;  that  the  claim  being  of  a  novel  kind, 
its  merits  ought  to  be  well  examined  before  it  was 
allowed ;  that  there  was  nothing  in  the  claim 
which  would  render  it  admissible,  were  it  not 
for  the  report  or  award  ;  that  this  award,  in  their 
opinion,  was  intended  as  nothing  more  than  an 
inquiry  as  to  facts,  which  was  to  be  laid  before 
Congress,  and  decided  upon  by  them ;  that,  there- 
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fore,  the  report  before  them  was  improper,  as  it 
referred  business  to  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury,  to  which  they  were  incompetent,  and 
which  ought  to  be  settled  in  that  House.  But 
this  was  very  different  from  awards  made  be- 
tween individuals  where  both  parties  pledged 
themselves  to  abi^le  the  consequences.  Nor  was 
there  an  instance  to  be  produced  in  which  Con- 
gress had  thus  authorized  an  award.  That  though 
one  of  the  resolutions,  entered  into  by  them,  au- 
thorized the  referees  "to  decide  certain  contro- 
versies between  the  United  States  and  the  con- 
tractors, vet  it  concluded  with  "  and  report  their 
opinion  thereupon ;"  that  the  conduct  of  Congress 
itself  showed  that  this  reference  was  not  meant 
as  a  final  award  ;  that  if  it  had,  instead  of  refer- 
ring the  report  first  to  one  committee,  and  then  to 
another,  they  would  have  at  once  appropriated 
the  money,  and  not  committed  it  for  further  in- 
quiry. But,  allowing  that  the  award  could  be 
considered  in  the  same  light  as  an  award  between 
individuals,  still  it  would  be  proper  to  examine 
the  ground  upon  which  the  award  was  founded. 

Messrs.  J.  Parker  and  Finoley  were  in  favor 
of  the  motion  for  a  recommittal,  in  order  that  the 
House  might  be  in  full  possession  of  facts  in  a  busi- 
ness which  had  been  agitated  ever  since  they 
were  in  Congress,  and  which  had  always  been 
considered  as  a  very  doubtful  case. 

The  report  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Harper, 
Sprague,  Brooks,  Coit,  J.  Williams,  Bayard, 
Livingston,  Goodrich,  Otis,  and  Gordon,  on 
these  grounds,  viz :  That  the  course  pursued  in 
this  case  was  similar  to  that  which  is  usual  in  the 
submission  of  controversies  between  individuals 
to  arbitration ;  that  there  was  a  mutual  election 
and  consent  in  the  appointment  of  the  persons 
who  were  to  make  the  investigation ;  that  they 
expressly  denominate  referees ;  that  they  acted 
under  oath  ;  that  the  proper  officer,  representing 
the  Government,  was  empowered  to  employ 
counsel,  if  necessary ;  that  the  referees  are  au- 
thorized by  the  first  resolution  to  determine  what 
damages,  if  any,  were  sustained  by  the  contract- 
ors, and,  by  this  last  resolution,  their  duty  or 
business  is  designated  to  be  to  "  decide  certain 
controversies"  between  the  United  States  and 
the  contractors;  that  these  characteristics,  and 
the  general  spirit  of  the  transaction,  appear  to  de- 
note that  the  report  of  the  referees  in  the  case 
ought  to  be  considered  as  equivalent  to  an  award 
between  individuals  possessing  the  same  validity, 
and  equally  open  to  exceptions  j  that,  as  to  the 
provision  made  by  the  several  resolutions,  that 
the  referees  should  report,  their  opinion  to  Con- 
gress, this,  it  is  conceived,  could  only  have  been 
intended  to  reserve  to  Congress  a  right  of  review- 
ing the  award  on  the  same  principles,  bona  Jide, 
as  would  prevail  in  a  court  of  justice ;  that  the  ob- 
servations of  gentlemen  opposed  to  this  claim 
were  such  as  might  have  been  properly  urged, 
when  the  question  for  appointing  arbitrators  was 
before  the  old  Congress,  but  that  they  were  very 
ill-timed  now ;  and  that  the  argument  of  the  case 
having  been  a  very  long  time  before  Congress, 
was  a  strong  reason  for  agreeing  to  the  report,  that 


justice  might  at  length  be  done  to  the  claim- 
ants. 

The  question  for  recommitting  the  report  was 
put  and  negatived — 48  to  29. 

The  report  was  then  agreed  to  without  a  divi- 
sion, and  the  Committee  of  Claims  ordered  to 
bring  in  a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  moved  that  when  the  House 
adjourn,  it  adjourn  to  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper  proposed  Tuesday. 

The  question  on  the  most  distant  day  was  ta- 
ken and  negatived — 42  to  31,  and  then  the  first 
motion  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

COMMISSIONER  OF  THE  REVENUE. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said  that  at  the  time  the  office 
of  Commissioner  of  the  Revenue  was  appointed, 
he  doubted  not  it  might  be  necessary ;  but  at  pre- 
sent he  thought  the  business  of  that  office  might 
be  very  well  done  in  the  Treasury  Department, 
and  if  it  could,  it  would  occasion  a  considerable 
saving  in  the  expenses  of  Government,  as  be 
found  his  salary  was  $2,400;  that  $2,700  had  been 
allowed  for  clerks,  $250  for  messenger,  &c. 
$400  for  stationery,  besides  office  rent,  Ac 
making  in  the  whole  upwards  of  $6,000.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  following 
effect : 

"Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Revisal  and  Un- 
finished Business  be  directed  to  inquire  and  report 
whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  alterations  are  neceata- 
ry  in  the  act  making  alterations  in  the  Treasury  and 
War  Departments,  bo  far  as  it  respects  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  the  Revenue,  and  report  their  opinion 
as  to  the  expediency  or  inexpediency  of  abolishing  the 
office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Revenue." 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

CIRCUIT  COURT  IN  DELAWARE. 

Mr.  Bayard  moved  that  the  letter  of  the  Judges 
sent  to  the  House  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  requesting  an  alteration  in  the  time  of 
holding  the  Circuit  Courts  in  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, be  referred  to  a  select  committee ;  which, 
being  agreed  to,  he  presented  remonstrances  from 
the  Chancellor  and  sundry  citizens  of  the  Stateof 
Delaware,  against  the  above  suggested  alteration; 
which  were  referred  to  the  same  committee. 


Monday,  January  1, 1798. 
AMENDMENT  TO  THE  CONSTITUTION. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  Uniteo  States: 
Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

In  compliance  with  the  desire  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  expreased  in  their  resolution  of  the  teeood 
day  of  March,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety* 
seven,  that  some  speedy  and  effectual  means  might  be 
adopted  of  obtaining  information  from  the  State*  of  Cea- 
necucut,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Virgi- 
nia, Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  South  Carolina,  whether 
they  have  ratified  the  amendment  proposed  by  Congress 
to  the  Constitution,  concerning  the  suability  of  States; 
and,  if  they  have,  to  obtain  the  proper  evidences:  mea- 
sures have  been  taken,  and  information,  and  evidence* 
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obtained,  the  particulars  of  which  will  appear  in  the 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  made  by  my  direc- 
tion, on  the  twenty-eighth  day  of  this  month,  and  now 
presented  to  the  two  Houses  for  their  consideration. 

JOHN  ADAM8. 
Uhitxd  Status,  December  30,  1797. 

Mr.  J.  Williams,  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed to  report,  by  bill  or  otherwise,  whether  any, 
and  what,  amendments  are  necessary  to  the  act 
for  establishing  an  uniform  militia  throughout  the 
United  States,  reported  a  bill  to  provide  tor  organ- 
izing, arming,  and  disciplining  the  militia  of  the 
United  States ;  which  was  twice  read,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

Mr.  D.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Comfort  Sands,  and 
others;  which  was  twice  read,  and  committed  for 
Friday. 

DEBT  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  Van  Alen  thought  the  Government,  for 
some  time  past,  had  been  at  a  greater  expense  than 
was  necessary  in  paying,  by  means  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Loans,  the  interest  upon  the  domestic 
debt  of  the  United  States.  He  thought  the  busi- 
ness might  be  equally  as  well  done,,  at  a  much 
less  expense,  by  either  contracting  with  the  banks 
io  the  different  States,  or  authorizing  the  collec- 
tors of  the  revenue  to  pay  it.  In  order  to  bring 
the  subject  under  the  view  of  the  House*  he  pro- 
posed a  resolution  to  the  following  effect : 

"Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what,  alterations  are  ne- 
cctsuy  in  the  act  making  provision  for  the  debt  of  the 
United  States." 

Agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of  three  appointed. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  1798. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  to  whom  was  referred  the  estimate  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  8th  ultimo,  of 
what  would  be  necessary  for  the  services  of  the 
year  1798,  made  a  report  in  part — which  stated 
that  former  appropriations  had  proved  deficient, 
and  that  if  a  partial  appropriation  was  not  made 
before  the  regular  appropriations  were  gone  into, 
the  public  service  might  suffer.  The  deficiencies 
were  stated  to  be  in  the  Quartermaster's  and  In- 
dian Departments,  dec.,  in  the  subsistence  of  the 
Army,  and  also  in  the  appropriations  for  the  naval 
service.  They  proposed,  however,  to  defer  any 
appropriation  for  the  latter  object,  until  they  re- 
ceived statements  on  the  subject  from  the  proper 
department.  The  report  also  stated  that  the  se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  had  informed  the  com- 
mittee that  two  awards  had  been  made,  under  the 
6th  article  of  the  British  Treaty,  against  the  Uni- 
ted States,  amounting  to  $24,921,  which  became 
Payable  in  October  last,  but  which  had  not  yet 
been  paid  for  want  of  funds;  and  that  other 
awards  have  been,  or  are  soon  expected  to  be, 
made,  for  upwards  of  $27,000.  The  committee, 
therefore,  propose  that  the  House  grant  $100,000 
for  the  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations,  (exclu- 
sive of  the  deficiency  of  the  naval  service.)  and 
$52,000  to  meet  the  awards  under  the  British 
Treaty. 


UNIFORM  BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  a  resolution  proposing  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  to  prepare  ana  report  a  bill  for 
establishing  an  uniform  system  of  bankruptcy, 
made  a  report  containing  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced the  committee  to  believe  it  expedient  for 
the  House  to  adopt  the  resolution. 

The  report  having  been  read  a  second  time,  and 
Mr.  H.  moving  it  to  be  committed : 

Mr.  Coit  said{  he  believed  there  was  some  mis- 
take in  this  business,  as — though  he  was  of  the 
committee  appointed  to  consider  the  subject — he 
had  never  heard  of  this  report  before,  and  he  did 
not  believe  it  had  been  submitted  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Harper  said  it  had  not, 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished,  then,  the  report  might 
be  recommitted.  He  was  not  himself  much  in 
favor  of  committees  detailing  the  reasons  upon 
which  they  acted,  as  he  thought  it  served  to  swell 
their  Journal  and  Printers'  bill,  without  use ;  but 
if  reasons  were  to  be  detailed:,  he  wished  they 
might  be  the  reasons  of  the  committee,  and  not 
of  the  chairman.  He  was  one  of  the  committee, 
and  had  heard  nothing  of  this  report  before  he 
had  now  heard  it  read. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  know  why  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  had  so  strong  an  objection  to  rea- 
sons being  given  for  conduct ;  if  he  did  not  choose 
to  guide  his  conduct  by  reason,  why  object  to 
other  gentlemen  being  indulged  with  this  privi- 
lege ?  As  to  the  manner  of  making  reports  by 
committees,  he  believed  it  was  usual,  when  the 
principle  of  a  report  was  settled,  to  leave  the  man* 
ner  of  making  it  to  the  chairman.  But  the  gen- 
tleman's objections,  he  suspected,  were  not  to  the 
reasons  for  the  report,  but  to  the  report  itself,  to 
which  they  were  altogether  opposed.  For  his 
part,  he  could  see  no  ground  of  objection  to  the 
report;  when  the  committee  determined  to  re- 
commend the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  he 
thought  it  was  more  proper  and  more  respect- 
ful to  the  House  to  report  the  reasons  upon  which 
their  opinion  was  founded,  than  merely  to  give  an 
opinion  without  support.  And  were  these  reasons, 
he  asked,  never  to  be  presented,  except  every  gen- 
tleman on  a  committee  agreed  to  them  ?  If  those 
gentlemen  upon  the  committee  who  were  in  favor 
of  the  report  would  say  the  reasons  now  assigned 
were  not  such  as  they  approved,  he  also  would 
vote  for  a  recommittal ;  but,  if  they  were  satisfied 
with  them,  he  could  see  no  reason  for  recommit- 
ting the  report  because  it  did  not  satisfy  gentle- 
men opposed  to  the  business  altogether. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  he  had  objected  to  this 
report  because  it  did  not  contain  his  own  reasons, 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would  have 
had  some  ground  for  what  he  had  advanced.  But 
this  was  not  the  case.  He  objected  to  it  because 
it  contained  the  gentleman's  own  reasons,  and  not 
those  of  the  committee ;  and  though,  as  the  gen- 
tleman had  stated,  he  was  opposed  to  the  report, 
yet  he  had  a  right  to  expect  to  be  consulted  re- 
specting any  reasons  which  were  reported  by  that 
committee.    He  was  not  a  little  surprised  that 
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the  gentleman  should  insist  upon  his  right  to  as- 
sign reasons  for  that  House,  when  he  roust  recol- 
lect upon  how  many  occasions  his  reasons  had 
failed  of  producing  conviction ;  he  was  sure  it 
was  not  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  give 
the  gentleman  power  to  pledge  them  to  anything 
he  might  choose  to  write ;  and  he  thought  ir  was 
time  to  stop  this  mode  of  reporting.  The  House 
expected  committees  would  report  facts — they  did 
not  expect  their  detailed  reasons.  This  had  al- 
ways been  the  course  of  business;  and  if  it  were 
to  be  departed  from,  and  reasons  were  to  be  given, 
they  ought  to  be  those  of  the  committee,  and  not 
those  of  the  chairman  only. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  he  was  as  willing  as  any  gentle- 
man to  submit  to  the  opinion  of  a  majority,  but 
he  was  as  unwilling  as  any  man  to  submit  to  any 
act  which  was  not  the  act  of  a  majority.  He 
thought  the  gentleman  was  mistaken,  when  he 
said  it  was  the  practice  of  committees  to  author- 
ize their  chairmen  to  make  their  reports,  when 
once  they  had  agreed  to  the  principle  or  them. 
The  gentleman,  it  was  true,  was  much  more  in 
the  habit  of  being  at  the  head  of  committees  than 
he,  and  was  more  likely  to  be  acquainted  with  the 
usual  course  of  this  kind  of  business;  but,  if  it 
were  the  practice,  he  thought  it  extremely  im- 
proper. If,  indeed,  the  report  had  simply  been 
that  the  committee  were  of  opinion  a  bill  ought 
to  be  reported,  no  objection  could  have  been  made 
to  the  chairman's  having  so  reported ;  but  when 
lengthy  reasons  were  to  be  given,  though  they 
might  oe  very  agreeable  to  the  gentleman  himself, 
they  might  not  be  so  to  the  committee.  It  was 
true  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  report  itself,  but 
this  was  not  the  ground  upon  which  he  now  acted. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  was  not  a  member  of 
this  committee,  and  therefore  wholly  disinterested 
in  the  business.  The  report  seemed  to  be  objected 
to  on  two  grounds ;  the  one.  because  reasons  for 
the  report  were  given  at  all ;  and  the  other  be- 
cause they  were  the  reasons  of  the  chairman 
himself  and  not  of  the  committee.  The  first  did 
not  strike  him  as  being  forcible.  He  thought  it 
ought  to  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  a  committee 
whether  they  will  report  the  reasons  for  their 
determination  or  not.  With  respect  to  the  latter 
objection,  he  agreed  altogether  with  the  gentle- 
men from  Virginia  and  Connecticut,  and  so  far 
from  its  being  the  custom  for  a  chairman  to  report 
for  a  committee  what  reasons  he  may  think  pro- 
per, he  believed  he  was  entirely  mistaken.  He 
never  knew  an  instance  of  the  report  of  a  com- 
mittee being  presented  to  the  House  before  it  was 
first  laid  before  the  committee  itself;  for  though 
gentlemen  be  in  a  minority  they  ought  certainly 
to  be  consulted  with  respect  to  any  reasons  which 
may  be  stated  as  influencing  the  committee,  oth- 
erwise the  reasons  of  the  majority  may  be  placed 
in  the  strongest  light,  and  those  of  the  minority 
cast  into  the  shade.  Therefore,  if  anything  more 
than  a  simple  resolution  were  reported  x  the  report 
should  always  be  laid  before  the  committee  before 
it  be  presented  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Thatcher  was  proceeding  to  make  some 
observations  on  the  subject ;  when 


Mr.  Harper  said — seeing  the  business  was 
likely  to  run  into  a  debate — he  would  withdraw 
the  report. 

Which,  upon  Mr.  Nicholas's  withdrawing  his 
motion  for  a  recommitment,  was  allowed. 


Tuesday,  January  2. 

John  Fowler,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
appeared  and  took  his  seat 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  a  bill  for  amending  the  several 
acts  for  laying  a  duty  upon  spirits  distilled  within 
the  United  States,  and  upon  stills ;  which  was 
twice  read,  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  D.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Sarah  Alexander, 
widow  of  Gen.  Stirling,  praying  for  certain  lands 
which  she  claims  as  due  to  her  late  husband ;  the 
report  was  against  the  petitioner,  and  was  referred 
to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  wbom 
was  referred  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  certain  deceased  officers  and  soldiers. 

GENERAL  KOSCIU8KO. 

Mr.  Dawson  moved  the  order  of  the  day  oo 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  oo 
the  claim  of  Gen.  Kosciusko ;  which  motion  being 
acceded  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Kittera  in  the  Chair 
and  the  report  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Dawson  said,  when  he  had  the  honor  of 
presenting  this  business  to  the  House,  he  hoped 
the  proposition  he  then  submitted  would  have  been 
agreed  to  in  that  way,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
would  have  been  most  honorable  to  the  United 
States,  and  most  agreeable  to  the  person  con- 
cerned. In  this  hope  he  had  been  disappointed; 
but,  though  they  differed  as  to  the  mode  of  doing 
the  business,  there  was  but  one  opinion  as  to  tbe 
business  itself.  He  had  now  a  resolution  to  sub- 
mit to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  which  he 
trusted  would  meet  with  no  opposition.  It  would 
be  found,  by  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  that  the  accounting  officers  were  read? 
to  pay  to  General  Kosciusko  $12,280  principal, 
and  $2,947  interest,  from  1785  to  1788.  To  re- 
cover those  two  sums,  therefore,  there  would  hare 
been  no  occasion  for  application  to  that  House. 
It  also  states,  that  a  bill  had  been  remitted  to  our 
Minister  at  London,  for  the  interest  from  1789  to 
1792,  but  which  money  was  afterwards,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  General,  ordered  to  be  remitted  to 
Leipsic  or  Dresden ;  but  it  did  not  appear  that 
this  order  had  been  complied  with.  It  was  clear, 
however,  it  was  never  received  by  him,  nor  had 
he  given  any  person  a  right  to  receive  it.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  as  the  money  lay  at  Amsterdam, 
Leipsic  or  Dresden,  and  coutd  at  any  time  be  £0t 
by  the  United  States,  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  pay  the  General  that  sum  at  this  time.  It  was 
further  stated  in  the  report,  that  in  September, 
1792,  a  notification  was  published,  informing  all 
the  foreign  officers  that  provision  was  made  at 
the  Treasury  for  the  payment  of  the  principal  of 
their  debts,  and  that  the  interest  thereon  would 
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herefore  cease  after  the  last  day  of  December  in 
hat  year.  Upon  examination  he  did  not  find 
hat  this  arrangement  was  founded  upon  any  law; 
t  was,  therefore,  a  regulation  agreed  upon  by  the 
Treasury  Department,  and  ought  not  to  operate 
to  the  injury  of  persons  who  were  ignorant  of  it 
It  was  well  known,  that,  from  the  peculiar  situa- 
tion of  General  Kosciusko  at  the  time,  that  he 
could  not  hear  of  it ;  and  the  truth  was,  he  never 
lid  hear  of  it  until  he  arrived  in  this  city.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
the  payment  or  the  amount  of  the  certificates, 
with  interest  to  the  present  time.  To  effect  this 
purpose,  he  proposed  the  following  resolution  : 

u  Resolved,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  thin  committee, 
that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  authorized  and 
directed  to  pay  to  General  Kosciusko,  the  interest  of 
fix  per  cent,  per  annum,  on  $12,280  54,  the  amount 
of  the  certificate  received  by  him  from  the  United 
States,  and  now  lost,  from  the  1st  of  January,  1789,  to 
the  31st  day  of  December,  1797." 

This  resolution  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Macon, 
Coit,  and  J.  Williams.  They  were  opposed  to 
interest  being  paid  up  to  the  present  time,  and 
wished,  if  any  provision  were  made  for  paying 
interest  beyond  the  time  fixed  by  the  notification  of 
the  Treasury,  that  the  regulation  should  be  a 
general  one.  and  extend  to  all  other  foreign  offi- 
cers. They  were  also  against  paying  the  interest, 
which  had  been  transmitted  to  Paris  for  General 
Kosciusko's  use,  and  which,  by  his  direction,  was 
afterwards  remitted  to  Leinsic  or  Dresden,  as  it 
most  probably  lay  there,  ana  would  be  paid  to  his 
order  without  their  interference. 

The  motion  was  advocated  by  Messrs.  Vena- 

BLE,  PlNCKNEV,   J.    PARKER,    HARPER,  GALLATIN, 

and  T.  Claiborne,  and   was  finally  agreed   to 
without  a  division. 

The  committee  rose,  the  House  took  it  up, 
agreed  to  iL  and  referred  it  to  a  select  committee 
to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  1798. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
to  whom  was  referred  a  letter  and  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  accompanied  with  esti- 
mates of  the  sums  necessary  to  be  appropriated  for 
the  service  of  the  year  1798 ;  which  motion  being 
acceded  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  and  the  fol- 
lowing report  was  read : 

"  It  appears  from  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  former  appropriations  for  several  ob- 
jects have  proved  deficient,  and  that  before  a  general  esti 
mate  of  deficiencies  can  be  prepared  and  acied  upon  by 
the  House,  the  public  senrice  may  be  in  danger  of  suffer- 
ing, unless  aided  by  a  partial  appropriation  on  account 
These  deficiencies  occur  in  the  following  appropriations, 
which  were  made  by  the  acta  of  March  3d,  1797,  viz: 
First,  of  $300,000  for  the  Quartermaster's  and  Indian 
Departments,  the  defensive  protection  of  the  frontiers, 
bounties,  and  all  contingencies  of  the  War  Department. 
8econd!y,  of  $292,678  for  the  subsistence  of  the  army; 
for  which  two  objects  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  sup- 
poses that  a  partial  appropriation  of  $200,000  on  account 
will  be  sufficient 


"  Partial  appropriations  of  this  nature  have  been  cus- 
tomary, and  the  committee  perceive  no  objection  to  that 
now  requested. 

"  It  also  appears,  by  the  above  mentioned  letter,  that 
there  is  a  deficiency  in  the  former  appropriations  for  the 
naval  service,  for  which  a  partial  appropriation,  on  ac- 
count, may  also  be  necessary;  but  the  committee  deem 
it  proper  to  be  furnished  with  the  particular  statements 
respecting  this  deficiency,  before  they*  report  on  this 
head.  These  statements  will  probably  be  received  in  a 
few  days. 

"  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  further  states  that 
two  awards,  under  the  seventh  article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation,  with  Great  Britain, 
have  been  made  in  favor  of  British  subjects  whose  prop- 
erty was  captured  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States,  or  by  vessels  fitted  out  there.  These  two  awards 
amount  to  $24,921  81,  and  became  payable  in  October 
last,  but  have  not  been  paid  for  want  of  an  appropria- 
tion. Other  awards  may  soon  be  made,  and  indeed  may 
have  actually  taken  place;  for  the  punctual  discharge  of 
which  it  is  proper  to  provide.  For  this  object  the  Sec- 
retary supposes  that  a  further  sum  of  $27,078  19  will 
be  sufficient,  making  in  the  whole  an  amount  of  $62,000, 
which  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  expe- 
dient to  appropriate  for  the  discharge  of  these  awards. 
They  therefore  submit  the  following  resolutions,  viz: 

"  Resolved,  That  the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars  be  appropriated,  on  account,  for  the  expenses 
during  the  year  1798,  of  the  Quartermaster  and  Indian 
Departments,  defensive  protection  of  the  frontiers,  boun- 
ties, and  contingent  expenses,  of  the  War  Department; 
and  a  like  sum,  on  account,  for  the  subsistence,  during 
the  said  year,  of  the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  privates,  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States. 

"Resolved,  That  the  sum  of  fifty  two  thousand  dollars 
be  appropriated  for  the  payment  of  awards  made,  and  to 
be  made,  under  the  seventh  article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Amity,  Commerce,  and  Navigation,  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain,  in  favor  of  British  subjects 
whose  properly  has  been  captured  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States,  or  by  vessels  armed  or  fitted  out 
therein.' 

Mr.  Harper  said  that  since  he  made  the  report 
which  had  jnst  been  read,  he  had  adverted  to  the 
rules  of  the  House,  aud  found  that  it  was  neces- 
sary that  all  appropriations  for  money  should  be 
first  proposed  in  a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  He 
wished  the  Chairman,  therefore,  to  read  the  reso- 
lutions as  blank,  and  he  would  afterwards  move 
to  fill  them  up  with  the  sums  with  which  they 
were  at  present  filled. 

This  was  done,  and  both  the  resolutions  were 
agreed  to,  without  debate.  The  House  rose,  agreed 
to  them,  and  they  were  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

COUNT  DE  GRAS8E. 

Mr.  Livingston  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  petition  of 
the  daughters  of  Count  de  Grasse,  which  being 
agreed  to.  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  and  the  report  on  this,  and 
that  on  their  former  petition  having  been  read, 
the  resolution  reported,  which  proposed  to  allow 

to  each  of  the  daughters dollars  annually, 

for  life,  came  under  consideration. 

Mr.  L.  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  $500. 
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Mr.  WilllAis  thought  the  resolution  ought  to 
have  been  agreed  to  before  the  blank  was  filled  up. 
He  intended  to  vote  against  the  resolution  itself. 
It  was  true  that  Count  de  Grasse  was  of  great  ser- 
vice to  this  country ;  and  it  was  also  true  that  the 
House  had  already  acknowledged  those  services 
by  the  grant  formerly  made  to  his  daughters.  If 
they  were  to  grant  what  was  now  asked  for,  he 
supposed  they*  should  be  applied  to  again  and 
again.  There  might  be  daughters  of  other  for- 
eign officers  whose  estates  were  gone,  as  well  as 
these,  and  if  they  were  to  grant  pensions  for  life 
to  these  petitioners,  they  must  also  do  it  to  them, 
if  they  applied  for  it.  And  were  there  not,  he 
asked,  daughters  of  our  own  meritorious  officers 
who  were  become,  as  it  were,  a  town  charge? 
Were  they  to  take  up  these  cases  also  1  He  was 
sorry  for  the  situation  of  the  petitioners ;  but  whilst 
the  daughters  of  our  own  officers  were  probably 
suffering  for  want  of  the  pay  justly  due  for  their 
fathers'  services,  he  could  not  agree  to  a  second 
appropriation  for  them.  He  wished  Government 
to  oe  just  before  it  was  generous.  They  should 
be  careful  how  they  extended  their  charity,  and 
be  well  convinced  that  the  objects  of  it  were  de- 
serving. Industry,  frugality,  and  economy,  should 
be  looked  after  as  well  as  charity.  Nobody  knew 
how  the  money  which  had  been  granted  had  been 
expended.  He  recollected  when  the  widow  of 
Colonel  Butler  (who  died  in  the  service)  applied 
to  the  House  for  relief,  it  was  denied  her.  He 
wished  the  House  to  be  uniform  in  its  grants. 
The  acts  of  limitation  had  cut  off  the  claims  of 
many  of  our  valuable  officers  and  soldiers,  and 
whilst  they  were  unsatisfied,  bethought  they  ought 
not  to  be  too  lavish  in  their  grants  to  foreigners. 
He  admitted  the  Count  de  Grasse  had  done  ser- 
vice to  our  cause;  but  he  was  under  the  command 
of  another  country,  who,  he  believed,  was  not  in- 
fluenced altogether  by  our  interest ;  they  had  an 
interest  of  their  own ;  they  wished  to  separate  this 
country  from  Great  Britain.  Upon  the  whole, 
having  once  relieved  the  petitioners,  he  thought 
they  ought  to  be  satisfied  until  we  had  attended  to 
the  wants  of  our  own  citizens. 

The  question  was  put  and  negatived— 45  to  32. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  proposed  to  fill  the 
blank  with  $400. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  there  only  being  33 
votes  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  moved  $300. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
how  to  act  in  this  question.  He  thought  the  se- 
lect committee  had  gone  to  work  in  the  most  ob- 
jectionable mode.  The  application  was  for  tem- 
porary relief;  but  the  committee,  without  any 
reason  which  he  could  see,  proposed  a  pension  for 
life.  Why  this  was  done,  he  could  not  tell ;  there 
was  nothing  in  the  circumstances  which  made  it 
necessary,  and  therefore  he  thought  it  a  wanton 
act  in  the  committee  so  to  report.  He  wished  to 
reject  the  proposition  in  this  shape ;  nor  was  he 
prepared  to  say  he  should  agree  to  it  in  any  other. 
He  thought  they  were  outstepping  the  bounds  of 
their  authority,  in  thus  disposing  of  the  public 
money. 


Mr.  Harper  moved  to  strike  out  the  words 
"during  life," and  insert,  "until  they  shall  receive 
possession  cf  their  property."  He  owned  he  felt 
the  weight  of  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  on  this  point:  all  that  could 
be  desired  was,  that  these  young  ladies  should  re- 
ceive a  maintenance  until  they  became  possessed 
of  their  paternal  estate.  He  could  not  admit, 
however,  of  the  doctrine  laid  down  from  another 
quarter.  In  the  first  place,  was  it  a  just  principle, 
because  we  could  not  reward  all  who  served  us, 
that  we  should  reward  none  1  That  because  acts 
of  limitations  had  barred  the  claims  of  many  of 
our  citizens,  all  others  who  had  claims  upon  our 

i'ustice  or  benevolence  should  be  rejected?  He 
toped  this  sentiment  would  not  be  agreed  to ;  and 
if  any  person  who  had  served  the  United  States 
were  entitled  to  remuneration,  he  challenged  any 
gentleman  to  point  out  one  who  had  a  greater 
claim  upon  us  than  the  family  of  Count  de  Grasse. 
No  individual  had  ever  had  it  in  his  power  to 
render  to  the  United  States  so  singular  a  service 
as  this  man.  Mr.  H.  here  took  an  animated  view 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Count  in  remaining  with 
his  fleet  in  this  country,  at  a  very  critical  period 
of  the  war,  beyond  the  time  allowed  him,  which 
produced  one  of  the  most  brilliant  events  of  the 
war,  the  capture  of  Yorktown  and  a  British  army, 
and  which  he  did  at  the  risk  of  everything  which 
is  dear  to  a  soldier,  his  commission  and  honor. 

Let,  said  Mr.  H.,  the  trifling  pittance  proposed 
to  be  given  to  Count  de  Grasse's  daughters,  be 
compared  with  the  expense  which  a  protraction 
of  the  war  for  two  years  would  have  cost,  which 
was  the  lowest  computation  which  could  be  made 
of  the  service  ?  Laying  aside  the  loss  of  lives  and 
misery,  which  must  have  been  the  certain  conse- 
quences, the  expense  alone  could  not  be  estima- 
ted at  less  than  twenty  millions  of  dollars !  Yet 
they  were  haggling  about  50  or  $100  for  the  dis- 
tressed daughters  of  this  man !  And  when  they 
were  about  to  put  bread  into  their  mouths,  gentle- 
men objected  to  it  because  they  did  not  know 
how  the  former  grant  had  been  expended.  Would 
it  comport  with  propriety  or  delicacy,  Mr.  M. 
asked,  to  heighten  what  the  petitioners  must  feel 
under  their  misfortunes  by  instituting  an  inquiry 
of  this  kind  ?  Should  tney  require  their  daily 
accounts,  and  say,  here  was  a  dollar  misspent,  and 
there  a  dollar  might  have  been  saved?  If  there 
were  any  gentleman  who  wished  this,  he  did  not 
envy  him  his  feelings.  He  was,  however,  ready 
to  answer  the  inquiry.  They  had  incurred  a 
debt  in  their  passage  to  this  country:  they  were 
turned  out  of  a  convent,  their  father  dead,  and 
their  brother  an  exile,  they  were  left  to  seek  their 
bread  in  a  foreign  country.  They  obtained  credit 
on  their  estate  in  St.  Domingo  for  their  passage, 
and  until  they  received  the  grant  of  Congress, 
they  subsisted  upon  this  credit.  Strangers  as  they 
were,  unacquainted  with  the  language  and  cus- 
toms of  the  country,  was  it  too  much  to  suppose 
that  they  had  expended  in  four  years,  in  paying 
their  debts  and  in  their  subsistence,  the  $4,000 
which  had  been  granted  to  them  ?  He  thought 
not.    He  believed  every  economy  had  been  used] 
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and  the  fact  was.  they  were  now  in  want  and 
were  indebted  to  private  benevolence  for  support. 
Mr.  H.  trusted,  that  as  they  had.  on  a  former 
occasion,  granted  them  a  sum  of  money  for  sub- 
sistence, they  should  not,  whilst  their  necessities 
continued,  withhold  from  them  what  was  proper 
for  their  decent  support.  He  wished  the  amend- 
ment he  had  proposed  to  be  adopted,  as  when  they 
became  possessed  .of  their  paternal  estate,  they 
would  be  enabled  to  pay  back  what  they  had 
received  from  Congress. 

Mr.  Sewall  suggested  to  the  gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting  the  following 
words  instead  of  what  he  nad  offered.  vi2 :  "  during 
their  necessary  residence  respectively  within  the 
United  States." 
Mr.  Harper  consented. 
Mr.  Hartley  did  not  like  either  of  the  amend- 
ments, as  they  were  indefinite.  He  did  not  know 
who  was  to  judge  of  the  necessity  of  the  residence, 
and  it  would  be  difficult  to  ascertain  when  they 
became  possessed  of  their  estate.  He  would  rather 
grant  the  petitioners  something  for  life,  or  for  a 
certain  period.  On  a  former  occasion  they  made 
an  allowance  to  Baron  Steuben  for  life,  after  he 
fed  been,  in  a  great  degree,  requltted  for  his  ser- 
vices. Mr.  H.  dwelt  upon  the  importance  of  the 
service  rendered  by  Count  de  Grasse,  in  extend- 
ing his  stay  beyond  his  orders,  and  contrasted  it 
with  the  conduct  of  d'Estaing,  who  refused  to 
comply  with  a  like  request ;  the  consequences  of 
which  produced  mischievous  effects  to  the  United 
States.  He  hoped,  therefore,  an  allowance  would 
be  agreed  to  for  five  or  seven  years. 

Mr.  Brooks  believed  the  committee  differed 
more  as  to  the  manner  of  doing  the  business  than 
on  the  question  itself.  He  thought  there  were 
few  members  in  the  House  who  would  refuse  aid 
to  the  petitioners  in  one  way  or  the  other.  Mr. 
B.  moved  to  insert  five  years,  or  to  leave  the  time 
a  blank  for  which  the  grant  should  be  made.  He 
moved  the  latter. 

Mr.  Rutledge  seconded  the  motion.  He  was 
as  much  disposed  as  any  gentleman  to  give  relief 
to  the  petitioners,  and  he  liked  the  present  shape 
of  the  resolution  much  better  than  any  other 
which  had  been  presented.  He  did  not  wish  the 
allowance  to  be  tor  life,  nor  whilst  their  residence 
should  be  deemed  necessary.  He  looked  upon  the 
services  of  the  Count  de  Grasse  as  of  great  conse- 
quence to  this  country,  and  that  the  situation  of 
his  daughters  called  for  relief.  But  he  could  not 
subscribe  to  the  doctrine  of  his  colleague,  that  he 
had  rendered  more  important  services  in  the  war 
than  any  other  man.  To  assert  this,  he  thought, 
was  not  doing  justice  to  our  own  citizens.  He 
believed  he  could  mention  a  dozen  men  who  had 
rendered  as  important  services  as  he ;  but  in  men- 
tioning ooe  he  might  give  offence  to  others,  equally 
deserving,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  hurt  the  feel- 
ings of  any  of  our  brave  fellow-citizens.  Nor  did 
he  admit  that  the  services  of  the  Count  were 
voluntary ;  the  report  showed  that  they  were  very 
earnestly  solicited.  He  was,  however,  in  favor  of 
providing  for  the  young  ladies.    He  thought  the 


services  of  the  rather  were  such  f  s  claimed  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  their  situation. 

Mr.  Sewall  liked  his  own  proposition  better 
than  the  substitute ;  but  as  he  wished  to  afford 
relief  to  the  petitioners  in  some  way,  he  would 
withdraw  his  motion  to  make  room  for  it. 

Mr.  Williams  offered  some  remarks  upon  what 
had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Harper]  with  respect  to  his  tender 
feelings ;  and  concluded  with  observing,  if  it  were 
a  loan  only  which  was  wanted,  the  proposition 
should  be  so  expressed. 

Mr.  Bayard  did  not  understand  that  what  the 

fentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Harper] 
ad  said  went  to  disparage  the  services  of  any  ' 
officer  of  the  United  States.  He  thought  the 
warmth  and  enthusiasm  with  which  that  gentle- 
man plead  the  cause  of  the  memorialists  was 
highly  honorable  to  him.  He  did  not  understand 
the  services  of  the  Count  de  Grasse  to  stand  upon 
the  same  footing  with  those  of  our  own  citizens ; 
for,  though  their  services  were  not  sufficiently 
compensated,  yet  they  received  something,  but  he 
or  his  family  never  received  anything  by  way  of 
compensation,  except  what  had  been  allowed  to 
his  daughters.  If,  therefore,  he  were  to  be  put 
upon  the  same  footing  with  our  own  citizens,  his 
family  would  be  entitled  to  make  a  larger  demand 
than  any  allowance  they  were  proposing  to  make 
them. 

Mr.  Livingston  apprehended  it  was  very  im- 
material whether  the  resolution  was  agreed  to  in 
a  limited  way,  or  for  life ;  in  either  case,  he  had 
a  strong  conviction  on  his  mind  that  the  justice 
and  humanity  of  the  country  would  never  suffer 
these  ladies  to  want  whilst  they  remained  in  it. 
Mr.  L.  severely  censured  what  had  fallen  from 
his  colleague  [Mr.  Williams]  and  charged  hhn 
with  a  want  of  feeling  to  all  claims,  though  he 
objected  to  this,  because  the  demands  of  our  own 
citizens  were  unattended  to.  He  added,  that  his 
constituents  would  not  thank  him  for  this  penu- 
riousness.  Some  gentlemen  had  objected  to  the 
proposition  from  Constitutional  scruples,  thinking 
the  Constitution  did  not  authorize  them  to  extend 
a  grant  to  this  case.  These  gentlemen  were  enti- 
tled to  more  respect.  He  paid  due  deference  to 
their  opinions;  but  he  felicitated  himself  that 
these  objections  had  no  weight  with  him.  He 
acted  from  those  warm  principles  of  benevolence 
which  he  hoped  always  to  preserve.  When  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  framed,  it 
was  intended  for  the  general  good ;  and  in  this 
was  included  the  power  to  reward  services  which 
have  a  claim  upon  our  justice  and  humanity :  for 
though  these  services  might  not  be  reduced  to  a 
demand  in  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  yet  if  they 
were  sudh  as  required  attention  from  national 

generosity  and  national  justice,  thev  ought  to' be 
eard,  and  such  were  the  services,  all  must  allow, 
of  Count  de  Grasse. 

Mr.  L.  urged  the  importance  of  these  services 
to  the  United  States,  and  asked  whether  the 
House  would  deny  the  poor  pittance  proposed  to 
be  given,  when  these  were  considered.  He  de* 
precated  the  idea  of  granting  anything  to  the 
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petitioners  on  the  ground  of  charity.  The  reso- 
lution did  not  propose  this.  It  proposed  a  grant 
in  consideration  of  important   services.      This 

f round  was  honorable,  that  pitiful.  He  should 
e  ashamed  to  ask  charity  for  the  petitioners;  he 
asked  justice:  he  believed  they  were  not  disposed 
to  ask  charity.  Mr.  L. -concluded  by  justifying 
the  committee  in  making  the  report  they  had 
made,  as  the  only  one  which,  in  their  opinion, 
would  be  equal  to  the  adequate  relief  of  the 
petitioners. 

Mr.  Harper  rose  to  justify  himself  against  a 
charge  of  disparaging  the  merits  of  our  own 
brave  officers.  He  did  not  expect,  when  it  was 
well  known  that  no  man  had  ever  shown  a  greater 
regard  for  this  class  of  citizens  than  he  had  done, 
that  such  a  sentiment  should  for  a  moment  have 
been  harbored  by  any  gentleman  in  that  House. 
But  he  did  say,  ana  would  again  say,  that  no 
single  individual  had  it  in  his  power  to  do  so  im- 

Sortant  an  act  for  the  United  States,  as  the  Count 
e  Grasse  had  done,  though  he  knew  there  were 
thousands,  and  tens  of  thousands  of  our  citizens, 
who  would  be  ready  to  do  it,  if  they  were  placed 
in  the  same  situation.     * 

Mr.  Williams  answered  the  remarks  of  his 
colleague,  (Mr.  Livingston,)  and  denied  that  he 
had  ever  been  backward  in  attending  to  the 
claims  of  his  fellow-citizens;  he  had  always  been 
ready  to  do  them  full  justice.  As  to  his  consti- 
tuents not  thanking  him  for  objecting  to  this 
claim,  he  thought  they  would  be  better  satisfied 
with  his  conduct  than  if  he  were  to  commence  a 
system  of  pensions. 

Mr.  Sbepard  did  not  think  any  gentleman 
would  have  objected  to  the  proposed  allowance. 
No  one  officer,  he  said,  ever  did  such  important 
services  for  the  United  States  as  the  Count  de 
Grasse;  and  he  was  certain  that  no  officer  in  the 
army  would  feel  hurt  at  what  had  fallen  from  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  on  the  subject. 
They  would  be  glad  to  hear  of  our  own  officers 
and  soldiers  being  fully  compensated ;  but  if  this 
could  not  be  done,  they  would  be  clad  to  find 
foreigners  more  fortunate.  He  hoped  the  resolu- 
tion would  pass;  if  not,  they  should  appear  odious, 
not  only  to  their  own  country,  but  to  every  other. 
After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Hartley  and  Mr. 
T.  Claiborne,  in  favor  of  the  resolution,  the 
question  was  put  and  carried,  without  a  division. 
The  committee  rose,  the  House  took  up  the 
resolution,  (the  time  and  sum  both  being  blank,) 
and  agreed  to  it,  57  votes  being  in  its  favor.  It 
was  referred  to  the  select  committe  to  bring  in  a  bill. 

CITIZENS   ENTERING   FOREIGN    SERVICE- 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  at  the  last  session  there 
was  a  bill  brought  forward  for  prohibiting  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  from  entering  into  the 
military  or  nival  service  of  any  foreign  Prince  or 
State,  which  was  agreed  to  in  that  House,  but 
finally  postponed.  As  the  same  reason  existed 
for  the  bill  now  as  existed  then,  he  wished  to  have 
it  again  brought  before  tbe  House,  and  for  that 
purpose  proposed  a  resolution  for  the  appointment 
of  a  committee  to  report  such  a  bill. 


Wednesday,  January  3. 

Mr.  Thatcher  presented  a  petition  from  John 
Breadley  and  other  deputy  postmasters,  in  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  stating  that  when  the)' 
received  their  authority,  and  gave  bonds  for  ike 
due  performance  of  their  office,  it  was  understood 
that  they  were  not  to  be  accountable  for  the  loss 
of  bank  notes,  or  other  valuble  papers  which 
passed  through  their  offices,  but  that  a  legal  decis- 
ion had  lately  taken  place  which  had  determined 
that  the  post  offices  were  liable  for  all  soch  losses; 
which  determination,  it  was  apprehended,  would 
subject  them  to  be  speculated  upon  by  designing 
persons,  who  might  allege  they  had  sent  notes, 
ifcc.,  by  the  post,  which  never  had  been  sent. 
They  pray,  therefore,  that  when  the  Post  Office 
law  shall  come  under  consideration,  a  clause 
may  be  inserted  in  it  declaratory  of  the  law  in 
this  respect. 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  to  whom  was  referred  a  resolution  on 
the  expediency  of  admitting  licences  for  distilling 
spirits  to  be  taken  for  a  week,  reported  it  as  the 
opinion  of  that  committee  that  the  proposition 
ought  not  to  be  "adopted.  The  report  was  twite 
read,  and  referred  to  the  same  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  relative  to 
the  duty  on  spirits. 

Mr.   Dawson  reported  a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  payment  of  the  interest  of  a  certificate  given 
by  the  United  States  to  General  Kosciusko,  which 
was  twice  read  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 
UNIFORM  BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
consider  the  subject  of  a  bankrupt  law,  was  di- 
rected by  the  committee  to  present  the  report, 
which  he  laid  before  the  House  the  day  before 
yesterday.    It  was  in  the  following  words  : 

"  The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  *  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  and  report  a  bill  lor  esUblishmg  an 
uniform  system  of  bankruptcy  throughout  the  United 
States/  having  taken  the  matter  into  consideration, 
beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

"  In  so  complicated,  and,  as  respects  this  country, 
so  new  a  subject,  as  a  system  of  bankruptcy,  it  must 
be  expected  that  many  difficulties  will  occur,  that 
many  objections  will  arise,  and  that  many  doubti  will 
be  entertained,  as  to  the  possibility,  and  even  as  to  the 
advantages,  of  such  an  establishment.  8uch  donbto 
and  difficulties  have  presented  themselves  forcibly  to 
the  committee,  even  in  this  preliminary  stage  of  the 
business ;  but,  without  undertaking  to  decide  how  fa 
it  may  be  practicable  to  surmount  them,  they  conceive 
that  the  attempt  ought  to  be  made.  They  are  of  opin- 
ion that  this  institution  is  greatly  desired  by  the  mer- 
cantile part  of  the  community,  on  which  it  is  calculated 
more  peculiarly  to  operate ;  and  they  can  see  no  rea*» 
to  doubt  of  its  beneficial  effects  in  the  support  of  mer- 
cantile credit,  the  prevention  of  fraud,  the  restraint  tf 
imprudent  and  destructive  speculation,  and  the  relief 
of  honest  industry,  reduced  to  distress  by  the  rid** 
tudes  of  trade,  provided  it  can  be  adopted  under  aach 
modifications  as  may  obviate  the  objections,  and  pre- 
vent the  abuses,  whereto  it  is  supposed  to  be  liable. 
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"  Whether  this  can  be  accomplished  is,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  committee,  to  be  ascertained  only  by  the 
introduction  and  full  discussion  of  a  bill,  where  every 
provision  may  be  brought  into  view,  and  all  those  de- 
tails presented  by  which  the  benefits  of  such  an  institu- 
tion are  to  be  resulted,  and  its  inconveniences  avoided. 
When  the  difficulties  attending  this  measure  shall  have 
been  fairly  encountered,  should  they  be  found  insur- 
mountable, the  public,  it  is  presumed,  having  the  rea- 
sons of  the  decision  fully  before  them,  will  acquiesce  in 
it  with  more  cheerfulness.  The  States,  too,  in  that 
case,  knowing  that  Congress  have  considered  the  sub- 
ject, and  found  it  impracticable,  on  a  scale  so  exten- 
sive as  the  whole  Union,  will  no  longer  be  prevented, 
by  expectations  from  that  quarter,  from  attempting 
local  establishments  for  themselves. 

u  The  committee  are,  therefore,  of  opinion  that  it  is 
expedient  to  adopt  the  aforesaid  resolution." 

The  report  baring  been  read,  Mr.  Harper 
moved  that  it  have  a  second  reading  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  concurred  in ;  which  motion  being 
carried,  43  to  27,  and  the  House  having  concurred 
in  the  report,  a  committee  of  five  members  was 
appointed  to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  1798. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  a  bill  for  making  certain,  partial 
appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  year  1796. 
and  for  other  purposes ;  which  was  twice  read,  and 
ordered  to  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to-day. 

On  motion,  the  House  immediately  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  this  bill, 
Mr.  KiTTERA  in  the  Chair ;  when,  the  bill  having 
been  read, 

Mr.  Vabnum  wished  to  be  informed  as  to  the 
captures  which  had  been  made  from  the  British, 
within  the  waters  of  the  United  States.  *  He 
thought  there  could  not  be  many  of  this  descrip- 
tion. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  the  gentleman  would  turn 
to  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
this  subject,  he  would  find  that  two  awards  of  this 
dercription  had  already  been  made,  amounting  to 
♦24,921,  and  that  others  were  expected  to  be  made, 
or  might  now  be  made,  which  would  require  the 
remainder  of  the  sum  proposed  to  be  granted. 
The  number  of  vessels  which  came  under  tbis 
article  he  never  understood  to  be  great ;  he  never 
heard  of  more  than  four  or  five, 

Mr.  Varnum  did  not  feel  willing  to  appropriate 
a  larger  sum  than  was  necessary  to  meet  the 
awards  already  made.  It  would  be  time  enough 
to  appropriate  for  other  awards  when  they  were 
made. 

Mr.  Harper  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  this  subject. 
The  vessels  already  awarded  for  were,  he  said, 
the  Jane,  and  the  Lovely  Lass ;  the  remainder  of 
the  sum  was  by  estimate.  When  the  other  awards 
would  be  made  was  uncertain;  they  might  be 
already  made,  or  they  might  not  be  made  for  a 
few  weeks ;  but,  whenever  they  were  determined, 
it  was  proper  there  should  be  money  in  the  Trea- 
sury to  meet  the  demand ;  and,  if  it  were  not 
wanted,  it  would  of  course  go  to  the  surplus  fund. 


The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill.  The 
House  took.it  up;  when 

Mr.  Varnum  moved  to  strike  out  the  sum  of 
$32,000,  in  order  to  insert  $24,921.  the  amount  of 
the  awards  made. 

Mr.  Lyon  seconded  the  motion. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  that  the  mode  proposed  by  the 
bill  .was  the  orderly  course  of  doing  business, 
which  was,  to  have  money  in  the  Treasury  to 
meet  demands  against  the  Government  as  they 
became  due.  With  respect  to  the  $24,921  already 
due,  the  ordinary  mode  had  been  departed  from, 
as  the  awards  were  made  in  October  last,  but  were 
not  paid  for  want  of  money.  He  presumed  gen- 
tlemen did  not  wish  to  introduce  a  new  system 
in  the  money  transactions  of  Government ;  if  not, 
they  would  agree  to  the  bill  as  reported. 

Mr.  Bayard  said,  if  they  meant  to  preserve  the 
good  faith  of  the  nation,  it  was  necessary  to  make 
the  appropriation  proposed  by  the  bill.  To  show 
this.  Mr.  B.  read  an  extract  from  the  British  Trea- 
ty, in  which  it  was  stipulated  that  "  the  amount 
of  the  awards  should  be  paid  at  the  time  and 
places  specified."  But  if  money  were  not  appro- 
priated for  the  purpose,  this  could  not  be  done. 

Mr.  Varnum  replied  that,  if  it  should  be  neces- 
sary to  appropriate  this  money  during  the  present 
session,  it  was  not  necessary  to  prepare  it  in  this 
bill.  He  wished  it  to  appear  in  the  general  appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr.  Kittera  said,  that  the  same  reasoning 
would  apply  in  respect  to  the  $100,000  proposed 
to  supply  the  deficiencies  in  former  appropriations; 
as,  though  that  sum  was  wanted  for  the  service  of 
tbe^ear  1798,  it  was  not  all  wanted  immediately, 
though  it  might  be  necessary  before  the  general 
appropriation  could  be  made. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  that  if  he  had  the  same  inform- 
ation with  respect  to  the  $100,000  which  he  had 
relative  to  the  other  sums,  he  should  be  equally 
opposed  to  it.  He  hoped  the  $24,921  would  be 
agreed  to,  and  that  they  should  not  have  much 
more  money  to  pay  on  this  account. 

The  motion  for  striking  out  was  put,  and  nega- 
tived, there  being  only  23  votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading  to-morrow. 

DUTIES  ON  DISTILLED  8PIRIT8. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
bill  to  amend  the  several  acts  for  laying  a  duty 
on  spirits  distilled  within  the  United  States,  and 
on  stills;  which  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  subject,  Mr.  Kittera  in  the  Chair.  The  bill 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  Macon  said,  that  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  on  the  proposition  for 
allowing  distillers  to  take  licenses  for  a  week,  hav- 
ing been  referred  to  that  committee,  if  it  were 
taken  up  at  all,  this  was  the  proper  time.  He 
should,  therefore,  propose  an  additional  section  to 
the  bill,  to  embrace  this  object. 

Mr.  M.  accordingly  presented  a  section  to  allow 
of  weekly  licenses. 

This  motion  produced  a  considerable  debate 
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It  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Sewall,  Gribwold, 
Gallatin,  Gordon,  and  Brooks,  on  the  ground 
that  the  duty  now  paid  upon  spirits  distilled  from 
fruit  (which  description  of  distillers  this  regula- 
tion was  avowedly  intended  to  accommodate  J  was 
not  equal  to  that  paid  by  distillers  of  grain,  as  the 
duty  on  spirits  distilled  from  fruit  was  not  more 
than  two  and  a  half  cents  per  gallon,  whilst  that 
on  spirits  distilled  from  grain  paid  seven  cents ; 
and.  if  the  amendments  were  agreed  to,  this  ine- 
quality would  be  increased — for  persons  who  took 
a  license  for  a  week,  by  preparing  their  materials 
beforehand,  and  working,  night  and  day,  would 
finish  their  business  within  that  time;  which 
otherwise  would  have  required  a  fortnight;  by 
which  means  the  duty  would  be  reduced  from 
six  cents  per  gallon,  on  the  capacity  of  their  stills, 
to  four  ;  that  it  would  increase  the  temptation  to 
fraud,  as  that  temptation  was  strong,  or  the  con- 
trary, in  proportion  to  the  length  of  time  for  which 
a  license  was  taken ;  as  a  person  taking  a  license 
for  a  fortnight  by  working  his  still  one  day  past 
the  time  specified  in  his  license  would  gain  naif  a 
cent  a  gailoo  on  the  capacity  of  his  still,  whilst 
he  who  took  out  a  license  for  six  months  would 
only  gain  half  that  sum.  If  licenses  for  a  week 
were  allowed,  the  temptation  would  therefore  be 
increased ;  that  such  a  regulation  would  greatly 
augment  the  duties  of  excise  officers,  without  ren- 
dering any  material  advantages  to  individuals — 
since,  if  the  owner  of  a  still  of  fifty  gallons  took 
out  a  license  for  a  fortnight,  when  a  week  might 
have  served,  he  would  only  pay  a  dollar  more 
than  he  would  have  paid  for  a  week ;  that  when 
this  scale  of  duties  was  made,  reference  wasJiad 
to  the  situation  of  persons  who  would  be  otmged 
to  take  out  a  license  for  a  fortnight,  though  they 
might  not  have  fruit  to  employ  a  still  more  than 
a  few  days,  and  a  rate  proportionably  low  adopted; 
that  the  same  reasons  which  were  urged  for  allow- 
ing licenses  for  a  week  might  be  urged  for  allow- 
ing one  for  two  days;  that,  though  there  might 
be  some  inconveniences  experienced  by  the  dis- 
tillers of  fruit,  (as  it  was  not  doubted  there  might 
be  in  other  parts  of  the  law,)  yet,  as  it  was  only 
just  got  into  operation,  it  would  not  be  right  to 
enter  into  the  proposed  regulation,  but  defer  it  to 
the  period  when  it  would  most  probably  be  neces- 
sary to  go  into  a  review  of  the  whole  law. 

The  motion  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Macon, 
Harrison,  Harper,  J.  Parker,  Nicholas,  Ven- 
able,  R.  Williams,  New,  Dennis,  T.  Claiborne, 
and  Clay.  It  was  asserted  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stood  excluded  four  out  of  five  of  the  owners  of 
orchards  in  the  Southern  States  from  distilling 
their  early  fruit  at  all ;  that  their  peaches  ripened 
hastily,  and  as  hastily  rotted,  if  not  made  use  of. 
Persons  who  had  only  fruit  to  employ  their  stills 
for  three  or  four  days,  sooner  than  take  a  license 
for  a  fortnight,  suffered  their  fruit  to  rot ;  and  to 
allow  licenses  for  a  week  would  produce  a  consi- 
derable augmentation  of  the  revenue,  since  those 
persons  only  would  take  such  a  license,  who,  if 
that  privilege  were  not  allowed,  would  not  take 
out  a  license  at  all,  or  such  as  had  occasion  to  dis- 
til a  few  days  longer  after  their  two  weeks'  license 


was  expired.  It  was  unjust  to  require  a  man, 
who  had  only  a  small  orchard,  and  occasion  to 
use  a  still  but  a  few  days,  to  pay  a  much  higher 
duty  upon  his  brandy  than  his  more  opulent 
neighbor.  It  was  not  so  inconsiderable  an  object 
as  gentlemen  supposed)  since  it  had  not  reference 
to  one  license  only — farmers  in  the  Southern 
Slates  bavin?  occasion  to  take  out  separate 
licenses  for  tneir  early,  their  middle,  and  their 
latter  fruits ;  and  this  regulation  would  not  open 
a  door  to  fraud,  as  was  supposed.  It  was  an  un- 
deserved imputation  upon  the  characters  of  per- 
sons concerned  in  this  business,  to  suppose  they 
could  be  tempted  to  defraud  the  revenue  tor  the 
sake  of  half  a  cent  per  gallon  upon  what  they 
could  distil  in  a  day.  The  penalties  consequent 
upon  fraud,  if  the  virtue  of  the  persons  concerned 
could  not  be  relied  upon,  were  sufficient  to  guard 
against  them;  and,  if  they  were  not,  it  could  not 
be  expected,  as  some  gentlemen  seemed  to  sup- 
pose, that  the  excise  officers  should  overlook  the 
conduct  of  every  distiller.  If  they  were  to  be  so 
inspected  and  scourged,  an  attempt  to  defraud  the 
revenue  could  scarcely  be  blamed ;  and.  except  it 
were  the  intention  of  gentlemen  to  crush  this  do- 
mestic manufacture,  no  reasonable  objection  conld 
be  urged  against  the  proposition.  The  objections 
which  had  been  urged  proved  the  ignorance  of 
gentlemen  in  respect  to  this  branch  of  business; 
for,  though  the  excise  officers  would  have  some 
trouble  in  issuing  licenses,  it  was  believed  they 
would  be  well  satisfied  to  encounter  it,  since  their 
profits  were  in  proportion  to  the  quantity  of  spirits 
distilled;  and  though  this  law  had  been  nut  a  short 
time  in  being,  the  last  season,  having  been  a  scarce 
fruit  season,  nad  given  a  good  opportunity  of  try- 
ing it.  As  the  application  for  this  amendment 
was  seconded  by  toe  whole  of  the  Southern  coun- 
try, it  was  entitled  to  respect  and  ought  not  to 
be  branded  with  being  a  fraudulent  design  upon 
the  revenue. 

In  the  course  of  the  debate,  Mr.  Gallatw 
called  upon  gentlemen  acquainted  with  the  sub- 
ject, to  say  what  was  the  quantity  of  spirits  which 
could  be  distilled  from  peaches  in  a  week  by  a 
still  of  the  capacity  of  thirty,  forty,  or  fifty  gal- 
lons, with  a  view  to  show  that  this  species  of  spi- 
rits paid  less  at  present  than  spirits  distilled  from 
grain. 

Mr.  Clay  answered  this  inquiry,  by  saying,  that 
a  still  of  fifty  gallons  would  distil  from  five  to 
seven  gallons  of  brandy  a  day.  If  the  weather 
was  wet,  and  the  peaches  rotted  quickly,  not  more 
than  five ;  but  when  the  weather  was  dry,  aod  the 
peaches  sound,  seven  gallons  might  be  produced. 

The  question  on  the  amendment  was  at  length 
put  and  carried— -45  to  37. 

Mr.  Dennis  said,  he  wished  to  try  another  prin- 
ciple in  this  bill.  The  law  at  present  required  an 
annual  entry  of  stills,  whether  they  were  used  or 
not,  which  occasioned  persons  frequently  to  ride 
twenty  or  thirty  miles  to  make  the  entry,  when 
they  had  no  intention  to  make  use  of  their  still; 
and  not  unfrequently,  from  not  meeting  with  the 
officers  at  home,  this  journey  was  taken  two  or 
three  times  over.    Indeed,  he  believed,  more  pen* 
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allies  had  been  incurred  on  account  of  this  regu- 
lation than  any  other,  and  he  looked  upon  it  as  a 
useless  regulation.  When  a  still  was  once  enter- 
ed, be  thought  it  was  sufficient,  and  no  future  en- 
try ought  to  be  required,  except  when  a  still  was 
about  to  be  made  use  ofl  or  when  it  was  transferred 
into  other  hads.  Mr.  D.  proposed  a  section  to  this 
effect ;  but,  after  some  objections  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  so  important  a  provision  into  this  bill, 
(which,  before  it  could  be  decided  upon  would  re- 
quire considerable  discussion,)  by  Messrs.  Hart- 
ley, Gallatin  and  Harper,  he  agreed  to  with- 
draw it  for  the  present. 

It  baring  been  agreed  to  fill  the  blank  of  the 
sum  per  gallon  to  be  paid  on  the  capacity  of  a 
still,  when  a  license  was  taken  for  a  week,  with 
fimr  cents,  the  committee  rose ;  the  House  took 
up  the  amendments,  agreed  to  them,  and  the  bill 
was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading  to- 
morrow. 


Thursday.  January  4. 

Mr.  Harper  reported  a  bill  prescribing  the  mode 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases  or  contested  elections, 
and  to  compel  the  attendance  of  witnesses ;  which 
was  twice  read,  and  committed  for  Monday. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  com  • 
municating  a  bill  for  allowing  compensation  to 
the  Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate,  and  his  assistant, 
for  the  last  session  of  Congress.  This  bill  was 
twice  read,  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 

The  bill  for  making  certain  partial  appropria- 
tions for  the  service  of  the  year  1798 ;  was  read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 

Also,  the  bill  to  amend  the  several  acts  for  lay- 
ing a  duty  on  spirits  distilled  within  the  United 
States,  and  on  stills. 

Mr.  J.  Willi ams  called  up  for  decision  the  re* 
solution  which  he  laid  upon  the  table  the  other 
day,  proposing  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to 
consider  whether  the  office  of  Commissioner  of 
the  Revenue  might  not  now  be  dispensed  with. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee 
appointed. 

Mr.  Dawson  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
bill  providing  for  the  payment  of  the  interest  on  a 
certificate  due  to  General  Kosciusko ;  which  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  subject;  and,  after  reading  the 
bill,  rose  and  reported  it.  It  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Harper  called  up  for  decision  a  resolution 
which  he  laid  upon  the  table  the  day  before  yes- 
terday, proposing  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  prohibit  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  entering  into  the  military  or  naval  ser- 
vice of  any  foreign  Prince  or  State. 

The  resolution  was  carried— 46  to  22,  and  a 
committee  of  three  appointed. 

Mr.  Livingston  reported  a  bill  authorizing  the 
payment  of  certain  sums  of  money  to  the  daugh- 
ters of  the  late  Count  de  Grasse ;  which  was  twice 
read,  and  committed  for  to  morrow. 

Mr.  S pr ioo  said,  that  by  a  law  of  Congress 
passed  in  1789,  the  regulation  of  pilots  was  left  to 
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individual  States.  Much  inconvenience  had  arisen 
on  this  account  from  the  clashing  laws  of  differ- 
ent States,  particularly  from  those  of  Virginia  and 
Maryland,  which  caused  considerable  embarrass- 
ment in  the  Chesapeake  and  Potomac.  To  remove 
this  evil,  or  at  least  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  subject,  he  proposed  a  resolution  to 
the  following  effect : 

"  Rtaohsedy  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency or  inexpediency  of  making  further  provision  in 
the  law  for  the  regulation  of  pilots,  and  that  they  re- 
port by  bill  or  otherwise." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

WILLIAM  BELL. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  and  Manufactures,  made  a  report 
on  the  petition  of  William  Bell,  at  present  im- 
prisoned in  this  city  for  the  nonpayment  of  a 
custom-house  bond.  The  committee  report  unfa- 
vorably in  this  case.  They  had  some  doubts  as 
to  the  law  passed  in  1796,  for  the  relief  of  persons 
confined  for  debt,  whether  it  were  intended  to  ope- 
rate in  favor  of  persons  imprisoned  at  the  suit  of 
the  United  States.  They  accordingly  addressed 
the  Attorney  General  upon  the  subject,  who  was 
of  opinion  it  did.  Some  legal  decisions  having, 
as  the  committee  understood,  been  differently 
made,  they  thought  it  best,  at  present,  not  to  re-  * 
commend  any  explanatory  law,  Dut  to  decline  af- 
fording any  relief  to  the  petitioner,  and  wait  the 
issue  of  a  determination  of  the  Supreme  Court; 
as,  if  that  decision  should  be  in  favor  of  this  class 
of  debtors,  there  would  be  no  occasion  for  the  in- 
terference of  the  Legislature  j  if  not,  an  explana- 
tory act  might  afterwards  be  passed. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Messrs.  Livings- 
ton, Macon,  and  Nicholas,  the  report  was  com- 
mitted for  Monday. 

THE  MINT. 

Mr.  Harpeb  moved  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  a  further  consideration 
of  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  enclosing 
a  report  of  the  Director  of  the  Mint;  suggesting 
the  expediency  of  some  alterations  in  its  establish- 
ment, to  render  it  less,  expensive  to  the  public, 
and  more  accommodating  to  depositors,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  As  he  supposed  it  was  intend- 
ed to  appropriate  a  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose 
of  purchasing  bullion,  it  was  proper  the  subject 
should  go  to  tnat  committee. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished,  before  anything  was  • 
done  in  the  matter,  to  know  the  issue  of  the  bill 
at  present  pending  relative  to  foreign  coin.  If  it 
should  be  disagreed  to,  and  the  circulation  of  for- 
eign coin  were  to  be  stopped,  he  supposed  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  appropriating  money 
for  the  purchase  of  bullion. 

Mr.  Harper  thought  that,  notwithstanding  the 
bill  which  the  gentleman  alluded  to,  was  not  yet  de- 
cided upon,  he  saw  no  reason  why  the  course  he 
proposed  should  not  be  taken,  since  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  could  in  the  mean  time  be 
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turning  its  attention  to  the  subject,  without  re- 
porting upon  it,  until  the  bill  now  in  its  passage, 
was  decided  upon. 

Mr.  Gallatin  did  not  think  it  proper  that  this 
subject  should  go  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  at  present.  The  House  ought  first  to  de- 
cide whether  they  will  make  an  appropriation  for 
this  object.  If  they  so  determined,  the  resolution 
would,  of  course,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means.  It  was  proper,  also,  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  made,  (which,  he  understood, 
it  was  the  intention  of  a  gentleman  to  bring  for- 
ward,) why  the  Treasury  Department  had  not 
carried  the  former  law  into  execution,  which  re- 
quired all  foreign  coin,  except  Spanish  dollars  and 
parts  thereof,  which  came  into  their  hands,  to  be 
recoined  before  it  was  reissued.  Mr.  G.  said,  there 
would  be  the  same  propriety  in  sending  a  propo- 
sition for  raising  of  an  army  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  as  there  would  be  in  sending 
the  letter  and  report  in  question. 

Mr.  Harper  knew  the  House  must  determine 
whether  any  appropriation  should  be  made  for  the 
object  in  question  ;  but  it  was  for  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  say.  how  the  business  could 
best  be  done,  and  whether  there  was  money  enough 
in  the  Treasury  for  the  purpose,  or  whetner  a  tax 
would  be  necessary  to  effect  it.  But,  if  the  sub- 
ject were  discussed  before  any  report  was  had 
«  from  the  Committee  of  Way  sand  Means,  it  would 
be  used  as  a  strong  argument  against  the  measure, 
that  there  would  De  need  of  additional  taxes  to 
meet  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  J.  Willi ams  wished,  before  they  took  any 
step  in  this  matter,  to  know  the  fate  of  the  bill  in 
the  Senate,  with  respect  to  foreign  coin. 

This  motion  was  put  and  negatived,  without  a 
division. 

Mr.  Havens  submitted  a  resolution  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be 
directed  to  lay  before  this  House  such  information  as  it 
is  in  his  power  to  give  respecting  the  execution  of  the 
third  section  of  the  act  to  regulate  foreign  coin,  and  for 
other  purposes,  passed  February  9,  1793,  and  which 
directs  that  all  foreign  gold  and  silver  coin,  except  Span- 
ish dollars  and  parts  thereof,  which  shall  be  received  in 
payment  by  the  United  States,  after  the  coining  of  gold 
and  silver  coin  shall  begin  at*  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States,  shall,  previous  to  its  being  reissued  into  circula- 
tion, be  coined  anew ;  and  if  this  part  of  the  law  has 
not  been  executed,  to  explain  the  causes  which  prevent 
its  execution." 

Some  objections  were  made  to  this  resolution. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Kittera  to.  amend 
it,  by  striking  out  all  which  follows (l  February  9, 
1793 ;"  but,  after  a  few  desultory  remarks  upon 
this  motion,  it  was  superseded  by  one  made  by 
Mr.  Gordon  to  postpone  the  question  till  to-mor- 
row; which  was  carried. 

CANADIAN  REFUGEES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Williams,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Cana- 
dian refugees.  The  bill  was  read,  and  several 
amendments  introduced  into  it ;  the  principal  of 


which  were,  one  to  reduce  the  aire  of  persons  en- 
titled to  land  from  eighteen  to  fourteen  years  tt 
the  time  of  their  entering  the  territory  of  the  Uni- 
ted States ;  the  other,  to  extend  the  allowance  to 
female  as  well  as  male  refugees,  who  were  of  that 
age  at  the  time  of  their  emigration.  At  length 
the  committee  rose,  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again; 
but  leave  was  refused  by  the  House,  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted,  in  order  to  make  it  conformable 
to  the  amendments. 


Friday,  January  5. 

The  bill  for  the  payment  of  interest  on  a  certi- 
ficate due  to  General  Kosciusko,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

EXPERIMENTAL  LINE8. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter  and 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  in  pursuance 
of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  28th  ult.,  rela- 
tive to  the  running  of  the  line  of  experiment  from 
Clinch  river  to  the  Chilhowee  mountain,  by  order 
of  the  Governor  of  the  Territory  of  the  United 
States  south  of  the  Ohio ;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  moved  the  usual  order  of  print- 
ing. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  hoped  the  motion  would 
not  be  agreed  to,  as  it  would  unnecessarily  pro- 
tract the  business.  Though  the  report  was  Terr 
long,  most  of  it  was  irrelevant  to  the  inquiry  which 
had  been  made,  which  only  was  to  know  whether 
the  line  of  experiment  was  run  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States.  This  fact,  he  said,  mast 
appear'at  once  evident,  and  the  House  was  as  well 
prepared  to  discuss  the  subject  as  they  could  be 
when  their  report  was  printed.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, further  delay  would  not  take  place  with 
respect  to  the  situation  of  these  distressed  and  in- 
jured people — a  situation  which  must  be  lamented 
by  all  who  could  feel  for  deep  distress. 

After  a  few  other  observations,  ( and  being  in- 
formed by  the  Clerk,  on  inquiry,  that  the  report 
might  be  printed  by  Monday,])  the  motion  was 
agreed  to,  and  the  report  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
remonstrance  and  petition  of  the  State  of  Ten* 
nessee. 

INCREA8E  OF  CLERKS. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President  rf 
the  United  States,  enclosing  a  report  from  the. 
Secretary  of  War,  of  the  30th  December,  stating! 
that  the  five  clerks  at  present  employed  in  the  I 
War  Office,  to  whom  were  paid  the  following  an- 
nual salaries,  viz :  $1,200,  $900,  two  $770,  and  one 
$400,  were  insufficient  to  do  the  present  business 
and  wishing  a  larger  appropriation,  to  enable  hia 
to  increase  the  number.  Referrea  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business. 

FOREIGN  COIN8. 

Mr.  Havens  called  up  the  resolution  which  hi 
yesterday  laid  upon  the  table,  respecting  the  ex* 
cution  of  the  act  relative  to  foreign  coins ;  wlucl 
motion  being  agreed  to, 

Mr.  Kitteba  renewed  his  motion  for  striiifif 
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rat  all  the  words  following  the  date j  which  was 
carried — 46  to  39. 

The  motion  being  on  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
as  amended, 

Mr.  Oris  said,  since  the  latter  part  of  the  reso- 
lution had  been  agreed  to  be  stricken  out,  he  had 
no  great  objection  to  it ;  but  he  wished  to  know 
the  object  of  the  gentleman  in  bringing  it  forward. 
It  appeared  to  him  calculated  to  nave  no  effect, 
except  to  cast  a  reflection  upon  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. 

Mr.  Havens  said,  the  object  which  he  had  in 
view  was  to  show  that  one  of  the  most  important 
clauses  of  the  law  in  question  had  not  been  exe- 
cuted. That  law  directed,  that  as  soon  as  the 
Mint  commenced  its  operations,  all  the  foreign 
coins  received  at  the  Treasury  should  pass  through 
the  Mint.  No  doubt  could  be  had  that  the  law 
had  not  been  executed  in  this  respect,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  it  could  not  be  executed ;  and  if  it 
could  not,  the  House  ought  to  repeal  it  There 
were  other  parts  of  the  law  which  were  not  exe- 
cuted, and  therefore  it  ought  to  be  revised  and 
amended.  Mr.  H.  denied  havingany  intention  of 
reflecting  upon  the  Treasury  Department ;  his 
only  object  was  to  obtain  information. 

Mr.  Rotledge  looked  upon  the  measure  as 
harmless,  but  unnecessary,  and  therefore  he  should 
oppose  it.  He  believed  it  had  been  shown,  in  a 
former  debate,  that  the  Treasury  had  been  strait- 
ened ior  money ;  that  it  could  not  comply  with 
the  terms  of  the  act,  except  the  Secretary  had 
suffered  the  creditor-  of  Government  to  wait  for 
their  money  until  it  could  be  recoined,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  he  wisely  determined  not  to  do. 

Mr.  Yen  able  said  he  was  upon  the  committee 
appointed  to  report  upon  the  subject  of  foreign 
coin.  At  that  time,  he  found  it  necessary  to  make 
some  inquiry  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
how  it  had  happened  that  the  law  in  question  had 
not  been  carried  into  effect.  The  reasons  given, 
were  those  assigned  by  the  gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  He  believed  there  was  another 
reason.  The  money  received  in  all  the  out-ports 
was  not  sent  to  the  Treasury  in  cash,  but  in  notes. 
Very  little  cash,  he  believed,  came  into  the  Trea- 
ty. It  was  true,  the  paper  received  would  com- 
mand cash  from  the  banks;  and  if  it  could  have 
been  got  in  time  from  the  Mint,  it  might  have  been 
•o  obtained  and  sent  there.  If  official  information 
on  this  point  were  wished,  it  could  certainly  be 
lot;  but  he  thought  if  anything  was  done,  it  would 
k  better  to  revise  the  business  generally. 
.  Mr.  Nicholas  said,  there  was  a  proposition  com- 
Hitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House  for 

Sroviding  for  what  was  intended  to  have  been  pro- 
need  by  means  of  this  law.    It  was  supposed  that 
this  law  would  have  produced  bullion  enough,  and 


Na  one  could  say  whether  this  law  could  be  carried 
into  effect  in  future.  The  only  way  in  which  this 
could  be  ascertained  was  by  the  inquiry  proposed. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed,  if  the  gentlemen  who 
objected  to  this  resolution  would  recur  to  the 
situation  of  this  business,  they  would  withdraw 
their  opposition.  The  report  of  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  subject  of  the  Mint  last  year, 
not  having  been  acted  upon,  had  been  referred  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  this  session,  and  might 
any  day  be  called  up  for  consideration.  That 
report  proposed  the  passage  of  a  resolution  appro- 
priating   dollars  for  the  purchase  of  bullion. 

This  resolution  was  predicated  upon  a  supposition 
that  the  act  in  question  had  not  and  could  not  be 
carried  into  effect.  But  the  reason  assigned  for 
this  supposition  was  now  removed,  as  it  was 
founded  upon  the  ground  of  the  President  not  hav- 
ing issued  his  proclamation  to  determine  the  time 
when  the  coining  at  the  Mint  should  begin.  That 
proclamation  had  now  been  issued,  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  there  was  yet  a  necessity  for  an 
appropriation ;  he  wished  to  know  how  far  the  law 
had  been  executed,  what  had  prevented  its  execu- 
tion, and  whether  in  future  it  could  be  executed. 
If  it  were  found,  by  the  information  which  should 
be  received,  that  hereafter  all  the  foreign  coin 
which  comes  into  the  Treasury  may  be  sent  into 
the  Mint,  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  an  ap- 
propriation; but  if  this  regulation  could  not  be 
carried  into  effect,  the  law  ought  to  be  repealed, 
and  an  appropriation  made. 

Mr.  Otis  said,  the  reasons  which  had  been  given 
in  favor  of  adopting  this  resolution  were,  in  his 
opinion,  reasons  against  it.  Though  he  believed  the 
law  never  could  be  literally  executed,  he  believed 
it  had  been  virtually  executed.  It  was  allowed, 
that  before  the  report  of  last  session,  there  was  suf- 
cient  reason  for  not  carrying  the  law  into  effect ; 
and  since  that  time,  it  appeared  by  the  Mint  report, 
that  upwards  of  $50,000  had  been  sent  to  the  Mint 
from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  which  he  sup- 
posed was  a  larger  proportion  of  the  cash  received 
by  the  Treasury  in  crowns,  and,  of  course,  proved 
that  the  act  had  been  executed  since  that  time. 
He  believed  the  law  could  not  be  literally  exe- 
cuted, because  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  were  made  a  tender  for  all  money  due  the 
Govern  men  t ;  and  it  was  well  known  that  all 
money  transactions,  particularly  where  there  were 
banks,  were  mostly  carried  on  in  notes.  It  might 
be  said,  these  notes  were  representatives  of  specie, 
and  that  specie  might  be  got  for  them ;  but  if  Gov- 
ernmenf  were  always  to  call  upon  the  Bank  of 

the  United  States  for  specie  for  their  notes,  where 

would  be  the  use  of  making  them  a  legal  tender? 

But  if  the  bank  were  to  be  called  upon  for  specie, 


.,      .  ,     .     .        t.  ,  -  XK.       when  they  knew  it  were  intended  to  send  crowns 

Inat  the  quantity  of  com  issued  from  the  Mint    totne  Mint,  they  would  make  payment  in  dollars. 
Would  have  reduced  the  circulation  of  foreign    fjp(m  tne  wnoiej  as  tnere  seemed  to  be  some  con- 


joins to  a  mere  trifle.  The  House  had  been  told 
khad  not  been  convenient  for  the  Secretary  of 
pe  Treasury  to  send  foreign  coin  to  the  Mint ; 
hit  it  was  not  known  to  a  certainty  why  this  had 
Jtot  been  done — whether  it  was  from  the  tardiness 


trariety  between  this  law  and  the  bank  law  mak- 
ing the  paper  of  the  United  States  a  lawful  tender, 
it  would  be  best  to  refer  the  business  to  a  select 
committee  to  have  it  properly  digested,  and  not 

to  cast  a  reflection 


w\ been  done— whether  it  was  irom  tne  tarainess     •     le  out  thig  particular,  so  as  t< 
•i  the  Mint,  or  from  the  inability  of  the  Treasury.  |  u  •   tne  Treasury  Department. 
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Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  had  before  declared  he 
had  no  intention  of  casting  a  censure  upon  the 
Treasury  Department.  The  gentleman  asserted 
that  the  law  had  been  virtually  executed,  for  two 
reasons :  first,  because  the  revenues  being  chiefly 
paid  in  bank  paper,  it  had  nothing  to  operate  upon. 
This  was  a  strange  way  of  executing  the  law. 
The  gentleman  would  admit,  if  one  arrangement 
in  a  law  interfered  with  another,  it  must  want 
revisai.  If  the  manner  of  conducting  business  at 
the  bank  put  it  out  of  the  power  of  the  Treasury 
to  execute  the  law,  it  might  be  necessary  to  enter 
into  some  stipulation  as  to  the  proportion  of 
French  crowns  which  they  should  refund  to  the 
Government  in  consideration  of  the  deposites 
which  were  made  with  them.  The  gentleman's 
other  argument  was  a  very  extraordinary  one, 
that,  because  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  had 
sent  the  value  of  950,000  in  French  crowns  to  the 
Mint  on  its  own  account,  the  law  had  been  virtu- 
ally executed.  But,  even  supposing  these  crowns 
could  be  considered  as  coming  from  the  Treasury, 
he  wished  to  know  what  would  be  the  future  op- 
eration of  the  law,  which  information  the  resolu- 
tion was  calculated  to  produce. 

Mr.  Kittera  said  the  latter  part  of  the  resolu- 
tion having  been  done  away,  which  to  him  was 
very  objectionable,  he  should  not  oppose  the  re- 
mainder. If  any  gentleman  wished  for  informa- 
tion from  any  Department  of  the  Government  to 
enable  him  to  legislate  upon  a  question,  he  should 
never  be  against  it.  He  believed  their  laws 
would  be  more  consistent,  if  more  frequent  calls 
were  made. 

The  motion  was  put  and  carried  without  a 
division. 

COUNT  DE  GRASSE. 

Mr.  Livingston  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  bill  for  granting  an  annuity  to  the  daugh- 
ters of  the  late  Count  de  Grasse ;  which  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair ;  and,  after  a  number  of  desultory  observa- 
tions* the  blanks  were  filled  up,  viz :  the  time  for 
which  the  annuities  should  continue  was  fixed  at 
five  years,  and  the  sum  per  annnm  to  be  allowed 
at  $500  each.  The  first  question  was  determined 
by  a  considerable  majority,  there  being  57  votes 
in  favor  of  it ;  the  latter  was  carried — 46  to  38. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  the 
amendments.  They  were  all  agreed  to  without  a 
division,  except  the  sum  to  be  allowed  per  an- 
num.   When  that  question  was  put, 

Mr.  J.  William 8  hoped  it  would  not  be  agreed 
to.  When  the  subject  was  before  under  discus- 
sion, the  question  on  $500  and  $400  had  been  ne- 
fatived.  $500  a  year  for  the  four  daughters  for 
ve  years,  he  said,  would  be  $10,000.  He  thought 
this  a  very  serious  sum.  He  again  adverted  to 
the  situation  of  many  of  our  own  citizens,  and 
called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the  question. 

Mr.  Harper  asked  whether,  if,  when  the  Count 
de  Grasse  was  solicited  to  remain  with  the  fleet 
under  his  command  in  the  Chesapeake,  at  his  own 
risk  and  responsibility,  be  had  asked  as  a  condition 


that  on  some  future  day  $10,000  should  be  grant- 
ed to  his  daughters,  would  it  not  have  been  com- 
plied with,  if  it  had  been  ten  times  that  sum  \ 
And  ought  his  descendants  to  be  more  hardly 
dealt  with  because  their  father  had  the  generosity 
and  magnanimity  not  to  make  the  demand  ?  He 
trusted  not. 

After  some  observations  in  favor  of  concurring 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their  vote. 
by  Messrs.  Thatcher,  Brooks,  Livingston,  and 
Gordon  ;  and  against  it  by  Messrs.  Varndm. 
McDowell,  and  Macon — the  former  of  whom 
said  that  the  clergy,  in  his  part  of  the  country,  bad 
not  more  than  three  hundred  and  thirty  dollars  a 
year;  and  the  latter  gentleman  produced  three 
cases  of  our  own  citizens  who  had  lost  their  lives  in 
the  service  of  the  United  States,  whose  families  had 
been  much  more  hardly  dealt  with,  viz:  the  fa- 
mily of  a  Lieutenant  Colonel,  who  had  four  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars  a  year  granted  them ;  that 
of  a  Major,  three  hundred  dollars  a  year ;  and  that 
of  the  Marshal  of  Georgia,  whose  family  had  a 
grant  of  two  thousand  dollars — the  yeas  and 
nays  were  taken,  as  follows : 

Yeas — John  Allen,  David  Bard,  James  A.  Bayard, 
David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  James  Cochran,  John 
Dawson,  John  Dennis,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster, 
Albert  Gallatin,  William  Gordon,  William  B.  Grotv, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomu 
Hartley,  Joseph  Heister,  William  Hindman,  Hexekiah 
L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  John 
Wilkes  Kittera,  Edward  Livingston,  James  Maehir, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris, 
Isaac  Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney,  John  Rutiedge,  jr, 
Samuel  Bewail,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  Smnicbon, 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Nathaniel  Smith,  George  Thatch- 
er, Richard  Thomas,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Philip  Vaa 
Cortlandt,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth— 40. 

NATS-jGeorge  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  Bailey 
Bartlett,  Thomas  Blount,  Stephen  Bullock,  Jkmef 
Burgee,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Wit  i 
liam  Charles  Cole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Ctos»| 
ton,  Joshua  Coit,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  George  Dent,  Joa*, 
athan  Freeman,  James  Gillespie,  Chauncey  Goodrich, 
Andrew  Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,Jona* 
than  N.  Havens,  David  Holmes,  Matthew  Locke,  Sao* 
uel   Lyman,   Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  J** 
seph  McDowell,  Anthony  New,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Joha 
Reed,  James  Schureman,  William  Smith,  Peleg  Spngua* 
Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  SomtefJ 
Thomas  Tillinghast,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  J* 
seph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  V enable,  John  WUliaaM 
and  Robert  Williams— 46.  I 

The  question  for  allowing  five  hundred  dollart 
a  year  being  negatived,  four  hundred  was  pro* 
posed  and  carried — 46  to  34. 

The  question  being  on  the  bill  being  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading,  Mr.  Blount  called  Tor  thtf 
yeas  and  nays  upon  it.  It  was  carried — 55  to  25, 
as  follows : 

Yeas— John  Allen,  David  Bard,  Bailey  BartM* 
James  A.  Bayard,  David  Brooks,  John  Caapn>*«jf 
Thomas  Claiborne,  James  Cochran,  John  Dawson,  Joha, 
Dennis,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Jonathan  Frwj 
man,  Albeit  Gallatin,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  &** 
don,  Roger  Griswold,  William  Barry  Gro?c,  John  A.' 
Kanna,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  HanwoV 
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Thomas  Hartley,  Joseph  Heister,  William  Hindman, 
David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay, 
Waiter  Jones,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Edward  Livingston, 
Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  Blair  McClenachan,  Jo- 
tephMc  Dowell,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Har- 
rison G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney,  John 
Ratledge,  jr.,  James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  Wil- 
liam Snepard,  Thomas  Sinnickson,  Tompson  J.  Skin- 
ner, Nathaniel  Smith,  Peleg  Sprague,  George  Thatcher, 
Richard  Thomas,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  John  £.  Van 
Alen,  Philip  Van  Cortlandi,  Joseph  B.  Varnom,  Abra- 
ham VenaWe,  and  Peleg  Wsdsworth. 

Nats — George  Baer,  jr.,  Thomas  Blount,  Stephen 
Bullock,  Demsey  Burges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  William 
Charles  Cole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton, 
Joshaa  Coit,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  George  Dent,  James  Gil* 
Iespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Matthew 
Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Anthony  New,  William 
Smith,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
Sumter,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John  Williams, 
and  Robert  Williams. 


Monday,  January  8. 
AMENDMENT  OP  THE  CONSTITUTION. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  hare  now  an  opportunity  of  transmitting  to  Con- 
gress a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  with  a  copy 
of  an  Act  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kentuc- 
ky, consenting  to  the  ratification  of  the  amendment  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  proposed  by 
Congress  in  their  resolution  of  the  second  day  of  De- 
cember, 1793,  relative  to  the  suability  of  States.  This 
amendment  having  been  adopted  by  three-fourths  of 
the  several  States,  may  now  be  declared  to  be  a  part  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

JOHN  ADAM3. 

United  States,  January  8,  1798. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  payment  of  certain 
sums  of  money  to  the  daughters  of  the  late  Count 
de  Grasse,  was  Bead  a  third  time  and  passed — 41 
to  24. 

Mr.  Livingston  reported  a  bill  in  addition  to 
the  act  for  the  relief  and  protection  of  American 
seamen ;  which  was  twice  read  and  committed  for 
Wednesday. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  McDowell  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  subject  which  he  thought  it  was 
time  to  take  under  consideration — he  meant  the 
subject  of  William  Blount's  impeachment.  A  re- 
port had  been  made  several  weeks  ago,  which  had 
laid  upon  the  table  without  any  order  being  taken 
upon  it.  The  conduct  of  Mr.  Blount,  as  well  as 
of  the  British  Minister,  and  others  implicated 
with  him,  had  much  agitated  the  public  mind. 
He  had  anxiously  waited  in  expectation  of  the 
committee  coming  forward  with  articles  of  im- 
peachment, which  the  House  had  pledged  itself 
to  exhibit  to  the  Senate ;  but,  as  they  did  not  seem 
disposed  to  enter  upon  the  business,  he  wished  to 
call  upon  them  by  a  resolution.  He  proposed  the 
following:  | 


"Resofoed,  That  the  committee  appointed  to  prepare 
articles  of  impeachment  against  William  Blount,  a  Se- 
nator of  the  United  States,  impeached  of  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors  by  this  House,  with  authority  to  sit 
during  the  recess  of  Congress,  be  directed  to  report  said 
articles." 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  this  resolution  would  lie 
upon  the  table.  The  chairman  of  the  committee, 
(Mr.  Sitqreaveb,)  it  was  well  known,  had  ob- 
tained leave  of  absence  for  ten  days.  When  he 
returned,  the  report,  he  believed,  would  shortly  be 
made. 

Mr.  Dawson  could  not  object  to  this  resolution. 
No  one  was  more  anxious  than  he  to  have  the 
business  brought  forward.    One  of  the  committee 

iMr.  Harper)  had  given  the  true  reason  of  the 
elay.  Before  the  chairman  obtained  leave  of 
absence,  he  himself  had  frequently  applied  to  him 
to  call  the  committee  together;  but  a  variety  of 
other  business  had  prevented  him  from  doing  so. 
At  this  time  another  member  of  the  committee 
(Mr.  Bayard)  was  absent.  Only  three  members 
of  the  committee  were  in  the  House ;  the  House 
must,  therefore,  either  add  fresh  members  to  the 
committee,  or  wait  the  return  of  those  who  were 
absent. 

Mr.  McDowell  was  aware  of  the  absence  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  had  waited 
till  the  period  for  which  he  had  asked  leave  was  ex- 
pired, before  he  brought  forward  this  motion ;  but 
having  been  informed  that  he  had  been  frequently 
applied  to  to  bring  forward  the  report,  and  as  he 
had  delayed  to  do  so.  he  thought  it  proper  to  take 
this  step  in  order  to  hasten  the  business. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  was  surprised  that,  after  the  gen- 
tleman, who  moved  this  resolution,  had  consented 
to  the  leave  of  absence  for  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  he  should  have  brought  forward  his 
motion.  If  he  had  intended  to  brine  forward  this 
proposition  he  ought  to  have  refused  him  leave  of 
absence. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  he  had  no  other  view  in 
making  his  motion  than  of  bringing  the  subject 
before  the  House ;  but  if  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  would  examine  the  Journal,  he  would 
find  that  five  or  six  days  bad  passed  since  the  pe- 
riod was  expired  for  which  leave  had  been  ob- 
tained for  the  chairman  of  the  committee ;  and  if 
gentlemen  chose  to  absent  themselves  from  their 
duty,  it  was  no  reason  why  the  public  business 
should  be  delayed. 

Mr.  Thatcher  called  for  the  reading  of  the 
Journal,  bv  which  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Sit- 
grbaves  obtained  leave  of  absence  on  the  36th 
ultimo  for  ten  days. 

The*  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

RELIEF  OF  OFFICERS  AND  SOLDIERS. 

Mr.  Coit  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
certain  deceased  officers  and  soldiers;  which  be- 
ing agreed  to,  the  House  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  when  the  bill  was 
read  as  follows : 

"Beit  enacted,  4*-»  That  the  representatives  of  such 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States 
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as  died  alter  the  twenty-fourth  day  of  March,  m  the 
year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty-three,  and 
before  the  third  day  of  November  in  the  same  year, 
shall  he  entitled  to  all  the  emoluments  to  which  the 
said  officers  and  soldiers  would  respectively  have  been 
entitled  if  they  had  lived  to  the  end  of  the  war  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain ;  and  that  the  ac- 
counting officers  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  they  are  here- 
by, authorized  and  directed  to  allow  the  claims  of  such 
representatives,  on  application  and  proof  made  within 
the  term  of years  from  the  passing  of  this  act." 

Mr.  Blount  said  he  never  could  see  any  reason 
why  the  representatives  of  soldiers  who  died  in 
the  service,  should  not  have  the  same  commuta- 
tion of  lands  as  those  who  were  slain,  by  the  ene- 
my, since  the  loss  was  the  same  to  their  surviv- 
ing friends.  He  had  before  attempted  to  intro- 
duce this  principle  into  our  laws,  and  though  he 
had  been  unsuccessful,  he  wished  again  to  take 
the,  sense  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  upon 
it,  and  proposed  an  amendment  to  that  effect. 

The  motion  was  opposed,  as  being  in  itself  of  a 
questionable  nature,  but  more  particularly  as  be- 
ing unconnected  with  the  present  bill,  which,  it 
was  said,  went  merely  to  determine  the  time  at 
which  the  war  ought  to  be  considered  at  an  end. 
The  motion  was  at  length  negatived,  there  being 
only  7  votes  for  it. 

.  Mr.  Pincenet  moved  to  strike  out  the  24th  of 
March,  and  to  insert  the  llih  of  April,  the  day  on 
which  hostilities  ceased,  and  which  he  considered 
as  the  proper  termination  of  the  war.  He  could 
not  see  with  what  reason  the  3d  of  November  had 
been  fixed  upon;  it  was  indeed  the  day  upon 
which  Congress  discharged  the  Army,  but  it 
could  not  be  considered  as  the  day  on  which  the 
war  terminated. 

Mr.  Livingston  called  for  a  division  of  the 
question ;  first  to  agree  to  strike  out,  and  then  to 
insert. 

Mr.  D wioht  Foster  seconded  this  motion. 
He  was  not  convinced  that  it  was  necessary  to 
interfere  in  this  business  at  all,  as  he  was  not  cer- 
tain whether  more  injury  would  not  be  done  to 
the  community,  than  would  overbalance  any  ben- 
efit which  might  accrue  to  individuals  by  the  pro- 
posed measure.  This  bill,  he  believed,  was  in- 
tended to  relieve  two  individuals  whose  petitions 
had  been  before  them.  He  presumed  there  might 
be  several  others  in  the  same  situation.  The 
case  of  Mrs.  Alexander,  whose  husband  (Major 
General  Stirling)  died  in  1783,  had  lately  been 
before  the  House.  The  provisional  articles  of 
peace  were  signed  in  November  preceding.  The 
accounts  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Army 
were  settled  up  the  3d  of  November,  1783 ;  but 
there  were  a  number  of  cases  of  persons  dying  and 
leaving  widows  and  orphans,  between  the  period 
of  signing  the  provisional  articles  and  that  period, 
who  had  received,  agreeably  to  the  provision  in 
such  cases,  seven  years'  half  pay.  But,  if  this  bill 
were  adopted,  these  widows  and  orphans  might, 
many  of  them,  again  come  forward  and  claim  a 
commutation  of  land.  He  did  not  suppose  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  House  to  invite  all  these  ac- 
counts for  a  fresh  settlement;  if  it  were,  he  should 


wish  an  earlier  period  to  be  fixed  upon  than  that 
proposed. 

Mr.  Evans  proposed  to  strike  out  all  the  bill 
after  the  enacting  clause,  which  he  considered  as 
somewhat  contradictory,  in  order  to  introduce 
words  which  went  expressly  to  declare  the  period 
of  the  termination  of  the  war. 

Mr.  Gallatin  was  opposed  to  this  motion.  He 
considered  the  war  as  terminating  either  oq  the 
day  on  which  the  provisional  articles  were  sign- 
ed, or  the  day  on  which  the  definitive  treaty  was 
executed.  The  preliminary  articles  were  signed 
on  the  20th  of  January,  1783 ;  but  if  the  commit- 
tee inserted  this  day,  it  would  not  answer  the  par- 
pose  of  the  petitioners,  who  prayed  for  commuta- 
tion, as  that  was  not  provided  until  the  22d  of 
March,  1783,  and  of  course  officers  dying  before 
that  time  could  not  be  entitled  to  it,  but  to  half 
pension.  What  day,  then,  should  be  fixed?  It 
would  be  improper  to  fix  any  time,  he  said,  as  the 
conclusion  of  the  war ;  the  committee  might 
agree  upon  any  period  for  the  compensation  of 
our  citizens.  But  did  nothing  else,  he  asked,depend 
upon  Congress  fixing  a  period  at  which  the  war 
ended  ?  Such  a  determination  would  very  ma- 
terially affect  the  provisions  of  the  treaty  of  1783. 
It  was  not  our  interest  to  determine  the  war 
ended  at  an  earlier  period  than  had  been  acted 
upon.  He  thought  the  24th  of  March  the  best 
time  that  could  be  fixed  upon,  in  relation  to  our 
own  Army,  as  it  was  the  day  on  which  Congress 
received  tie  first  intimation  that  peace  existed. 

Mr.  Allen  moved  that  the  committee  rise, and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  in  order  to  obtain  further 
information  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Varnum  was  opposed  to  this  motion;  be 
thought  the  question  might  as  well  be  decided 
now  as  hereafter.  He  did  not  think  it  prudent, 
when  Congress  had  decided  any  important  ques- 
tion, to  agitate  it  anew,  except  there  was  some 
good  reason  for  it.  Congress  had  determined  the 
war  to  close  on  the  3d  of  November.  He  thought 
the  war  could  not  be  considered  as  closed  until  the 
definitive  treaty  was  signed.  He  should,  there* 
fore,  be  against  the  bill  altogether,  as  he  thought 
Congress  might  as  well  ^x  upon  any  other  day 
for  the  termination  of  the  war  as  the  24th  of 
March  or  the  11th  of  April.  He  did  not  know 
but  there  would  be  as  much  justice  to  include 
persons  who  died  after  the  provisional  articles 
were  signed,  or  indeed  all  who  died  in  the  service, 
as  to  include  the  persons  proposed  to  be  covered 
by  this  bill. 

Mr.  Macon  seconded  the  motion ;  because  when 
leave  was  asked  to  sit  again,  the  sense  of  the 
House  could  be  taken  whether  leave  would  be 
granted  for  a  further  consideration  of  the  busines. 
The  end  of  the  war  had  been  determined  by  a 
competent  authority;  by  that  authority  which 
had  enlisted  the  soldiers  and  commissioned  the 
officers.  This  day  was  the  third  of  November. 
If  this  bill  passea,  it  would  prove  an  opening 
wedge  to  all  the  old  settlements.  The  petition 
upon  which  this  business  was  brought  forward,  he 
allowed,  was  a  hard  case ;  but  after  a  decision 
had  been  acted  upon  for  fourteen  years,  he  did  not 
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think  it  would  be  proper  for  them  to  say  Congress 
had  been  mistaken  in  this  important  matter. 

After  a  few  observations  from  Messrs.  Coit, 
Dayton,  and  Otis,  against  the  motion  (in  the 
coarse  of  which  it  was  asserted  that  Congress 
never  made  any  declaration  as  to  the  termination 
of  the  war,  /but  that  the  3d  of  November  was 
merely  the  day  on  which  the  army  was  disbanded) 
and  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Livingston  in  favor 
of  it,  the  question  for  the  committee's  rising  was 
carried — there  being  47  votes  for  it.  And  the 
motion  for  leave  to  sit  again  was  carried  42  to  30. 

LIMITATION  ACTS,  fcc. 

A  report  was  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  on  the  subject  of  excepting  certain 
claims  from  the  operation  of  the  limitation  acts, 
in  consequence  of  a  resolution  of.  the  House  of 
the  14th  nit.,  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject 

Another  report  was  also  received  from  the  same 
department,  including  statements  of  foods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  imported  into  the  United  States, 
for  two  years,  from  the  1st  of  October,  1794,  in 
pursuance  of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  3d 
of  March  last. 

WHARF  OWNERS,  Ac 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  made  a  report  on  the 
petitions  of  the  wharf-holders,  dec,  of  Charleston, 
stating  that  the  committee  had  found  that  the 
practice  of  wharf-owners  employing  persons  to 
weigh  goods,  had  been  a  great  inconvenience  both 
to  the  importing  merchant  and  revenue  officer ; 
that  in  their  opinion  the  claim  of  the  wharf- 
holders  was  unreasonable  in  itself,  and  subversive 
of  regularity,  but  as  sufficient  means  were  taken 
to  prevent  any  further  interruption  of  business, 
they  suppose  no  interference  of  the  Legislature 
was  necessary. 

The  consideration  of  the  report  was  postponed 
till  to-morrow. 


Tuesday,  January  9. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  to  whom  was  commit- 
ted the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  North  and  Vesey,  reported  it,  as  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  that  they  ought  to  be 
agreed  to,  and  the  report  was  concurred  in. 

Mr.  D.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
reported  a  bill  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list,  which 
was  twice  read  and  committed  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Dennis  proposed  the  following  resolution 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House : 

"Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  be  directed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and,  if  any, 
what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the  several  acts  im- 
posing a  doty  on  spirits  distilled  within  the  United 
8tates,  and  on  stills,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  entry  of 
stills,  and  that  they  be  authorised  to  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise." 


TENNE8SEE  LAND  TITLES. 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  called  for  the  order  of  the 
day  on  the  report  on  the  petition  and  remonstrance 
of  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee,  which  being 
agreed  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent 
in  the  Chair,  and  the  report  having  been  read, 
the  following  resolution  was  under  consideration : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  sum  of dollars  be  ap- 
propriated for  the  relief  of  such  citizens  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee  as  have  rights  to  lands  within  the  said  State, 
by  virtue  of  the  cession  out  of  the  8tate  of  North 
Carolina,  and  have  made  actual  settlements  thereon, 
and  who  have  been  deprived  of  the  possession  of  the 
said  lands  by  the  operation  of  the  act  for  regulating 
the  intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribes.  The  said  sum 
to  be  subject  to  the  order  of  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  to  be  expended  under  his  direction,  either 
in  extinguishing  the  Indian  claim  to  the  above  de- 
scribed lands,  in  case  he  shall  deem  it  expedient  to 
hold  a  treaty  for  that  purpose,  or  to  be  disposed  of  in 
such  other  manner  as  he  shall  deem  best  calculated  to 
aflbrd  the  persons  herein  described  a  temporary  relief 

Mr.  W.  Claiborne  moved  to  strike  out  all  the 
words  of  the  resolution  after  the  word  "  for."  in 
second  line,  and  to  insert  "the  extinction  or  the 
Indian  claim  to  all  or  any  part  of  the  land  within 
the  limits  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  in  case  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  think  it 
expedient  to  hold  a  treaty  for  that  purpose." 

Air.  Venable  hoped  this  motion  would  not  be 
agreed  to,  ana  that  the  mover  of  it  would  not 
persist  in  it,  as  it  might  hazard  the  relief  pro- 
posed to  be  given  to  the  distressed  citizens  of 
Tennessee.  He  did  not  believe  the  House  would 
consent  to  appropriate  so  large  a  sum  as  would 
be  necessary  to  accomplish  the  object  contem- 
plated by  his  amendment.  He  was  disposed  to 
afford  relief  to  the  persons  whose  cases  had  been 
presented  to  the  House,  as  he  thought  they  had 
been  hardly  and  unjustly  used;  but  he  was  not 
disposed  to  go  farther  at  present. 

Mr.  McDowell  seconded  the  motion,  because, 
if  it  were  necessary  to  hold  a  treaty  with  the 
Indians  at  all,  the  expense  might  not  probably  be 
much  increased  by  extending  it  to  other  objects. 
He  wished,  therefore,  that  the  Commissioners 
employed  to  negotiate  a  treaty  should  have  it  in 
their  power,  if  they  found  the  Indians  disposed 
to  enter  upon  the  business,  to  treat  with  respect 
to  other  lands  in  which  many  citizens  of  Tennes- 
see, of  North  and  South  Carolina,  and  other 
States,  were  deeply  interested;  whose  lands, 
which  many  of  them  had  earned  by  their  hard 


services  in  the  war,  lay  in  that  State,  and  the 
United  States  had  stepped  in,  by  the  late  treaty, 
and  said  they  could  not  enjoy  them.  He  was 
clear,  from  the  articles  of  Confederation,  and 
from  the  laws  of  the  United  States,  that  these 
people  were  entitled  to  justice,  as  well  as  those 
who  had  been  driven  by  violence  from  the  pos- 
session of  their  property. 

Mr.  Rutledge  was  of  opinion,  that,  unconnect- 
ed with  the  situation  of  the  unhappy  people  who 
had  been  driven  from  their  possessions,  he  thought 
this  motion   perfectly  proper.    He  formed  this 
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opinion  from  a  reference  to  the  Journals  of  the 
House.  He  had  been  induced,  from  applications 
made  to  him  by  citizens  holding  lands  in  that 
country,  to  examine  into  this  subject.  In  looking 
over  the  acts  of  North  Carolina,  1783,  he  found 
that  State  opened  a  land  office,  for  the  redemption 
of  certain  claims  for  military  and  other  services, 
by  grants  of  land  in  their  territory  southwest  of 
the  Ohio.  Afterwards,  when  North  Carolina  be- 
came one  of  the  United  States,  she  made  a  grant 
of  this  territory  to  the  United  States,  upon  certain 
conditions,  one  of  which  was,  that  the  grants  al- 
ready made  should  not  be  altered  or  impaired ; 
and  yet,  by  the  Treaty  of  Holston,  the  United 
States  had,  in  violation  of  this  contract,  guarantied 
this  land  to  the  Cherokee  Indians.  If  this  were 
not  a  correct  statement,  he  begged  to  be  corrected ) 
and  if  it  were,  it  was  a  direct  violation  of  the 
treaty  with  North  Carolina.  In  private  life,  there 
would  be  a  remedy  at  law  for  such  a  departure 
from  contract;  but,  in  this  case,  there  was  no 
remedy  but  by  appealing  to  the  justice  of  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  Union.  This  appeal  had  been 
made,  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  in  vain.  The 
people  of  Tennessee  say,  either  restore  us  to  the 
situation  in  which  we  were,  or  return  to  us  our 
money,  with  interest.  What  has  been  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Congress  on  this  business?  The 
House  of  Representatives  had  formerly  agreed 
that  the  certificates  of  the  persons  entitled  to  these 
lands  should  be  funded,  and  interest  allowed  upon 
them ;  and  that  hereafter,  when  a  treaty  should 
be  made  with  the  Indians;  they  might  receive 
their  lands,  on  repaying  their  money.  Another 
House  of  Representatives  came  to  a  similar  reso- 
lution, but  the  Senate  not  concurring,  the  busi- 
ness fell  to  the  ground. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  said  this  was 
an  improper  time  to  go  into  the  business.  He  did 
not  think  so.  If  a  treaty  were  to  be  held,  he 
thought  it  ought  to  be  extended  to  all  the  owners 
of  land  in  this  situation,  as  well  as  to  that  held 
by  actual  settlers.  The  difference  of  expense  to 
the  United  States  would  be  a  mere  bagatelle  ;  be- 
sides, Government  would  be  repaid  with  usurious 
interest  by  the  sale  of  the  land  which  would  be 
obtained  by  a  general  treaty;  whereas,  if  this 
were  not  the  case,  the  expense  of  treaty  would  be 
lost.  And  if  this  course  were  not  taken,  the  per- 
sons who  had  a  property  in  this  land  would  never 
fail  to  call  upon  Congress  until  their  complaints 
were  redressed. 

Mr.  Otis  was  not  disposed  to  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  claims  which  bad  been  advocated  by  bis 
friend  from  South  Carolina.  He  was  one  of  the 
committee  who  made  the  report,  and  had  no  ob- 
jection to  its  being  now  agreed  to,  though  he 
thought  it  would  be  more  advisable  to  postpone 
the  business  for  a  few  days,  as  he  was  informed 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  had 
nominated  Commissioners  for  the  holding  of  a 
treaty  with  the  Indians  for  the  extinguishment  of 
the  Indian  claim  to  the  lands  in  question,  which 
nomination  was  before  the  Senate,  and  would 
probably  be  agreed  to ;  and  when  the  House  was 
acquainted  with  the  powers  given  to  these  Com- 


missioners, they  would  know  better  how  to  act  in 
the  business.  Besides,  he  thought  it  improper  to 
do  anything  which  should  appear  like  an  inter- 
ference with  business  that  belonged  to  the  Execu- 
tive Department.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
original  report  ought  to  be  agreed  to,  or  that  the 
committee  should  rise,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  agiin. 

Mr.  Macon  was  glad  to  hear  that  the  Presideat 
had  nominated  Commissioners  for  holding  a  treaty 
with  the  Indians  on  this  subject,  and  he  hoped  the 
committee  would  proceed  to  appropriate  money 
to  enable  him  to  effect  the  business.  This,  he 
said,  would  be  no  new  thing,  and  it  would  be  go- 
ing nand  in  hand  with  the  President,  and  enable 
him  the  sooner  to  carry  his  benevolent  views  into 
operation.  In  1793,  Congress  appropriated  a  sum 
oi  money  for  treating  with  the  Northwestern  In- 
dians, before  they  had  any  intimation  from  the 
President  on  the  subject.  He  thought  the  amend- 
ment proposed  preferable  to  the  resolution  report- 
ed, as  it  left  the  President  to  treat  as  he  thought 
proper  in  the  business. 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  see  much  difference  be- 
tween the  resolutions.  The  one  reported  was 
advisory,  as  well  as  the  amendment.  The  first, 
indeed,  went  on  to  say  the  President  might  afford 
temporary  relief  to  the  persons  who  had  been  re- 
moved from  their  lands ;  but  if  it  were  thought 
improper,  as  he  thought  it  was,  to  recommend  a 
temporary  relief  to  be  given  to  these  persons,  who 
had  been  driven  from  their  property,  it  was  right 
to  omit  that  part  of  it.  He  said,  to  object  to  the 
amendment,  as  being  an  interference  with  the 
Executive  authority,  was  an  unauthorized  refine- 
ment. It  was  not  asked,  nor  expected,  that  money 
should  be  distributed  amongst  these  people  bj  way 
of  charity;  they  were  deprived  of  their  property, 
and  they  claimed  a  restoration  of  it.  If  the  pro- 
posed resolution  were  agreed  to,  the  President 
would  still  be  at  perfect  liberty  to  act  as  he  pleased. 
Indeed,  the  President  having  appointed  Commis- 
sioners for  holding  a  treaty,  it  would  be  acting  in 
conformity  with  him  thus  to  act. 

Mr.  N.  concluded  by  reminding  the  Hou>e  of 
the  consequences  which  might  ari$£  from  neglect- 
ing to  attend  to  the  just  claims  oT  persons  who 
were  so  far  removed  from  the  seat  of  Government 
and  who  had  it  in  their  power  to  do  serious  mis- 
chief to  the  United  States. 

The  Chairman  said,  on  recurring  to  the  roles 
of  the  House,  he  found  the  amendment  proposed 
was  not  in  order,  as  it  was  a  substitute  for  the 
original  motion.  The  question  was,  therefore. 
upon  the  resolution  as  reported. 

Mr.  Goodrich  hoped  the  committee  would  rise 
in  order  that  the  report  might  be  recommitted. 
The  resolution  reported  had  in  view  the  tempo- 
rary relief  of  the  sufferings  of  the  people  who  had 
been  driven  from  their  lands,  and  to  empower  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  at  his  discretioa 
to  extinguish  the  Indian  title.  But  the  member 
from  Tennessee,  who  must  be  supposed  to  be  best 
acquainted  with  the  interests  of  his  constituents, 
had  now  brought  forward  a  more  extensive  pro- 
position, which  embraced  the  idea  of  an  extin- 
guishment of  the  Indian  title  to  ail  the  land  of 
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Tennessee.  He  did  not  think  the  committee  were 
ready  to  adopt  so  general  a  proposition,  without 
further  information.      Besides,   he  thought   the 
ground  of  this  business  was  materially  changed 
by  the  President's  haying  named  Commissioners 
to  hold  a  treaty  with  the  Indians ;  it  would  be  best, 
therefore,  to  wait  for  a  communication  from  the 
President  on  the  subject,  before  the  committee 
proceeded  further.    He  would  not  hare  made  this 
motion,  if  he  had  thought  it  would  have  occa- 
sioned a  delay  injurious  to  the  petitioners;  but,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  himself  had  given 
up  the  idea  of  affording  temporary  relief,  he  trust- 
ed a  delay  of  a  few  days  could  hare  no  bad  effects. 
Mr.  W.  Claiborne  hoped  the  committee  would 
not  rise.  The  Chairman  having  decided  his  amend- 
ment to  be  out  of  order,  the  reason  for  making  the 
motion  no  longer  existed,  as  there  was  no  new 
proposition  before  the  House ;    the  proposition 
which  was  now  before  the  committee  had  been 
pending  five  weeks — a  proposition  which,  he  was 
persuaded,  every  member  in  the  House  must  be 
well  acquainted  with,  since  not  to  think  so  would 
be  to  think  them  indifferent  to  the  claims  of  their 
fellow-citizens,  whom  they  represented  equally 
with  himself,  who  came  there  by  their  suffrages, 
if  his  amendment  had  not  been  declared  out  of 
order,  he  should  have  delivered  some  sentiments 
upon  it,  which  would  have  shown  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House  by 
surprise,  but  that  he  was  actuated  by  the  most 
honorable  motives — by  a  wish  to  do  justice,  not 
only  to  the  persons  whose  distressed  situation  had 
been  laid  before  the  committee,  but  to  all  those 
citizens  of  North  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  other 
parts  of  the  United  States,  who  had  a  legal  right 
to  land  which,  by  the  Treaty  of  Holston,  had  been 
ceded  to  the  Indians.    But,  by  the  decision  of  the 
Chairman,  he  was  prevented  from  doing  this,  and 
obliged  to  confine  his  observations  to  the  motion 
for  the  committee  to  rise.    He  trusted  this  motion 
would  be  disagreed  to.     The  necessities  of  the 
people    calling  for  relief,  were  pressing.      For 
months  past  distress  had  reigned  on  the  frontier 
of  Tennessee,  and  several  hundred  families,  who, 
before  an  armed  force  drove  them  off,  were  in  the 
peaceful  possession  of  their  land,  and  enjoying  in 
nappy  sufficiency  the  fruits  of  their  own  industry, 
have  been  forced  at  this  inclement  season  to  seek 
an  asylum  wherever  they  could  find  it;  some  had 
been  so  fortunate  as  to  get  into  house*,  but  the 
greater  part  had  been  obliged  to  take  shelter  in 
the  woods,  with  their  wives  and  little  ones. 

Where  was  humanity,  if  that  House  were  dis- 
posed to  procrastinate  a  decision  ?  He  should  say 
that  virtue  had  lost  its  customary  feeling,  if  it 
were  not  interested  in  behalf  of  these  citizens. 
The  committee  had  heard,  from  a  respectable 
quarter,  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
had  taken  up  this  business.  He  hoped  the  infor- 
mation was  correct;  if  so,  it  redounded  to  the 
honor  of  our  Chief  Magistrate,  and  showed  that 
be  felt  for  the  distresses  of  these  citizens;  and 
tince  he  proposed  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  the 
Indians,  tne  sooner  an  appropriation  was  made 
the  sooner  would  the  grievances  complained  of  be 


removed.    He    hoped,  therefore,  the  gentleman 
would  withdraw  his  motion.     With  respect  to  his 

Sropoaition.  which  had  been  declared  out  of  order,* 
e  could,  it  he  should  see  proper,  bring  it  forward 
separately. 

The  debate  on  the  question  for  the  committee 
to  rise,  occupied  the  whole  of  the  remainder  of 
the  sitting ;  but,  as  the  merits  of  the  question  were, 
according  to  order,  precluded  by  it  from  discus- 
sion, (though  they  were  not  always  kept  out  of 
sight.)  we  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  so  into  a 
detail  of  the  arguments  which  were  used  for  and 
against  the  motion.  The  advocates  of  the  ques- 
tion were  Messrs.  N.  Smith,  Brooks,  R.  Wil- 
liams, I.  Parker,  and  Otis  ;  against  it,  Messrs. 
Venable.  McDowell,  Nicholas,  Gallatin,  Ma- 
con, J.  Williams,  Harper,  and  Rutledge.  At 
length  the  motion  was  carried  without  a  division ; 
and  on  leave  being  asked  to  sit  again,  after  some 
debate,  it  was  also  granted  without  a  division. 


Wednesday,  January  10. 

Mr.  Macon,  desirous  of  accommodating  gentle- 
men who  wished  a  delay,  and  in  order  to  obtain  „ 
greater  unanimity  upon  it,  moved  that  the  unfin- 
ished business  of  yesterday,  relative  to  the  petition 
and  remonstrance  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  be 
postponed  till  Friday.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  McDowell  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to- 
morrow, call  up  for  deci5ion  the  resolution  which 
he  laid  upon  the  table  the  day  before  yesterday, 
calling  for  a  report  of  the  articles  of  impeachment 
to  be  exhibited  against  W.  Blount. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  tne  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  refu- 
gees from  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  reported  a 
new  bill;  which  was  twice  read,  and  committed 
for  Friday. 

Mr.  D.  Foster,  in  pursuance  of  the  order  of 
the  House  of  yesterday,  after  agreeing  to  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Claims  in  favor  of  John 
Frank,  who  was  captured  by  the  Indians  a  few 
hours  after  being  discharged  from  the  service  of 
the  United  States,  reported  a  bill  allowing  him 
the  same  compensation  as  if  he  had  been  captured 
whilst  he  was  in  the  service  of  the  United  States; 
which  was  twice  read,  and  committed  for  to-day. 

The  House  went  into  a  committee  on  this  bill, 
reported  it  without  amendment,  and  ordered  it  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  it  was  found  that  the 
provisions  of  the  act  passed  on  the  8th  of  May, 
1792,  for  regulating  tne  process  in  the  courts  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  providing  compensa- 
tions for  the  officers  of  the  said  courts,  and  for 
jurors  and  witnesses,  were  inadequate,  particularly 
as  they  related  to  the  compensation  of  the  mar- 
shals; he  therefore  moved  a  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  to  inquire  and  report 
by  bill  or  otherwise  what  alterations  are  necessary 
in  the  said  act.    Agreed  to. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  1708. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  made  an  additional  report  on  the  subject 
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of  appropriations,  and  proposed  a  resolution  to  the 
following  effect : 

"  Resolved,  That  there  be  appropriated  on  account 
towards  defraying  the  expense  of  finishing  the  frigates 
United  States,  Constitution,  and  Constellation,  the 
sum  of dollars." 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  to- 
morrow. 

EVIDENCE  IN  CONTE8TED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Harper  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  for  prescribing  a  mode  of  taking  evidence 
in  cases  of  contested  elections,  and  for  compelling 
the  attendance  of  witnesses;  which  being  agreed 
to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair, 
and,  after  agreeing  to  several  amendments,  the 
commmittee  rose,  and  the  House  having  con- 
curred in  them,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  T>e  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 

COMPENSATION  OF  D00RKEEPER8. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  moved  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  from  the  Senate  for  allowing  a  compen- 
sation to  the  Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  and  his 
assistant  during  the  late  session  of  Congress; 
which  heiog  agreed  to,  the  House  went  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  when 
an  amendment  was  proposed  by  Mr.  Harper,  to 
allow  the  Sergeant-at-Arros  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives an  additional  compensation  of  $260 
tor  his  two  last  years'  service,  which  it  was  al- 
leged would  only  bring  his  compensation  to  the 
same  which  was  allowed  to  the  Doorkeeper  of 
that  House.  Some  objections,  however,  being 
offered  against  this  amendment,  in  order  to  afford 
time  for  an  inquiry  into  the  fact  of  the  difference 
spoken  of  between  the  allowances  made  to  the 
Doorkeeper  and  Sergeant-at-Arms,  the  committee 
rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Thursday,  January  11. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Frank,  and  the 
bill  for  prescribing  the  mode  of  taking  evidences 
in  cases  of  contested  elections,  and  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  witnesses,  were  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

A  report  was  received  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  5th  instant,  calling  upon  him 
•  for  an  account  of  the  execution  of  the  Mint  law. 
He  states,  that  receipts  and  payments  on  account 
of  Government  were  made  at  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States;  that  moneys  received  at  a  dis- 
tance were  paid  in  bills;  that  the  bank  directors 
had  a  common  interest  in  ail  the  specie  deposited, 
but  that  they  were  always  willing  to  co-operate 
in  the  wishes  of  the  Government,  and  would  have 
at  any  time  advanced  a  reasonable  quantity  of 
foreign  coin  for  the  Mint ;  but  in  the  years  1795 
and  1796,  the  amount  of  foreign  coin  other  than 
Spanish  was  very  inconsiderable,  and  if  it  had 
been  otherwise,  the  situation  of  the  Treasury  at 


that  time  would  not  admit  of  suffering  very  con- 
siderable sums  to  lie  at  the  Mint ;  but  that  since 
the  Proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  issued,  the  quantity  of  French  crowns 
had  very  much  increased  at  the  banks,  and  that 
in  future,  according  to  the  present  regulations, 
there  would  be  no  doubt  but  the  Mint  would  be 
supplied  with  a  sufficient  quantity  of  bullion  from 
these  sources.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  whom  was  referred  the  report  on  the 
subject  of  the  Mint. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  on  Revisal 
and  Unfinished  Business,  moved  that  the  expiring 
laws  relative  to  the  suspension  of  the  duty  on  soul 
and  tobacco,  foreign  intercourse,  and  to  the  collec- 
tion of  internal  duties,  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee of  Ways  and  Means.    Agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gallatin,  the  act  respecting 
the  regulation  of  the  compensation  of  clerks  was 
referred  to  the  same  committee. 

Mr.  Tillingbast  presented  a  resolution  of  the 
Legislature  of  Rhode  Island,  directing  the  Repre- 
sentatives in  Congress  from  that  State,  to  use  their 
efforts  to  obtain  a  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  and  to 
get  passed  an  act  to  provide  a  uniform  system  of 
weights  and  measures  throughout  the  United 
States.  The  resolve  having  been  read,  in  con- 
formity to  the  latter  part  of  it,  Mr.  T.  moved  a  re- 
solution for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to 
report  a  plan  for  fixing  a  standard  of  weights  and 
measures;  which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Goodrich  presented  a  petition  from  certain 

Saper-makers  of  Connecticut,  praying  for  a  higher 
uty  to  be  laid  on  paper  imported,  as  an  encour- 
agement to  the  manufacture  of  paper  in  this  coun- 
try. Referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
and  Manufactures. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dwiobt  Foster,  the  unfin- 
ished business  of  yesterday  was  postponed,  in  or- 
der to  take  up  the  bill  directing  certain  persons  to 
be  placed  upon  the  pension  list.  The  House  went 
into  a  committee  on  this  subject,  and,  after  agree- 
ing to  two  or  three  amendments,  rose ;  the  House 
concurred  in  them,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be 
read  a  third  time  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Cochran  proposed  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  »™* 
Manufactures  be  directed  to  inquire  into  the  pro- 
priety of  allowing  a  drawback  on  goods  exported  to  the 
British  provinces,  in  Canada,  by  way  of  the  Lakes,  and 
report  their  opinion  thereon." 

Mr.  Livingston  proposed  the  following : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expenditures  of  the  moneys  heretofore  appro- 
priated for  the  Naval  Armament,  and  report  their  opin- 
ion thereon  to  the  House." 

Ordered,  To  lie  on  the  table. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  McDowell  rose  to  call  up,  agreeably  to  no- 
tice, the  resolution  which  he  laid  upon  the  table 
on  Monday,  calling  upon  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject  of  William  Blount's  impeachment, 
to  report  the  articles  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  be  wished  as  much  as  the 
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gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  to  bring  forward 
die  subject  in  question ;  but?  as  it  was  probable 
the  chairman  of  that  committee  who,  of  course, 
was  better  acquainted  with  the  subject  than  any 
other  member,  would  return  in  a  day  or  two,  he 
thought  it  would  be  best  to  wait  until  that  time. 

Mr.  Hah  per  said,  he  was  authorized  to  say 
the  chairman  of  that  committee,  would  be  in  his 
place  on  Monday  morning.  He  had  been  detain- 
ed by  the  court,  which  was  now  sitting  at  Easton. 

Mr.  McDowell  said,  his  wish  was  to  bring  for- 
ward the  subject  as  soon  as  possible.  As  it  had 
been  said  the  chairman  would  return  on  Monday, 
he  should  withdraw  his  motion. 

NAVAL  APPROPRIATION. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness should  be  further  postponed  to  take  up  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
which  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Eroposing  a  partial  appropriation  for  the  Naval 
department ;  which  being  agreed  to,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
that  subject ;  when,  the  resolution  having  been 
read, 

Mr.  Harper  said,  he  found  a  different  phrase- 
ology had  been  used  on  former  occasions;  he 
therefore  moved  that  the  word  "  finishing"  be 
struck  out,  and  that  the  words  "  of  completing 
and  equipping"  be  inserted  in  their  place.  Car- 
ried. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  wished  the  committee  to  lay 
before  the  House  any  statements  which  they 
might  have  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  had  not,  as  yet,  received  a  complete  esti- 
mate from  the  proper  department.  They  had  a 
statement  of  the  sum  remaining  unexpended  of 
the  former  appropriation,  amounting  to  $20,501, 
and  that  which  was  supposed  as  likely  to  be  want- 
ed for  all  the  frigates  was  estimated  at  $151,298; 
but,  at  present,  he  did  not  mean  to  propose  a  large 
appropriation.  The  estimates  of  what  would  be 
necessary  were  preparing  and  would  shortly  be 
laid  before  the  House;  but,  as  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  had  stated  that  a  certain  sum  was 
necessary  to  be  appropriated  immediately,  he  pro- 
posed to  fill  the  blank  with  $20,000,  which,  he 
supposed,  would  be  sufficient,  until  the  estimates 
which  were  preparing  were  laid  before  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  when  he  called  for  the 
estimates,  he  expected  to  have  learnt  how  the 
former  appropriation  had  been  expended,  and  to 
have  received  a  statement  of  what  was  yet  to 
be  done,  that  some  judgment  might  have  been 
formed  as  to  the  sum  necessary  to  be  appropriated. 
The  Committee  of  Ways  ana  Means  might  have 
ground  upon  which  to  form  an  opinion ;  but,  he 
thooght,  whatever  documents  they  might  be  pos- 
sessed of  ought  to  be  laid  before  the  House,  that 
they  might  also  form  an  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  Nicholas  begged  that,  if  any  estimates 
had  been  received  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, they  might  be  laid  upon  the  table  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  House. 


Mr.  Gallatin  said,  there  was  no  information 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  before  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  It  was  possible 
the  chairman  might  have  received  some  commu- 
nication on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Harper  observed,  that  the  gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  not  quite  correct,  as,  when 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  agreed  to  the 
resolution  now  under  consideration,  the  five  pa- 
pers which  he  then  held  in  his  hand  were  before 
them,  and  they  were  convinced  that  the  facts 
were  as  there  stated.  To  withhold  the  proposed 
appropriation,  would  be  to  suspend  the  business 
of  completing  the  frigates.  Mr.  H.  read  the  heads 
of  the  statements,  and  then  gave  them  in  at  the 
Clerk's  table,  where  they  were  again  read.  It  ap- 
pears, from  these,  that  the  sums  wanting  are  as 
follow : 

For  completing  the  frigate  Constitution    $26,275 

Do.  do.      Constellation     22,319 

Do.  do.     United  States   23,557 

For  military  stores  for  all  the  frigates     -   75,759 

For  arms  and  accoutrements  for  the  ma- 

3,376 


rines 


151,286 
Remaining  of  the  last  appropriations      -   20,501 


Yet  wanting 


-  130,785 


Mr.  Nicholas  said,  if  there  were  any  debts  out- 
standing, it  would  be  proper  to  make  an  appro- 
priation to  pay  them ;  but,  by  the  papers  which 
had  been  read,  it  did  not  appear  that  there  was 
any  immediate  necessity  for  an  appropriation,  and 
as  this  was  the  case,  he  should  not  consent  to  any 
appropriation  until  the  account  called  for  at  the  last 
session  was  laid  before  the  House ;  nor  should  he 
be  in  favor  of  any  further  appropriation  until  some 
opinion  was  passed  as  to  the  mismanagement  of 
this  business.  He  said  mismanagement,  be- 
cause, in  three  several  instances,  the  House  had 
been  told  that  the  sum  appropriated  at  each 
would  be  sufficient  to  complete  and  put  the 
vessels  to  sea.  This  strange  proceeding,  he 
thought,  furnished  the  clearest  evidence  that  the 
management  had  been  wrong,  and  they  might  as 
well  throw  the  money  of  the  public  into  the  sea 
at  once,  as  appropriate  it  to  an  object  to  which 
there  seemed  to  be  no  end.  Not  seeing  any  im- 
mediate occasion  for  the  money?  he,  therefore, 
moved  for  the  committee  to  rise,  in  order  to  give 
time  for  the  receipt  of  the  estimates  in  question. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  he  was  up  before,  he 
had  declared  that  no  statement  had  come  before 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  from  the 
Treasury  Department;  in  which  assertion  he  was 
eorrect.  The  only  papers  laid  before  that  com- 
mittee were  five  papers  furnished,  he  supposed, 
by  the  naval  constructor.  That  committee  had 
no  estimate  before  them  from  which  they  could 
draw  any  just  conclusion.  He  agreed  with  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  one  fact  ap- 
peared, viz :  that  more  money  would  be  wanted. 
This  was  gathered  from  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury ;  but  beyond  that  they  had 
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nothing  upon  which  to  act.  The  question  was, 
therefore,  whether  the  committee  ought  now  to 
make  an  appropriation,  or  wait  until  the  proper 
estimate  was  received.  If  the  papers  alluded  to 
were  examined,  it  would  be  found  there  was  no 
date  to  any  of  them,  except  to  one.  which  was 
dated  Boston,  November  30.  It  could  not  be  as* 
certained,  therefore,  whether  or  not  the  $151,000 
were  wanting  beyond  the  money  last  appropria- 
ted. Indeed ,  it  was  altogether  impossible  to  form 
any  correct  idea  from  these  papers,  of  the  sum 
wanted,  or  whether  it  was  immediately  necessa- 
ry to  make  an  appropriation.  These  papers  might 
be  correct,  but  they  were  not  official.  But  there 
was  another  paper  which  might  be  relied  upon, 
stating  that,  on  the  first  of  January,  there  was  a 
balance  remaining  of  the  last  appropriation  of 
$20,501,.  and  that  no  money  had  been  expended 
since.  This  paper  was  not  laid  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means ;  if  it  had  been  he 
doubted  not  the  same  conclusion  would  have  been 
drawn  from  it  that  was  now  drawn,  viz :  that  no 
inconvenience  could  be  sustained  by  postponing 
the  appropriation  for  a  week  or  two,  until  the 
proper  estimates  should  be  laid  before  the  House. 
Mr.  G.  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  agreed  with 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  there  appeared 
en  the  face  of  the  laws  on  this  subject  a  suspicion 
that  there  had  been  some  mismanagement  in 
the  expenditure  of  the  money  which  had  been  ap- 
propriated. From  what  cause  this  had  arisen — 
whether  from  our  inexperience  in  the  business, 
or  from  a  culpable  misapplication  of  the  money, 
he  could  not  say,  but  it  was  proper  to  stop  ana 
look  into  what  had  been  done,  before  they  went 
on  to  appropriate  more  money. 

Mr.  Harper  replied,  that,  whether  the  money 
which  had  been  appropriated  to  this  object,  had 
been  properly  or  improperly  expended,  was  not 
now  the  question.  The  expense  of  these  vessels 
had  always  been  an  argument  with  certain  gentle- 
men against  completing  them.  With  respect  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr.  Gallatin  J  he  admitted  all  that 
was  necessary  to  show  the  propriety  of  the  pre- 
sent appropriation,  since  he  admitted  that  there 
was  sufficient  evidence  before  the  committee  to 
show  that  more  money  was  wanted  to  finish  the 
frigates.  He  thought  it  was.  therefore,  quibbling 
to  object  to  it,  because  certain  estimates  were  not 
before  them.  When  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry told  the  House  more  money  would  be  wanted, 
was  it  supposed  that  he  overlooked  the  balance  in 
hand  1  out  how,  it  might  be  asked,  when  this 
balance  remained  in  hand  on  the  1st  of  January, 
could  the  appropriation  in  question  be  immediate- 
ly wanted  ?  Because,  he  answered,  bills  might 
have  been  incurred  which  it  was  necessary  to 
pay.  The  whole  question,  he  said,  resolved  itself 
into  this,  Whether  the  completion  of  the  vessels 
should  be  suspended  until  an  inquiry  could  be 
made  into  the  expenditure  of  the  money  already 
appropriated  ?  He  did  not  wonder  to  hear  that 
this  was  the  wish  of  gentlemen  who  had  always 
thought  it  their  duty  to  oppose  the  building  of  the 
frigates ;  but  he  should  think  it  extraordinary,  in- 


deed, if  that  part  of  the  House  who  wished  the 
vessels  to  be  finished,  should  concur  in  that  opin- 
ion. Mr.  H.  was  ready  to  acknowledge  that 
these  vessels  had  cost  by  far  too  much  money. 
He  did  not  know  from  what  cause  this  had  hap- 
pened; he  believed  it  had  been  partly  from  the 
novelty  of  the  undertaking ;  from  the  materials 
having  been  selected  from  the  most  durable  and 
costly ;  from  the  detached  situation  of  the  vessels ; 
and  from  a  variety  of  other  causes.  Bat,  from 
whatever  causes  the  extraordinary  expense  had 
arisen,  gentlemen  were  prepared  to  meet  the  in- 
quiry ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  he  trusted  the  busi- 
ness would  be  suffered  to  proceed.  Out  of  $150,000, 
which  were  estimated  as  necessary  to  complete 
the  vessels,  only  $20,000  were  asked,  which,  he 
trusted,  there  would  be  no  further  objection  to  ap- 
propriate, 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
had  constantly  voted  for  such  a  Navy  as  he  thought 
the  protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  country  re- 
quired, and  the  nation  could  afford ;  but  the  continu- 
al disappointment  which  he  had  experienced  on  this 
score,  and  the  excessive  expense  which  had  been 
incurred,  had  considerably  lessened  his  zeal.  The 
question  was,  whether  the  committee  would  now 
make  an  appropriation  on  account,  or  wait  until 
they  received  an  estimate  from  the  proper  depart- 
ments ;  and,  believing  as  he  did,  that  the  balance 
of  the  last  appropriation  now  in  hand  was  suffi- 
cient for  any  immediate  demand,  he  should  be  in 
favor  of  the  committee's  rising.  Indeed,  he  be- 
lieved the  facility  with  which  the  House  had  gone 
into  appropriations  of  this  kind,  had  encouraged 
the  lavish  expenditure  of  the  money  ;  and,  after 
the  committee  shall  have  risen,  if  no  other  mem- 
ber did  it,  he  should  propose  the  appointment  of  a 
committee  to  inquire  into  the  expenditure  of  the 
money  which  had  been  appropriated  to  this  ob- 
ject. How  the  money  had  been  expended  was  a 
secret  to  that  House,  but  it  was  a  secret  which 
ought  to  be  laid  open.  Great  obloquy  had  been 
thrown  upon  the  persons  through  whose  hands 
this  money  had  passed ;  if  they  were  not  deserv- 
ing of  it,  the  obloquy  ought  to  be  removed ;  if  it 
were  deserved,  it  ought  to  be  fixed.  He  believed, 
if  it  were  seen  that  this  money  would  not  be  ap- 
propriated until  the  estimate  in  question  was  re- 
ceived, the  House  would  not  be  long  without  it. 

Mr.  Sewall  was  surprised  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man last  up  speak  of  the  facility  with  which 
money  had  been  voted  for  the  frigates;  he  be- 
lieved gentlemen  who  had  been  witness  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  appropriations  for  this  object 
had  been  made,  would  not  say  they  had  been 
made  with  facility.  He  had  only  been  present 
at  one  of  these  questions,  but  he  knew  of  no 
question  which  had  been  treated  as  this  had  been 
treated.  A  vote  was  passed  the  other  day.  with- 
out debate,  for  an  appropriation  on  account  of  the 
Military  Establishment.  How  far  this  establish- 
ment was  a  favorite  with  the  House,  in  preference 
to  the  Naval  Establishment,  he  could  not  telL 
Facility  in  granting  this  money  might,  upon  the 
gentleman's  doctrine,  be  an  inducement  to  unne- 
cessary expense  in  the  Military  Establishment. 
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Indeed,  in  order  to  prevent  a  lavish  expenditure  of 
money,  ii  would  be  necessary  to  go  into  a  warm 
debate  upon  every  subject  of  expense  which 
came  before  the  House.  Mr.  S.  believed  this 
appropriation  stood  upon  the  same  ground  with 
that  for  the  Military  Establishment.  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  had  recommended  both,  but 
bad  given  no  estimate  for  either.  Yet  gentlemen 
insist  upon  having  an  estimate  before  they  agree 
to  the  appropriation  in  question.  Did  gentlemen 
mean  to  say,  that  if  the  money  had  not  been  ex- 
pended agreeably  to  their  wishes,  that  the  United 
States  were  to  lose  all  the  money  hitherto  ex- 
pended upon  the  frigates — that  they  were  to  be 
thrown  away,  or  burnt?  If  their  argument  meant 
anything,  it  meant  that.  He  would  take  it  for 
granted,  that,  upon  an  examination  of  the  ac- 
counts, the  money  had  been  improperly  expended; 
that  the  officers  had  dealt  unfairly ;  that  the  mo- 
ney had  been  thrown  into  the  sea,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  was  pleased  to  suppose;  he 
did  not  suppose,  that,  even  in  this  case,  gentlemen 
would  wish  all  that  had  been  expended  to  be 
thrown  away.  Gentlemen  were  now  contending 
against  a  small  appropriation  on  account:  but  ii 
the  appropriations  were  not  made,  might  not 
Government  suffer  very  considerable  loss  by  the 
work  standing  still,  from  a  refusal  of  the  work- 
men to  labor  without  pay?  But,  if  the  money 
were  appropriated,  it  would  remain  in  the  Trea- 
sury if  it  were  not  wanted,  therefore  no  injury 
could  arise  to  the  United  States  from  the  appro- 
priation; but  considerable  loss  might  be  sustained 
by  the  want  of  money  to  carry  on  the  work.  Mr. 
S.  concluded  by  saying,  he  considered  a  Naval 
Armament  as  necessary  to  the  dignity  and  na- 
tional character  of  the  United  States.  He  wished, 
therefore,  that  every  necessary  appropriation 
should  be  made,  at  the  same  time  that  an  inquiry 
should  be  instituted  into  the  past  expenditure.  It 
was  astonishing  to  him  how  so  much  money 
could  have  been  expended  in  this  business,  and 
that  so  many  errors  could  have  been  made  in  the 
estimates  which  had  from  time  to  time  been 
made;  but.  when  it  was  considered  that  the  busi- 
ness of  building  armed  vessels  of  this  kind  was 
wholly  new  to  us,  and  that  the  prices  of  the  vari- 
ous articles  made  use  of  had  been  greatly  aug- 
mented, it  was  not  so  strange  that  mistakes  had 
occurred.  But  whateter  these  might  have  been, 
or  whatever  blame  may  have  been  incurred,  as  it 
was  still  necessary  to  complete  the  work,  he  trusted 
the  appropriation  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  gentlemen  seemed  to  take 
it  for  granted  that  the  question,  whether  the  fri- 
gates should  be  finished,  was  before  the  committee. 
For  the  sake  of  the  frigates,  he  thought  they 
ought  not  so  to  consider  it.  If  the  committee 
were  satisfied^  from  experience,  that  this  business 
bad  been  carried  on  at  an  enormous  expense,  was 
it  not  necessary  to  look  into  the  matter?  Were 
Congress  to  support  the  dignity  of  the  country 
by  giving  away  the  people's  money — not,  perhaps, 
for  their  use,  but  for  some  other  purpose  ?  Every 
nan  must  be  astonished  at  the  expenses  whicn 
had  been  incurred,  and  was  it  not  proper  to  in- 


quire how  this  had  happened?  Gentlemen  say, 
if  the  money  were  not  wanted,  it  would  be  in  the 
Treasury,  and  no  disadvantage  be  sustained. 
But  this  was  as  much  as  to  say,  that  everything 
should  be  given  which  was  asked  for  by  any  of  the 
departments.  If  they  were  all  concurring  in  the 
same  object  of  finisning  the  frigates,  the  mode 
proposed  would  be  the  shortest. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  was  right 
when  he  said  the  money  for  this  object  had  been 
granted  with  facility;  for, though  there  had  bees 
a  contest  about  the  usefulness  of  the  frigates, 
there  had  been  none  about  the  estimates  mem- 
selves.  If  the  House  had  been  told  last  Winter, 
that  $600,000  had  been  wanting  to  complete  the 
frigates,  instead  of  $200,000,  he  believed  it  would 
have  astonished  every  one,  and  an  inquiry  would 
have  been  instituted  into  this  subject;  out  this 
had  not  been  done,  the  House  had  been  drawn  on 
from  time  to  time,  and  from  time  to  time  deceived 
in  the  business;  tor  all  that  had  been  said  about 
inexperience,  high  price  of  articles,  etc.,  had  no 
weight.  Mr.  N.  concluded  by  declaring  he  was 
not  acting  as  an  enemy  of  the  frigates,  but  as  a 
friend  of  the  public,  whose  money,  in  this  in- 
stance, had  been  squandered  beyond  ail  example. 

Mr.  Rutledoe  said,  the  reason  given  by  gen- 
tlemen for  postponing  this  subject  was,  that  the 
appropriations  already  made  had  been  enormous; 
but  he  would  just  ask  them  one  question — sup- 
pose the  money  heretofore  appropriated  had  been 
misspent,  would  they  now  refuse  to  appropriate 
a  further  sum?  All  that  was  wanted,  he  said,  to 
complete  the  frigates,  was  $96,000,  and  only  $80,- 
000  were  now  asked  for.  But  gentlemen  say  no, 
we  will  first  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  expen- 
diture of  the  money  already  appropriated.  He 
had  no  objection  to  this  inquiry,  but  he  would  in 
the  meantime  appropriate  the  money. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  replied  to  the  inquiry  of  the 
gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  that  though 
past  sums  had  been  misspent,  he  would  consent 
to  appropriate  more,  but  not  to  be  spent  in  the 
same  way.  Mr.  W.  went  over  the  various  sums 
which  had  been  from  time  to  time  called  for, 
and  concluded  by  saying  that  he  would  not  con- 
sent to  vote  for  more,  until  he  saw  how  what  had 
been  appropriated  had  been  expended,  or  except 
he  knew  the  business  was  at  a  stand  for  want  of 
money. 

Mr.  Sbwall  read  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  wherein  he  says  an  appropriation 
on  account  of  the  Naval  Department  will  be 
necessary. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  when  he  was  up  before,  he 
had  stated  that  it  had  never  been  the  practice  of 
the  House  to  grant  money  unless  an  estimate  was 
laid  before  them  to  show  that  it  was  necessary. 
This  had  been  called  a  quibble  by  one  gentle- 
man, and  another  had  quoted  an  instance  wnerein 
the  House  had  acted  differently.  But  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Sbwall)  was  mis- 
taken in  this  respect.  It  was  true  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  did  ask  for  an  appropriation 
for  the  deficiencies  in  the  Military  Establish" 
ment ;  but  it  was  not  true  that  the  House  granted 
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it.  The  House  had  agreed  to  an  appropria- 
tion. For  what?  For  the  deficiencies?  No. 
They  have  agreed  for  an  appropriation  towards 
the  expenses  of  1798,  for  which  they  have  an  esti- 
mate before  them.  Until  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  laid  an  estimate  before  the  House,  ex- 
cept the  necessity  was  very  urgent  indeed,  (winch 
he  did  not  believe  in  the  present  case  it  was,)  he 
should  decline  any  appropriation.  As  an  indi- 
vidual he  was  ready  to  acknowledge  he  was 
against  building  the  frigates;  but  did  gentlemen 
suppose  that  he  was  weak  enough  to  believe  that 
by  making  an  opposition  to  a  partial  appropria- 
tion, he  could  defeat  that  object,  against  a  large 
majority  of  the  House?  No.  He  believed  there 
would  be  a  very  considerable  majority  ready  to 
vote  for  any  sum  which  might  be  wanted  for  the 
frigates,  though  he  might  vote  differently.  But 
he  thought  there  was  another  object  worth  con- 
tending for,  which  was,  not  to  vote  money  because 
an  officer  of  a  department  calls  for  it,  however 
much  that  officer  may  be  entitled  to  the  confidence 
of  the  House. 

If  this  practice  was  once  gone  into,  it  would 
ereate  endless  mischief.  Mr.  Q.  said,  the  different 
conclusions  which  gentlemen  had  drawn  on  the 
subject,  were  sufficient  to  show  that  the  committee 
were  not  prepared  to  come  to  a  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion, as  one  gentleman  declared  that  $130,000  were 
wanting  to  complete  the  frigates,  and  another 
insisted  that  only  $36,000  were  necessary  i  For 
his  part  he  did  not  know,  but  from  what  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  said,  that  any  mo- 
ney at  all  was  wanting  for  that  purpose.  When 
the  estimate  was  laid  before  the  House,  he  should 
not  object  to  a  partial  appropriation  before  the 
inquiry  was  gone  into;  but  at  present  he  could  not 
consent  to  it. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  as  several  gentlemen,  who 
had  expressed  their  intention  of  voting  for  this 
appropriation,  when  the  estimates  should  be  laid 
before  the  House,  though  now  they  objected  to  it. 
and  as  no  great  inconvenience,  he  trusted,  would 
arise  from  the  delay  of  three  or  four  days,  he 
would  join  in  voting  for  the  committee  to  rise! 

Mr.  Sewall  produced  a  statement  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  War,  lately  made  to  the  House,  wherein 
he  states  that  there  is  a  deficiency  of  $36,000  for 
the  completion  of  the  frigates,  tie  thought  this 
sufficient  ground  for  the  appropriation, and  regret- 
ted that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
concluded  to  vote  for  the  committee's  rising.  Mr. 
S.  referred  to  what  had  fallen  from  Mr.  Galla- 
,  tin,  and  said  the  only  difference  between  the  two 
cases  of  Naval  and  Military  Establishments  was, 
that  we  did  not  build  frigates  by  the  year. 

Mr.  Pincknbt  said,  if  he  thought  voting  for 
this  appropriation  would  preclude  an  inquiry  into 

Sast  expenditures,  and  by  that  means  to  put  the 
usiness  upon  a  better  footing  in  future,  he  should 
by  no  means  vote  for  it.  But  he  did  not  believe 
this.  However,  if  gentlemen  wished  the  subject 
to  lie  over  for  two  or  three  days,  he  had  no  objec- 
tion ;  but  if  it  were  their  intention  to  postpone  an 
appropriation  until  an  inquiry  into  former  expen- 
ses were  gone  into,  he  should  have  serious  objec- 


tions to  it.  It  bad  been  admitted  on  all  hands  that 
the  frigates  had  been  an  expensive  business  ;  but 
a  further  delay  would  make  them  more  so.  He 
thought  the  Treasury  might  be  safely  trusted  with 
this  money,  and  the  inquiry  could,  in  the  mean 
time,  be  going  on. 

The  question  for  the  committee  to  rise  was  put 
and  carried— 45  to  35. 


Friday,  January  12. 

Mr.  Cochran  called  up  the  resolution  which  he 
laid  yesterday  upon  the  table,  for  directing  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  allowing  a  draw- 
back on  goods  exported  to  Canada,  by  way  of  the 
Lakes,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee 
appointed. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal  and 
Unfinished  Business,  moved  that  that  part  of  their 
report  which  related  to  the  expiring  of  an  act  de- 
claring the  concurrence  of  Congress  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  health  officer  by  the  State  of 
Maryland,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Harrison  presented  a  petition  from  a  Dum- 
ber of  citizens  and  freeholders  of  the  counties  of 
Southampton,  Sussex,  and  Prince  George,  in  Vir- 
ginia{  praying  a  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  and  for 
certain  alterations  in  the  law  laying  a  duty  on 
spirits  and  on  stills.  Mr.  H.  observed,  that  as  the 
House  had  anticipated  the  wishes  of  his  constitu- 
ents, in  relation  to  the  spirit  tax,  by  the  bill  which 
had  lately  passed,  there  would  be  an  impropriety 
in  referring  that  part  of  the  petition ;  but  so  much 
of  it  as  related  to  the  stamp  act,  he  moved  to  refer 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  Agreed 
to. 

The  bill  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list,  was  read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Evans  said  that  the  Attorney  General  was 
put  to  a  very  great  expense  in  payiog  the  postage 
of  packets  and  letters  which  passed  to  and  from 
him  in  his  official  capacity.  This  had  been  par- 
ticularly felt  in  the  packets  and  letters  which  he 
had  received  in  relation  to  the  fifth  article  of  the 
British  Treaty,  which  had  amounted  to  several 
hundred  dollars.  To  relieve  this  officer  from  this 
inconvenience,  Mr.  E.  proposed  a  resolution  to  the 
following  effect: 

"  Rctohed,  That  all  the  letters  and  packets  to  or  from 
the  Attorney  General  of  tbe  United  States,  shall  be  con- 
veyed, free  of  postage,  under  like  restriction*  with  letten 
or  packets  passing  to  and  from  the  other  Heads  of  De- 
partment" 

Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and 
Post  Roads. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  au- 
thorizing the  payment  of  interest  on  a  certificate 
due  to  General  Kosciusko,  was  taken  up.  This 
amendment  went  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the 
interest  which  had  been  directed  by  the  General 
to  be  remitted  from  Amsterdam  to  Leipsic  or 
Dresden.  After  some  discussion,  this  amendment 
was  disagreed  to— 46  to  41. 
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Mr.  Tillinghast  called  up  his  resolution  re- 
specting the  fixing  of  an  uniform  plan  of  weights 
and  measures,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  com- 
mittee of  seven  members  appointed. 

RELIEF  TO  OFFICERS  AND  SOLDIERS. 

A  motion  for  postponing  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness of  yesterday  having  been  made  and  carried; 
the  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  re  present  a- 
tires  of  certain  deceased  officers  and  soldiers,  Mr. 
Dent  in  the  Chair,  which,  after  considerable  dis- 
cussion— which  chiefly  turned  upon  the  propriety 
or  impropriety  of  changing  the  period  which  had 
heretofore  been  considered  as  terminating  the  war, 
in  the  course  of  which  different  periods  were  pro- 
posed— was  agreed  to  with  one  amendment,  deter- 
mining that  such  officers  and  soldiers  as  lived  till 
the  24th  of  March,  1783,  should  be  entitled  to  the 
same  allowance  as  if  they  had  lived  till  the  3d  of 
November,  in  the  same  year,  (the  time  at  which 
Congress  disbanded  the  Army.)  The  committee 
rose,  and  the  House  concurred  in  the  amendment; 
but,  upon  the  question's  being  put  for  the  bill's 
passing  to  a  third  reading,  it  was  negatived,  there 
being  only  26  votes  in  favor  of  it.  Of  course  the 
bill  was  lost. 

COMPENSATION  TO  DOORKEEPER8. 

On  motion,  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  again 
went  intb  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill 
from  the  Senate  allowing  a  compensation  to  the 
Doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  and  his  assistant  du- 
ring the  extraordinary  session;  when  the  amend- 
ment proposing  to  add  to  the  bill  a  provision  in 
favor  of  a  compensation  to  the  Sergeant-at-Arms 
of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  $260,  being 
under  consideration,  Mr.  H.  moved  to  amend  the 
amendment  by  striking  out,  260,  and  inserting 
$252,  which  he  proved,  from  a  statement  which 
he  read,  would  bring  his  allowance  to  the  same 
amount  which  had  been  paid  to  the  Doorkeeper, 
calculating  from  the  commencement  of  the  year 
1794.  This  motion  was  opposed  on  the  ground 
that  four  dollars  a  day.  (which  was  the  allowance 
made  by  law,)  during  his  attendance  upon  duty, 
was  sufficient  pay  for  the  Sergeant-at-Arms ;  that 
the  Doorkeeper's  allowance  was  a  salary  of  9500 
per  annum,  for  an  annual  attendance,  to  which, 
on  account  of  extraordinary  services,  or  from  the 
dearness  of  living,  some  temporary  grants  had 
been  made,  the  chief  of  which  (and  which  prin- 
cipally produced  the  difference  spoken  of)  was 
$250  allowed  to  the  present  Doorkeeper  in  1794, 
when  assistant  to  Mr.  Dally,  on  account  of  his 
having  done  nearly  the  whole  of  the  duty  during 
that  session.  The  amendment  was  on  one  hand 
urged  as  an  improper  tack  to  the  bill  from  the 
Senate,  and  on  the  other  it  was  advocated  as  ne- 
cessary to  put  an  end  to  what  was  thought  to  be 
an  improper  practice,  viz:  the  granting  of  addi- 
tional allowances  to  Doorkeepers  and  others  on 
the  last  day  of  a  session,  upon  a  simple  resolution 
of  the  House,  without  enacting  a  law  for  the  pur- 
pose. The  amendment  was  finally  negatived, 
there  being  only  23  votes  for  it.    The  bill  was 


then  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Tillinghast  gave  notice,  that  on  Monday, 
he  should  bring  forward  a  resolution  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
the  repeal  of  the  law  imposing  a  duty  upon 
stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper. 


Monday,  January  15. 

Lemuel  Benton,  from  the  State  of  South 
Carolina,  appeared  and  took  his  seat. 

The  bill  from  the  Senate  to  compensate  their 
Doorkeeper  and  his  assistant,  was  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Treasury  Department,  enclosing 
the  accounts  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  receipts  and 
expenditures  of  the  United  States  for  the  quarter 
ending  on  the  30th  of  December  last,  which  were 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  to  whom  was  referred  the  estimates 
necessary  lor  the  service  of  the  year  1798.  re- 
ported a  bill  providing  for  the  expenses  or  the 
civil  department  of  Government  for  the  year 
1798,  which  was  twice  read  and  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  for  Wednesday. 

Mr.  H.  also  reported,  from  the  same  committee, 
a  bill  providing  for  the  means  of  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  foreign  nations, 
which  was  committed  for  Thursday. 

REPEAL  OF  THE  STAMP  ACT. 

Mr.  Tillinghast,  agreeably  to  the  notice  he 
gave  on  Friday  last,  proposed  a  resolution  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House,  to  the  following  effect : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring  in 
a  bill  for  the  purpose  of  repealing  the  act  of  Congress, 
passed  the  last  session,  levying  a  duty  on  stamped  vel- 
lum, parchment,  and  paper. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  wished  this  resolution  might 
be  so  altered  as  to  go  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  who,  having  the  subject  of  revenue 
generally  under  consideration,  were,  of  course, 
the  best  judges  as  to  the  propriety  of  repealing 
the  act  in  question.  But,  before  the  resolution 
was  referred,  he  wished  to  amend  it  by  adding, 
"  also  the  act  laying  an  additional  duty  on  salt 
imported  into  the  United  States."  His  reason 
for  wishing  the  resolution  to  be  thus  amended 
wa*,  that  when  the  stamp  act  bad  been  agreed  to, 
a  proposition  (which  had  before  been  rejected) 
was  brought  forward,  towards  the  close  of  the 
session,  when  many  of  the  members  were  gone 
home,  for  laying  an  additional  duty  on  salt,  which 
it  was  said  was  necessary  to  stand  against  the 
stamp  tax,  which  would  fall  principally  upon  the 
commercial  and  moneyed  part  ol  our  citizens. 
If,  therefore,  a  repeal  of  the  stamp,  act,  which 
chiefly  affected  those  interests,  was  to  come  under 
consideration,  he  wished  the  salt  tax,  which  prin- 
cipally affected  the  agricultural  interest,  also  to 
be  considered,  and  that  both  should  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  together,  that 
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they  might  report  upon  the  whole  subject  at  the 
same  time. 

The  Speaker  declared  the  motion  for  a  refer- 
ence to  be  first  in  order. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  the  resolution  would  not  be 
agreed  to,  as  he  held  a  report  in  his  hand  on  the 
petition  from  Virginia,  praying  for  a  repeal  of  the 
stamp  act,  which,  of  course,  involved  the  subject 
of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Rutledqe  trusted  the  resolution  would 
not  be  agreed  to.  He  believed  it  was  of  more 
importance  than  it  seemed  to  be  considered  by  the 
House;  as  it  did  not  propose 'to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  repealing 
the  law  in  question,  but  for  the  special  purpose  of 
reporting  a  bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  law.  Had 
the  former  mode  been  adopted,  he  should  not 
have  objected  to  it 

The  Speaker  observed  that  the  motion  was  to 
refer  the  resolution  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  who  would  of  course  report  upon  the 
expediency  of  the  measure  proposed. 

Mr.  Dent  proposed  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  resolution  until  to-morrow, 
when  it  could  be  referred  to  the  same  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  to  whom  were  referred  the  report 
which  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  said  he  was  prepared  to  make  on 
this  subject,  and  then  both  applications  would 
come  under  consideration  at  the  same  time. 

After  some  little  consideration  on  the  subject, 
which  went  chiefly  to  show,  that,  as  the  petition 
from  Virginia  was  to  the  same  purpose  with  this 
resolution,  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  upon  it  must  be  the  same  which 
would  be  made  upon  this  resolution  if  referred  to 
them,  this  motion  was  carried. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  made  the  report  (which  had  been 
alluded  to)  on  the  petition  of  certain  freeholders 
of  Somerset,  Sussex,  and  Prince  George,  in  Vir- 
ginia, praying  for  a  repeal  of  the  stamp  act.  The 
report  stated,  that,  in  the  opinion  or  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  tt  would  be  inexpe- 
dient to  repeal  the  said  act,  and  that  therefore  the 
petitioners  have  leave  to  withdraw  their  petition. 
This  report  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  made  the  order  for  Monday  next. 

EXPENDITURE  FOR  NAVAX  SERVICE. 

Mr.  Livingston  called  up  for  consideration 
and  decision  the  resolution  which  he  laid  upon 
the  table  a  few  days  ago,  for  the  appointment  of 
a  committee  of  inquiry  into  the  expenditure  of 
money  which  had  been  appropriated  for  the  na- 
val service. 

The  House  having  agreed  to  take  up  this 
business — 

Mr.  Harper  said,  he  believed  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  such  a  committee  was  very  unusual, 
without  having  some  ground  stated  to  the  House 
for  the  proceeding.  A  vote  of  this  kind  would 
imply  a  censure  upon  the  conduct  of  our  public 
officers,  which  certainly  ought  not  to  be  done 
hastily,  or  without  first  having,  at  least,  some 
ground  of  suspicion  laid  before  them  upon  which 


to  act.  The  House  had  not  vet  received  the 
statements  which  had  been  called  for  relative  to 
this  business ;  they  were  directed  to  be  laid  before 
the  House  in  the  last  week  in  January,  and  might, 
therefore,  be  soon  expected. 

[Several  gentlemen  said  it  was  the  first  and 
not  the  last  week  in  January,  in  which  the  ac- 
counts had  been  ordered  to  be  laid  before  the 
House.! 

Mr.  H.  said  the  delay,  he  supposed,  had  been 
occasioned  by  the  officers  having  been  obliged  to 
remove  from  the  city  'during  the  fever.  He  had. 
however,  been  informed  that  these  statements 
would  be  ready  in  a  few  days.  And  would  it  not 
be  extraordinary,  he  asked,  if,  before  they  received 
these  statements,  they  were  to  appoint  a  commit- 
tee of  inquiry  ?  He  thought  it  would.  He  be- 
lieved the  officers  of  this  department  of  Govern- 
ment were  very  desirous  of  the  inquiry  taking 
place ;  but  this  was  not  a  sufficient  reason  for 
the  House  to  proceed  in  the  business  without  hav- 
ing first  some  ground  to  suppose  the  money  had 
been  misapplied,  and  this  he  believed  could  not  be 
ascertained  until  the  expected  statements  were 
before  the  House.  When  these  were  looked  into, 
it  was  possible  the  House  might  be  satisfied  with 
respect  to  the  expenditure  of  the  money,  and  it 
would,  therefore,  be  improper  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  a  matter  which  might  so 
shortly  appear  satisfactory.  If,  on  the  other  hand. 
these  accounts  should  not  be  satisfactory,^  would 
readily  concur  in  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
of  inquiry. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  ought  to  recollect  that  the  inquiry 
was  produced  by  a  further  appropriation  being 
called  for.  It  might  be  best  to  deter  the  inquiry 
until  the  accounts  which  had  been  called  for  were 
laid  before  the  House ;  and  he  should  have  been 
satisfied  with  the  business  taking  that  course,  if  a 
further  appropriation  had  not  been  called  for  in 
the  meantime.  But  when  they  are  called  upoo  to 
appropriate  a  further  sum  of  money  for  any  ob- 
ject, it  was  natural  to  inquire  what  was  become 
of  that  already  voted;  and  the  only  way  of  doing 
this  was  to  appoint  a  committee  who  would  look 
into  all  the  different  statements  which  had  from 
time  to  time  been  laid  before  the  House,  and  those 
which  mi^ht  shortly  be  communicated,  and  state 
their  opinion  thereon  to  the  House.  He  thought 
those  gentlemen  who  were  most  friendly  to  the 
frigates  ought  not  to  oppose  the  appointment  of  a 
committee ;  because,  if  it  should  appear  that  the 
money  had  been  justly  expended,  there  would  be 
little  objection  to  a  further  appropriation. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  from  the  full  discussion 
of  this  subject,  which,  though  incidentally  pro- 
duced, had  taken  place  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
did  not  think  it  would  either  have  been  becoming 
or  necessary  to  have  again  stated  the  reasons 
which  gave  rise  to  this  resolution,  especially  as 
he  felt  an  aversion  to  say  anything  which  might 
be  unnecessary,  or  which  might  tire  those  who 
heard  him.  Mr.  L.  said,  that  he  had  before  ob- 
served that  the  patience  of  the  House  had  been 
worn  out  by  the  repeated  applications  which  had 
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been  made  for  money  for  this^  object ;  that  the  ex- 
pense had  exceeded  all  belief;  that  the  most  ex- 
tended imagination  could  not  have  conceived  an 
amount  like  that  which  Congress  had  from  time 
to  time  been  blindly  led  to  appropriate.  But  the 
proposition  was  objected  to,  because  it  would  cast 
an  odium  upon  our  officers.  This  he  was  per- 
fectly indifferent  about.  Whatever  might  be  the 
private  opinion  he  had  of  the  characters  of  these 
officers,  however  incapable  he  might  believe  them 
of  doing  wrong,  or  of  acting  corruptly,  yet,  when 
his  duty  called  upon  bira  to  make  an  inquiry  into 
the  expenditure  of  public  money,  he  was  dear  to  all 
considerations  of  a  private  nature.  But,  in  this 
case,  he  did  not  see  the  necessity  for  this  remark. 
The  House  had  been  told  (he  believed  by  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  himself)  that  the 
extraordinary  expense  had  been  occasioned  by 
our  inexperience  in  business  of  this  kind,  by  the 
high  price  of  labor,  materials,  &c.  If  this  were 
the  case,  the  result  of  the  inquiry  would  be  honor- 
able to  those  concerned,  and  highly  satisfactory 
to  the  House.  It  was  a  proceeding  which  our 
public  officers  ought  to  wish  for;  nay,  gentlemen 
say  the v  do  wish  for  it. 

out,  Mr.  L.  said,  it  had  been  alleged,  that  the 
statements  ordered  a  year  ago  to  be  laid  before 
the  House  during  the  first  week  in  this  month, 
should  be  waited  for  before  any  inquiry  took 
place.  He  would  reply,  if  these  officers  had  not, 
in  the  meantime,  called  upon  the  House  for  a 
fresh  supply  of  money,  this  inquiry  would  not 
hare  been  thought  of.  Besides,  the  accounts 
asked  for  last  year  would  not  give  the  satisfaction 
required.  The  request  only  extended  to  all  the 
expenditures  previous  to  the  1st  of  January,  1797. 
The  House  would  wish  to  know  what  had  been 
expended  since,  and  they  had  no  reason  to  expect 
further  information  than  was  asked  for.  Mr.  L. 
said  every  member  who  was  present  at  the  time 
must  remember  that  whenever  the  House  had 
been  applied  to  for  further  appropriations,  they 
had  been  told  that  the  frigates  would  be  ready 
for  sea  at  such  and  such  a  time;  and  that  they 
would  then  bear  our  flag  triumphantly  over  the 
ocean.  And  yet,  though  the  House  had  been  four 
or  five  times  deceived  by  these  representations, 
they  were  told  there  were  no  ground  for  inquiry. 
For  his  part,  he  should  consider  himself  as  ne- 
glecting his  duty  were  he  not  to  call  for  this  in- 
quiry immediately;  for,  if  the  House  were  to  wait 
a  week  for  the  statements  called  for,  they  might 
wait  another  for  their  beinjr  printed;  they  might 
then  be  found  to  be  deficient,  fresh  statements 
might  be  necessary,  and  the  session  might  expire 
without  effecting  the  wished-for  inquiry.  He 
thought  all  parts  of  the  House  ought  to  favor  the 
inquiry ;  for,  he  believed,  if  it  should  appear  that 
frigates  could  not  be  built  for  less  than  $500,000  a 
piece,  the  project  of  a  navy  ought  to  be  given  up ; 
hut  if,  on  the  other  hand,  difficulties  and  expenses 
had  occurred  in  the  commencement  of  this  busi- 
ness, which  would  not  return,  and  that  frigates 
may  in  future  be  built  for  half  the  sum,  (which 
was  his  opinion,)  there  would  be  some  encourage- 
ment to  proceed  in  the  business. 
5th  Con.— 27 


Mr.  Sewall  was  sorry  that  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper)  had  given  the  oc- 
casion, and  that  the  gentleman  last  up  had  so 
eagerly  seized  it,  to  thwart  any  measures  which 
mi^ht  be  necessary  for  the  general  defence,  by 
ridiculing  the  resources  of  the  country.  The  pre- 
sent, he  said,  was  a  time  of  danger  and  apprehen- 
sion, and  thus  to  talk  of  the  resources  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  added  to  the  apprehension  and  the 
danger.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
said,  that  to  pass  this  resolution  would  be  to  pass 
an  odium  upon  our  public  officers.  He  did  not 
think  so.  He  thought  an  inquiry  of  this  kind  at 
all  times  proper  where  there  was  any  doubt  as  to 
the  expenditure  of  money.  He  agreed  with  the 
gentleman  from  New  York?  that  the  inquiry  (if  it 
had  a  favorable  issue,  which  he  did  not  doubt) 
would  forward  the  design  of  providing  a  navy;  as 
it  would  appear  that  the  extraordinary  expenses 
had  been  such  as  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  in- 
cur in  future.  He  was,  therefore,  sorry  to  hear 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  first  up  (Mr.  Wil- 
liams) say  he  should  be  disinclined  to  vote  any 
further  appropriation  until,  he  saw  how  the  last 
had  been  expended.  However  improvidently  the 
money  already  appropriated  had  been  expended, 
yet  in  order  to  secure  what  had  been  voted,  ana 
to  Keep  the  work  in  progress,  they  ought  to  vote 
a  further  sum,  as  soon  as  wanted,  whether  the 
statement  called  for  were  received  or  not. 

Mr.  Livingston  desired  to  know  wherein  he 
had  attempted  to  ridicule  the  resources  of  this 
country?  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
must  excuse  him  when  he  asserted  he  had  never 
made  a  more  hasty  or  unfounded  charge.  If  he 
had  either  ridiculed  the  resources,  or  thwarted 
any  measures  for  the  general  defence  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  it  must  have  arisen  from  a  weak  judg- 
ment, and  not  from  any  intention  of  doing  so. 
But  he  was  certain  nothing  which  had  fallen  from 
him  could  be  so  construed. 

Mr.  Sewall  acquitted  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  of  any  intention  of  lowering  the  appearance 
of  the  resources  of  this  country ;  but  he  appealed  to 
the  House  whether  he  had  not  spoken  of  this 
fleet  with  a  degree  of  ridicule,  when  he  repre- 
sented it  as  governing  the  ocean.  It  appeared  so 
to  him  at  least. 

Mr.  Harper  again  insisted  upon  the  impro- 
priety of  going  into  this  measure,  from  reasons 
similar  to  those  which  he  had  already  given. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  that  the  ground  taken  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Har- 
per) would  prevent  any  inquiry  whatever;  for 
he  stated  that  the  House  ought  not  to  pass  the 
present  resolution  because  certain  statements  had 
not  been  received,  and  because  to  pass  it  would  be 
to  imply  a  censure  on  our  officers.  So  that  on 
this  ground  no  inquiry  could  be  gone  into  without 
statements,  as  the  House  could  not  obtain  state- 
ments without  passing  a  resolution,  that  resolu- 
tion would  be  construed  into  a  censure,  and  there- 
fore ought  not  to  be  passed.  This  Mr.  G.  thought 
a  very  improper  doctrine.  It  would  never  be  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  decide  upon  the  pro- 
priety of  statements  by  barely  having  them  laid 
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upon  the  table.  The  proper  mode  was  to  appoint 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  an 
appointment  of  this  kind  never  ought  to  be  con- 
strued into  a  censure  upon  any  one. 

He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, that  the  proposed  inquiry  might  favor  the 
extension  of  the  Navy  establishment,  if  the  extra- 
ordinary expense  should  appear  to  have  been  tem- 
porary and  unavoidable ;  but  he  owned  this  was 
not  his  only  object  in  wishing  for  the  inquiry.  He 
could  not  help  drawing  conclusions  from  the  in- 
formation which  he  received ;  and  the  conclusions 
which  he  had  drawn  from  this  information  was, 
that  either  the  officers  who  had  made  the  differ- 
ent statements  with  respect  to  the  expense  of  fin- 
ishing the  frigates,  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House,  had  either  deceived  them,  or  the  ex- 

gnditure  of  the  money  had  been  mismanaged, 
e  might  be  mistaken,  as  this  was  only  conjec- 
ture. He  wished  the  inquiry  to  take  place,  there- 
fore, that  this  suspicion  which  he  entertained, 
might  be  removed  or  confirmed. 

Mr.  G.  stated  the  different  estimates  which  had 
been  made  to  the  House.  In  1794,  he  said,  they 
were  told  that  $688,000  would  be  sufficient  to 
build  six  frigates.  In  1796,  they  were  informed 
there  had  been  a  mistake  in  the  matter,  but  that 
with  930,000  more  three  would  be  finished.  In 
January,  1797,  the  House  was  again  called  upon 
for  $172,000 ;  in  July,  in  the  same  year,  for  $200,- 
000,  and  now  for  $150,000  more.  Such  calcula- 
tions, he  thought,  wholly  unaccountable. 

Mr.  G.  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  that  it 
was  wrong  to  ridicule  the  resources  of  the  United 
States ;  but  that  gentleman  must  agree  with  him. 
that  it  was  of  importance  that  the  public  should 
be  well  informed  as  to  the  expenditure  of  public 
money,  that  a  judgment  might  be  formed  whether 
our  resources  were  properly  applied,  or  whether 
they  were  employed  upon  objects  which  could 
never  be  of  any  real  utility  to  the  country,  or 
upon  objects  which  might  tend  to  weaken,  rather 
than  to  strengthen  us. 

This  inquiry j  he  expected,  would,  in  some  de- 
gree, give  a  decision  to  this  question,  as  it  would 
show  whether  the  great  expense  which  had  been 
incurred,  was  unavoidable  in  a  business  of  this 
kind,  or  whether  it  had  been  owing  to  temporary 
causes  only.  It  could  not  be  wrong,  Mr.  G.  said, 
at  any  time  to  explain  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States  what  their  resources  are ;  this  could  do  no 
harm,  but  good ;  it  was  of  the  first  importance 
that,  in  this  respect,  as  well  as  others,  the  truth 
should  appear.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  resolu- 
tion would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Dana  was  in  favor  of  the  inquiry,  for  some 
of  the  reasons  which  had  been  assigned  by  the 
gentleman  who  was  last  up;  and  he  should  not 
have  spoken  upon  the  subject,  had  he  not  thought 
the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  gentlemen 
from  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  upon  our  pub- 
lic officers  deserving  of  notice.  He  did  not  know 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  mention  his  suspicions  that  our 
officers  had  deceived  the  House  of  Representatives' 


in  their  statements,  which  he  acknowledged  was 
founded  only  upon  conjecture.  He  had  observed 
several  other  insinuations  which  must  be  painful 
to  our  officers.  He  could  have  wished  that  no 
objection  had  been  made  to  this  inquiry  though, 
perhaps,  it  might  have  a  good  effect,  since  it  had 
given  gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  speaking  their 
own  eulogy,  which  would,  doubtless,  more  than 
compensate  any  pain  which  their  suspicion  might 
give  to  deserving  officers. 

Mr.  Ven able  wished  something  to  be  said  in 
this  resolution  as  to  the  time  which  had  been 
consumed  in  building  the  frigates,  as  well  as  to 
the  expense  incurred.  He  therefore  moved  to 
amend  the  resolution,  by  adding  "  also  the  causes 
which  have  produced  the  delay  in  finishing  the 
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same. 

The  motion  was 'agreed  to,  without  a  division, 
and  a  committee  of  five  appointed. 

CANADIAN  REFUGEES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Williams,  the  House  again 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  Canada 
and  Nova  Scotia.  The  bill  underwent  several 
amendments,  the  chief  of  which  was,  the  striking 
out  the  clause  which  provided  for  all  persons, 
whether  male  or  female,  who  were  fourteen  years 
of  age  when  they  emigrated,  and  substituting  in 
its  place,  "  all  heads  of  families,  and  other  male 
persons  above  the  age  of  21  years?"  and  "all  per- 
sons who  were  members  of  families  when  they 
came  into  the  United  States,  but  who  afterwards 
entered  into  their  service."  The  quantity  of  land 
apportioned  to  the  first  class  of  persons,  viz :  those 
who  lost  and  suffered  most,  was  not  to  exceed 
two  thousand  acres ;  to  those  of  the  last,  three 
hundred  acres.  The  bill  was  finally  agreed  to, 
and  passed  to  a  third  reading,  which  it  is  to  have 
to-morrow. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  insisted  upon  their 
amendment  to  the  bill  for  paying  the  interest  due 
to  General  Kosciusko. 

The  House  took  up  the  last  bill,  and  insisted 
upon  their  disagreement  to  the  Senate's  amend- 
ment.   A  committee  of  conference  was  appointed. 

Tuesday,  January  16. 

Mr.  Qriswold,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  memorial  of  John  Spafford  and 
others,  who  wished  to  be  allowed  to  purchase 
land  of  the  United  States  on  different  terms  from 
those  prescribed  by  law.  reported  against  the  ob- 
ject of  the  petition,  declaring  it  to  be  their  opin- 
ion, that  the  Government  could  not  dispose  of 
land  in  any  other  mode  than  such  as  was  by  lav 
directed,  and  that  individual  applications  for  the 
purchase  of  land  could  not  be  admitted.  The 
House  concurred  in  the  report. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  ox  British  refugees  from 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  was  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

Mr.  Gregg  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  follow- 
ing effect : 

«  Rttohedy  That  tha  Committee  of  Claimi  be  di- 
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rected  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extending  the 
act  passed  in  June,  1794,  entitled  an  act  in  addition  to 
an  act  for  making  further  provision  for  the  protection  of 
the  frontiers  of  the  United  8tates,  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  affording  of  relief  to  the  widows  and  children  of 
officers  and  soldiers  who  were  killed  in  an  action  with 
the  Indians  Northwest  of  the  Ohio,  and  report  their  opin- 
ion thereon.1' 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

EXPENSE  OF  INDIAN  TREATIES. 

Mr.  Macon  wished  to  propose  a  resolution  for 
the  adoption  of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  hay- 
ing it  referred  to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to  whom  was  referred  the  report  on  the  petition 
aod  remonstrance  of  the  State  of  Tennessee.  It 
was  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Ruohed,  That  the  sum  of dollars  ought  to  be 

appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  defraying  the  expense 
which  may  be  incurred  in  forming  any  treaty  or  treaties 
which  the  President  of  the  United  8tates  may  deem  it 
expedient  to  hold  with  the  Indians  claiming  lands 
within  the  8tate  of  Tennessee." 

Mr.  Macon  said,  he  was  induced  to  make  this 
motion  at  this  time,  because,  when  a  similar  propo- 
sition was  offered  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
it  was  deemed  to  be  out  of  order.  But  it  as  was  now 
well  known  that  the  President  had  appointed 
Commissioners  for  holding  a  treaty,  he  believed  it 
would  be  best  to  make  an  appropriation  in  the 
usual  way,  to  enable  him  to  carry  it  into  effect. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  McDowell  rose  to  call  up  the  resolution 
which  he  had  laid  upon  the  table  a  week  ago,  re- 
specting the  impeachment  of  William  Blount, 
and  which  had  been  deferred  from  the  assurance 
which  had  been  made  to  the  House  that  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  appointed  on  that  subject, 
would  be  in  his  place  yesterday.  Finding  that 
this  was  not  the  case,  he  renewed  his  motion. 

Mr.  Harper  said  that  he  understood,  at  the 
time  he  said  so,  that  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee would  be  in  his  place  yesterday.  He,  yester- 
day, however,  saw  a  gentleman  from  East  on,  who 
bad  conversed  with  that  gentleman  on  Saturday, 
and  he  informed  him  he  should  set  out  from  home 
on  Monday  morning ;  so  that  he  expected  him  in 
town  this  day. 

Mr.  Bayard  could  not  discover  the  motive  of 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  in  pressing  so 
closely  this  business ;  for  his  part  he  could  see  no 
public  good  which  could  be  derived  from  acceler- 
ating it  in  the  manner  proposed.  When  the  bu- 
siness was  first  brought  forward,  he  was  kept  from 
the  House  by  indisposition,  and  therefore  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  it.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  business  of  drawing  the  articles 
of  impeachment  belonged  to  the  chairman.  That 
they  were  not  drawn  earlier,  he  believed  was  ow- 
ing to  the  peculiar  situation  of  the  person  to  be 
impeached.  He  was  held  to  bail  by  the  Senate 
under  the  penal  sum  of  $2,000 ;  and  it  was  well 
understood  that  when  the  articles  of  impeachment 
should  be  exhibited  against  him  in  the  Senate,  he 
would  not  appear;  and,  except  he  did  appear  at 


that  time,  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  House 
to  proceed  with  the  impeachment.  This  view  of 
the  subject  had  created  a  lukewarmness  in  the 
committee.  Had  they  been  impressed  with  the 
idea  that  the  business  could  have  been  prosecuted 
with  success,  he  believed  the  articles  oi  impeach- 
ment would  have  been  produced  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod of  the  session ;  but,  as  they  considered  the 
further  proceeding  in  the  business  as  a  mere  mat- 
ter of  form,  they  had  been  the  less  anxious  about 
it.  Under  this  view  of  the  subject,  and  as  the 
chairman  would  most  likely  return  in  a  day  or 
two,  he  submitted  to  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  and  to  the  House,  whether  it  would  be 
proper  to  press  the  business  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  reason  which  had 
been  assigned  by  the  gentleman  from  Delaware 
would  be  sufficient  to  induce  the  mover  of  the 
proposition  not  to  press  its  decision ;  but  he  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  reasons  which  had  been  as- 
signed for  not  bringing  forward  the  articles  of 
impeachment  sooner.  It  seemed  that  that  gen- 
tleman supposed  that  the  measures  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  House,  and  upon  which  the 
select  committee  had  been  appointed  to  act  during 
the  recess  of  Congress,  was  a  mere  matter  of  form, 
and  would  come  to  nothing.  He  believed  it  was 
a  novel  thing  for  a  committee  to  contravene  the 
views  of  the  House  in  their  appointment,  and  to 
determine  the  non-importance  of  the  business  en- 
trusted to  them.  He  believed  the  practice  to  be 
as  singular  as  the  doctrine  was  unfounded ;  for,  if 
it  were  possible  to  impeach  Mr.  Blount  at  all,  it 
could  be  done  whether  he  was  present  or  not  j 
but,  as  the  chairman  was  shortly  expected,  he 
hoped  the  business  would  not  at  present  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr.  McDowell  would  not  agree  to  any  further 
delay.  It  was  not  his  wish  to  precipitate  any 
business  through  the  House ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  high  time  that  the  articles  of  impeachment, 
directed  to  be  reported,  were  before  them.  He 
sppke  of  the  promptness  with  which  the  House 
had  acted  at  the  commencement  of  this  business. 
No  sooner,  he  said,  was  Mr.  Blount's  letter  laid 
before  them  than  he  was  impeached,  and  a  com- 
mittee appointed  to  sit  during  the  recess,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers.  That  com- 
mittee had  made  a  report,  but  no  further  step  had 
yet  been  taken.  What  were  the  motives  of  the 
committee  he  could  not  tell;  they  perhaps  thought 
they  had  done  their  duty.  It  was  said  the  chair- 
man would  be  in  the  House  to-morrow;  if  so,  the 
committee  would  have  his  assistance ;  if  not,  they 
might  have  a  member  added  to  their  committee, 
if  they  wished  it.  He  thought  the  House  were 
bound  to  the  country  to  proceed  with  the  busi- 
ness, and  that  they  were  incurring  censure  every 
hour  which  they  neglected  it.  He  wished  the 
sense  of  the  House  to  be  taken  upon  his  motion. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  said  the  House  would  not 
have  appointed  a  committee  to  sit  during  the  re- 
cess of  Congress,  if  they  had  not  conceived  the 
business  upon  which  they  were  employed  was 
very  important.  It  was  to  inquire  whether  there 
were  no  other  persons  implicated  in  the  charge 


839 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


840 


H.'opR.] 


Protection  of  Commerce. 


[January,  1798. 


which  was  brought  against  W.  Blount.  The 
House  supposed,  if  he  were  culpable,  he  was  not 
alone  so,  but  there  were  more  egregious  offenders 
than  he;  and  when  he  gave  his  consent  for  the 
committee  to  sit  during  the  recess,  it  was  with  a 
view  of  their  inquiring  who  those  persons  were. 
The  report  which  had  been  made  to  the  House 
implicated  several  persons,  as  concerned  with  W. 
Blount,  and  he  wished  it  to  appear  whether  the 
stain  which  was  thus  thrown  upon  their  charac- 
ters ought  to  be  fixed  or  removed  ;  and  as  there 
were  persons  upon  the  committee  equally  capable 
with  the  chairman  to  make  the  desired  report, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  no  longer  delayed. 

Mr.  Dawson  rose  to  remark  upon  what  fell 
from  his  colleague,  (Mr.  Nicholas.)  He  sup- 
posed the  gentleman  from  Delaware  only  gave  it 
as»his  opinion,  or  that  of  some  members  of  his 
committee,  that  Mr.  Blount  could  not  be  impeached 
in  his  absence.  The  subject  was  a  novel  one,  and 
he  had  not  fully  made  up  his  opinion  upon  it ;  but 
his  present  impressions  were,  that  an  impeach- 
ment which  did  not  go  to  affect  the  life  or  limbs 
of  a  man  might  be  carried  on  in  his  absence.  The 
contrary,  he  believed,  was  the  opinion  of  the  chair- 
man and  of  the  gentleman  from  Delaware,  but  not 
of  the  committee. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  said  if  there  were  no  reason 
to  expect  the  chairman  of  the  committee  soon, 
he  should  be  in  favor  of  taking  up  the  business  at 
present ;  but,  when  they  were  assured  he  would 
return  in  a  day  or  two,  he  thought  no  ill  conse- 
quence could  arise  from  the  short  delay.  The 
House  had  decided  that  the  impeachment  should 
be  proceeded  with,  and  he  did  not  suppose  that 
the  object  of  the  House  was  to  be  frustrated  by 
any  ineffectual  measures  of  the  Senate  to  secure 
the  person  of  Mr.  Blount.  As  to  the  business 
being  hastened  from  a  desire  of  proceeding  against 
any  other  person,  he  saw  no  reason  for  this ;  as 
the  documents  were  before  the  House,  such  a 
proceeding  might  as  well  be  had  now  as  when  the 
articles  of  impeachment  were  reported. 
•  Mr.  Nicholas  moved  to  postpone  the  decision 
of  this  question  till  Thursday.  If  the  chairman 
did  not  return  in  the  mean  time,  he  supposed  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  the  appointment  of 
another  member  in  his  place. 

This  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TENNESSEE  LAND  TITLES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  W.  Claiborne,  the  House 
again  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  report  of  a  select  committee  on  the 
petition  and  remonstrance  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Tennessee.  The  resolution  reported 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  Macon  moved  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  the  resolution  reported,  in  order  to  take  up 
the  one  which  he  had  brought  forward  this  morn- 
ing, and  which  had  been  referred  to  this  commit- 
tee, as  being  more  conformable  to  the  usual  mode 
of  appropriating  to  enable  the  President  to  effect 
any  treaty  intended  to  be  held. 

This  motion  occasioned  a  very  warm  debate, 
in  t)ie  course  of  which  several  disputes  took  place 


on  the  subject  of  order.  Indeed,  several  mem- 
bers (amongst  whom  was  the  Speaker)  thought 
the  debate  altogether  out  of  order,  as  they  con- 
sidered the  last  resolution  proposed  as  a  substi- 
tute for  the  former,  to  admit  of  which  is  contrary 
to  a  standing  rule  of  the  House.  The  Chairman, 
however,  having  declared  the  motion  for  postpone- 
ment to  be  in  order,  the  debate  upon  it  was  con- 
tinued for  about  two  hours,  when  the  question 
was  taken  and  negatived — 44  to  41.  The  advo- 
cates for  the  postponement  were  Messrs.  Macon. 
W.  Claiborne,  Gallatin,  Rqtledge,  and  R. 
Williams  ;  those  opposed  to  it  were  Messrs.  N. 
Smith,  Brooks,  J.  Parker,  Harper,  J.  Wil- 
liams, and  Thatcher.  The  committee  rose, and 
had  leave  to  sit  again. 

PROTECTION  OF   COMMERCE. 

Mr.  Sewall,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
take  into  consideration  that  part  of  the  President's 
Speech  which  relates  to  the  protection  of  com- 
merce and  the  defence  of  the  country,  made  a  far- 
ther report.  The  committee  state  that  further  ap- 
propriations are  necessary  for  the  completion  of 
the  frigates ;  for  an  account  of  which  they  refer 
to  the  documents  from  the  proper  departments, 
which  accompany  their  report.  They  also  state 
that  only  two  of  the  revenue  cutters  are  fit  to  be 
armed  and  equipped  in  the  manner  directed  by 
Congress,  viz :  one  on  the  Virginia  station,  and 
one  in  the  Delaware ;  that  the  former  only  had 
been  armed  for  want  of  being  able  to  procure  the 
necessary  cannon.  The  committee  report  four 
resolutions  for  the  adoption  of  the  House. 

The  first,  for  the  sum  of dollars,  for  com- 
pleting and  equipping  for  sea  the  three  frigates. 

The  second,  for  the  sum  of dollars,  for  the 

pay  and  subsistence,  for  the  term  of  one  year,  of 
the  officers  and  crew  on  board  the  said  frigates, 
and dollars  for  ammunition,  dbc. 

The  third,  to  authorize  the  President  to  procure, 
whenever  in  his  opinion  the  situation  of  the  coun- 
try shall  require  it,  not  exceeding  vessels, 

suitable  to  be  employed  for  the  protection  of  our 
sea  coasts,  and  to  cause  the  same  to  be  armed  and 
equipped  on  the  same  terms  as  are  directed  for  the 
naval  armament ;  and  that  there  be  appropriated 
not  exceeding dollars  for  the  purpose. 

The  fourth,  proposes  to  authorize  the  President 
to  establish,  in  the  same  eligible  situation,  a 
fo.undry,  to  be  employed  in  the  casting  of  can- 
non for  the  use  of  Government,  and  that 

dollars  be  appropriated  for  the  purchase  of  a 
necessary  building  and  materials,  and  to  defray 
other  expenses  attending  the  establishment. 

The  documents  from  the  War  Department  ac- 
companying this  report,  agree  with  the  estimates 
produced  the  other  day,  when  the  subject  of  an 
appropriation  for  the  frigates  was  under  consider- 
ation, as  far  as  they  relate  to  the  finishing  of  the 
frigates,  except  that  the  balance  remaining  unex- 
pended of  the  last  appropriation,  then  stated  at 
$20,501,  is  now  stated  at  935,454.  This  difference 
reduces  the  estimate  to  $115,833.  In  addition  to 
this  sum  there  is  also  an  estimate  for  the  pay  and 
subsistence  of  the  officers  and  crew  for  a  year, 
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dbc.,  which  brings  the    total    sum    wanted    to 
$396,212. 
This  report  was  committed  for  Monday  next. 


Wednesday,  January  17. 
COMMISSIONER  OF  THE  REVENUE. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
and  Unfinished  Business,  made  a  report  on  the 
motion,  referred  to  them  on  the  4th  mstant;  res- 
pecting the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Commissioner 
of  the  Revenue,  which  stated  it  as  their  opinion 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  abolish  that  office. 

The  report  having  been  read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  Macon  moved  that  the  House  concur ;  but 
Mr.  J.  Williams  moving  that  it  be  committed, 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  taken  upon  the  ques- 
tion, and  it  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Macon  then  renewed  his  motion  to  concur. 
He  said  that  the  committee  were  unanimous  in 
their  opinion  that  this  office  was  necessary.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  Reve- 
nue to  superintend  the  duties  collected  from  im- 
post and  tonnage,  and  from  internal  revenue.  He 
had  also  to  examine  all  the  accounts  settled  by 
the  Auditor.  The  light-houses,  beacons,  and  pub- 
lic pier,  were  under  his  direction.  He  had  also 
to  assist  in  preparing  statements  <pr  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress,  and  a  good  deal  of  other  mis- 
cellaneous business,  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury had  the  power  of  giving  him  such  business  as 
he  thought  proper.  He  had  also  to  correspond 
with  all  the  supervisors  of  the  different  States  on 
the  subject  of  internal  revenue,  which  correspon- 
dence was  very  considerable.  He  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  economy  in  putting  more 
business  upon  any  department  than  it  would  well 
perform  ;  and  if  this  office  were  abolished,  the 
business  of  it  must  be  done  by  another.  It  might 
be  said  that  by  adding  the  clerks  employed  in  this 
office  to  another  of  the  Treasury  offices,  the  busi- 
ness might  be  as  well  done ;  but  he  conceived  the 
expense  thus  saved,  which  could  not  be  more 
than  seven  hundred  dollars  a  year,  as  a  principal 
clerk  must  be  employed,  would  be  equal  to  the 
loss  of  responsibility  which  the  public  had  in  the 
Commissioner  of  the  Revenue.  Mr.  M.  thought 
to  object  to  an  office  of  this  sort  was  straining  at 
a  gnat.  He  was  as  great  a  friend  of  .curtailing 
the  expenses  of  Government,  as  any  member ;  but 
there  were  other  expenses  which  carried  off  the 
money  of  Government,  and  which  ought  to  be 
lessened.     This  office  he  believed  to  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Findley  hoped  the  report  would  be  agreed 
to.  The  original  intention  of  this  office  was  to  be 
a  check  upon  the  other  officers  of  the  Treasury 
Department.  He  did  not  wish  it,  therefore,  to  be 
abolished ;  but,  at  another  time  he  trusted  that 
the  business  of  it  would  be  revived.  If  the  House 
were  disposed  to  take  away  all  checks  of  this 
kind,  they  might  go  on  and  abolish  the  office  of 
Comptroller  General  and  others.  He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  give  up  these  checks. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  was  of  opinion  that  all  the 
business  done  by  that  officer  might  be  done  by  an 
additional  clerk  in  the  Comptroller's  office.    He 


did  not  think  the  responsibility  of  this  office  was 
so  great  as  represented,  as  he  was  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  By 
such  a  regulation,  he  believed  one-third  of  the 
expense  now  incurred  would  be  saved ;  and 
though  other  gentlemen  might  not  think  a  saving 
of  three  or  four  thousand  dollars  a  year  an  object, 
he  was  of  a  different  opinion. 
The  report  was  concurred  in. 

TREATY  WITH  THE  CHEROKEES. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President 
op  the  United  States,  as  follows  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

The  situation  of  affairs  between  the  United  States 
and  the  Cherokee  Indians  having  evinced  the  expe- 
diency of  a  treaty  with  that  nation,  for  the  promotion 
of  justice  to  them,  as  well  as  of  the  interests  and  con- 
venience of  our  citizens,  I  have  nominated,  and,  by 
and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  8enate,  ap- 
pointed Commissioner*  to  hold  conferences,  and  con- 
clude a  treaty,  as  early  as  the  season  of  the  year  and 
the  convenience  of  the  parties  will  admit 

As  we  know  very  well,  by  experience,  such  negotia- 
tions cannot  be  carried  on  without  considerable  ex- 
penses, I  recommend  to  your  consideration  the  pro* 
priety  of  making  an  appropriation,  at  this  time,  for 
defraying  such  as  may  be  necessary  for  holding  and 
concluding  a  treaty. 

That  you  may  form  your  judgments  with  greater  fa- 
cility, I  shall  direct  the  proper  officer  to  lay  before  you 
an  estimate  of  such  articles  and  expenses  as  may  be 
thought  indispensable. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uhitid  States,  January  17,  1798. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  moved  that  this  Message  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  see  the  propriety  of  this 
reference ;  he  thought  it  would  be  best  to  go  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  who  had  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  upon  the  petition  and  re- 
monstrance of  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  could  see  no  reason  why  a  differ* 
ent  course  should  be  observed  with  respect  to  this 
business,  than  was  observed  with  respect  to  any 
other  which  related  to  appropriations ;  and  the 
usual  way  was  to  refer  all  such  subjects  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  The  present, 
he  said,  was  mere  Executive  business.  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  United  States  had  communicated  to 
the  House  his  intention  of  holding  a  treaty,  and 
requested  an  appropriation.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
proper  subject  to  be  acted  upon  by  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means ;  and  when  it  was  so  referred, 
he  should  move  to  discharge  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  busi- 
ness which  related  to  this  treaty.  The  House  had 
already  spent  considerable  time  upon  it  to  no  pur- 

Eose,  merely  because  it  was  improper  for  them  to 
ave  entered  upon  it  at  all. 
Mr.  J.  Williams  believed  it  was  usual  for  all 
Messages  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  an 
the  state  of  the  Union.  He  wished  this  Message 
to  take  that  course,  and  when  the  promised  esti 
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mates  were  received,  they  could  be  referred  to  the 
same  committee.  * 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  approved  of  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  no  reference  was  neces- 
sary until  the  estimates  were  received. 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  understand  what  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  meant  by  sayiqg  that 
this  was  wholly  Executive  business.  He  did  not 
believe,  because  the  President  had  told  the  House 
that  he  was  about  to  hold  a  treaty,  that  the  money 
must  be  granted,  and  that  the  House  had  no  choice 
whether  they  would  appropriate  it  or  not.  From 
what  had  already  been  said  upon  the  subject,  he 
doubted  not  there  was  a  pretty  general  disposition 
to  grant  the  money ;  but  it  was  not  proper  that 
the  Message  should  be  sent  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  as  if  an  appropriation  was  a 
thing  of  course;  to  do  this,  would  be  to  act  at  the 
command  of  the  President  of  the  United  States; 
whereas  that  House  could  only  act  upon  the  full 
exercise  of  its  discretion.  He  therefore  moved 
that  the  Message  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  which  had  already  this  subject  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  Harper  was  of  opinion  with  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  to  a  certain  extent.  If  the  ex- 
pense to  be  appropriated  for  was  of  a  nature  that 
might  be  dispensed  with,  or  not,  it  might  be  proper 
to  send  the  Message  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  for  their  report  thereon  as  to  its  expe- 
diency ;  but  the  present  was  an  expense  that  could 
not  be  avoided,  and  he  did  not  see  what  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  could  do  upon  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  had  not  considered  this  subjeet  with 
his  usual  correctness.  That  gentleman  had  said 
that  the  Messige  before  them  ought  to  go  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  that  an  ap- 
propriation should  follow  as  a  thing  of  course.  It 
must  be  known  that  this  was  contrary  to  the  prac- 
tice of  that  House,  or  of  any  former  Legislature 
of  the  United  States.  On  the  contrary,  it  was 
usual,  first  to  anthorize  an  expense,  ana  in  the 
next  place  to  appropriate ;  and  in  no  case  had  the 
business  been  reversed.  If  the  Message  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
all  they  could  do.  would  be  to  bring  it  back  to  the 
House,  and  ask  for  an  authority  for  the  expense. 
He  believed  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had 
been  led  into  this  mistake  by  considering  the  Mes- 
sage announcing  the  intention  of  the  President  to 
hold  a  tieaty  as  a  treaty  made ;  and  had  that  been 
the  case,  according  to  that  gentleman's  known 
opinion,  he  wou]^  consider  the  House  as  bound  to 
make  the  necessary  appropriation ;  but  he  desired 
him  to  recollect  that  no  treaty  was  yet  made;  and, 
therefore,  that  that  doctrine  could  not  apply  in  the 
present  case.  The  Message  might,  indeed,  be 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  that  an  opinion 
might  be  reported  whether  the  expense  ought  to 
be  authorized;  but,  as  the  subject  had  already 
been  before  the  House,  and  there  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  mode  of  effecting  the  business. 
there  seemed  to  be  but  one  sentiment,  that  some- 


thing ought  to  be  done.  He  thought  it  best  to  refer 
the  Message  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
where  he  supposed  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  granting  of  a  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose 
in  view. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  did  not  know  that  it  was  a  matter 
of  much  importance  whether  the  Message  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  ;  but  he  was  not 
yet  convinced  thai  it  ought  not  to  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  in  preference  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper)  did  not  know  that 
there  was  anything  that  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  could  do  in  the  business.  He  thought 
there  were  many  facts  which  it  was  necessary  to 
inquire  into ;  such  as,  what  would  be  the  probable 
expense  of  the  Commissioners,  of  convening  the 
Indians,  &c. — matters  of  fact  which  might  be  rea- 
dily ascertained  by  that  committee,  but  which 
could  not  be  determined  in  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  That  this  was  the  ordinary  course  of 
doing  business  could  not  be  denied.  The  Presi- 
dent had  informed  the  House  he  was  about  to  hold 
a  treaty,  (whether  with  a  foreign  Power,  or  with 
the  Indians,  was  of  no  consequence,)  and  that 
certain  sums  of  money  would  be  necessary  ;  and 
he  believed  no  gentleman  could  point  out  an 
instance  where  this  had  been  done,  that  the  Mes- 
sage had  not  been  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means,  to  make  an  estimate  of  the 
expense  which  would  be  probably  incurred.  But 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  said  it  was 
first  necessary  to  pass  a  law  to  authorize  the  ex- 
pense ;  but,  it  he  could  prove  that  the  expense  was 
already  authorized,  that  gentleman  must  allow 
that  the  Message  ought  now  to  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  Was  it  a  fact,  Mr.  S. 
asked,  that  a  law  was  necessary  to  authorize  an 
expense  whi</h  the  Executive  saw  necessary  to 
incur  ?  He  said  not.  The  Constitution  had  au- 
thorized it ;  for  the  Constitution  had  given  to  the 
President  the  power  of  holding  treaties.  For  the 
Executive,  therefore,  to  appoint  Commissioners 
for  the  holding  of  a  treaty  was  a  sufficient  au- 
thority for  the  expense^  without  any  law.  Was 
there  a  single  treaty  which  had  been  held  between 
this  country  and  foreign  nations,  or  between  this 
country  and  Indian  tribes,  which  had  been  previ- 
ously authorized  by  law?  There  was  not:  the 
Constitution  had  placed  this  authority  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive, without  the  concurrence  of  that  House. 
To  suppose  the  contrary,  would  be  to  suspose  that 
the  President  had  been  acting  without  law  in  ap- 
pointing Commissioners  to  hold  a  treaty.  The 
truth  was,  however,  that  he  had  as  much  power 
to  do  what  he  had  done,  as  he  had  power  to  do 
anything,  and  that  that  House  had  nothing  to  do 
but  appropriate  the  money. 

Mr.  Rutledqe  did  not  believe  it  was  necessary 
or  proper  for  that  House  to  authorize  the  President 
to  hold  a  treaty ;  but  if  it  were  necessary  for  him 
to  hold  a  treaty,  the  concurrence  of  that  House 
was  necessary  to  enable  him  to  do  it,  as  it  could 
not  be  done  without  money.  It  was  requisite, 
therefore,  to  pass  a  bill,  not  to  authorize  the  Pre- 
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sident  to  hold  a  treaty,  but  to  enable  him  to  do  it. 
It  was  best,  therefore,  for  the  communication  first 
,to  go  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  after- 
wards (o  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  in 
order  for  them  to  say  where  the  money  could  be 
got.  There  was  something  in  this  case  which 
pointed  out  this  mode  as  peculiarly  proper,  as  there 
seemed  to  be  a  disposition  in  the  House,  if  the 
treaty  should  not  succeed  agreeably  to  the  wishes 
of  the  President,  to  afford  temporary  relief  to  the 
persons  now  suffering  from  being  driven  from 
their  land.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had 
said,  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
could  report  an  estimate  of  the  probable  expense 
which  would  be  incurred  in  holding  the  treaty ; 
but  if  he  attended  to  the  Message  of  the  President, 
he  would  find  that  this  estimate  was  to  be  laid 
before  the  House  by  the  proper  department,  so  that 
there  was  no  necessity  of  a  reference  to  any  com- 
mittee for  that  purpose. 

The  motion  for  a  reference  to  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  was  carried,  without  a  division. 

The  unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  relative 
to  the  Tennessee  claimants,  being  next  in  order, 

Mr.  W.  Claibohne  moved  that  it  be  postponed 
till  Monday  next.    Agreed  to. 

WILLIAM  ALEXANDER. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gregg,  the  House  went  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petititon  of  William 
Alexander,  surveyor  of  Army  lands.  After  read- 
ing a  number  of  papers  relative  to  the  subject,  the 
report,  which  went  to  authorize  the  Treasury  to 
settle  the  accounts  of  the  petitioner,  was  agreed  to, 
the  committee  rose,  the  House  concurred,  and  a 
bill  was  directed  to  be  brought  in  accordingly. 

GENERAL  K0SCIU8K0. 

Mr.  Pinckney,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  confer  with  the  Senate  on  the  disagreement 
between  the  two  Houses  on  the  bill  for  the  pay- 
ment of  interest  to  General  Kosciusko,  reported, 
that  finding  the  business  could  be  settled  in  a 
manner  equally  advantageous  to  the  General,  by 
agreeing  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate,  as  by 
the  mode  originally  proposed,  the  committee  re- 
commended it  to  the  House  to  recede  from  their 
disagreement  to  the  Senate's  amendment. 

The  recommendation  was  concurred  in  by  the 
House. 

The  House  then  took  up  and  agreed  to  the  Se- 
nate's amendment  to  the  bill  prescribing  the  mode 
of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of  contested  elections. 

CIVIL  APPROPRIATIONS  POR  1796. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee*  of  Ways  and  Means  for 
providing  for  the  expenses  of  the  civil  depart- 
ment for  the  year  1798,  and  the  blanks  being 
filled  (except  in  a  few  cases,  in  which  they  were 
left  in  blank)  according  to  the  estimate  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  the  committee  rose, 
the  House  concurred,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to 
be  reported  accordingly. 


REPRINTING  JOURNALS. 

Mr.  Sitorbaves  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  subject  which  he  thought  worthy 
of  notice.  Several  of  the  Journals  of  the  old  Con- 
gress, held  under  the  Confederation,  were  now 
out  of  print,  and  had  become  so  scarce  that  gen- 
tlemen elected  to  serve  in  Congress,  and  who  were 
entided  to  them,  were  not  able  to  obtain  them* 
These  volumes,  he  said,  contained  many  ordi- 
nances and  resolves  which  were  still  the  laws 
of  the  land,  and  copies  of  which  ought  to  be 
multiplied.  The  same  observations  would  apply 
to  many  reports  of  Heads  of  Departments  and  com- 
mittees, made  under  the  present  Government,  the 
only  copies  of  which  were  to  be  found  in  the 
Clerk's  office,  or  in  the  libraries  of  members  who 
had  been  careful  in  preserving  them.  He  thought 
it  of  importance,  therefore,  that  copies  of  these 
should  be  multiplied  and  preserved.  For  both 
these  purposes,  he  proposed  a  resolution  to  the 
following  effect,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  com- 
mittee of  three  appointed : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider and  report  upon  the  expediency  of  reprinting,  at 
the  public  expense,  such  volumes  of  the  Journals  of 
Congress,  under  the  old  Confederation,  and  such  re- 
ports of  the  Heads  of  Departments  and  committees 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  as  are  out  of  print,  or  are 
thought  to  be  necessary  to  the  due  understanding  of 
the  acts  of  Government" 

Mr.SiTOREAVEs  said,  it  was  of  equal  importance 
to  guard  against  this  evil  in  future.  This  might 
be  done  by  altering  the  present  mode  of  keeping 
the  Journals  of  the  House.  Every  member,  he 
said,  must  now  see  that  the  Journals  were,  in  a 
great  degree,  useless  records,  which  contained  no 
sort  of  valuable  information,  except  to  members, 
and  to  them  only  during  the  session  ;  but,  for  sub- 
stantial information,  they  were  absolutely  useless, 
and  not  worth  the  expense  of  printing.  He,  there- 
fore, moved  the  following,  which  was  agreed  to. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  same  committee  be  instructed 
to  consider  and  report  upon  the  expediency  of  altering 
the  form  of  keeping  the  Journals  of  this  House.'' 


n 


Mr.  S.  observed,  there  was  another  subject 
worthy  of  some  consideration,  which  was  in  some 
degree  connected  with  these.  It  was  this:  There 
were  two  Messages  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States  relative  to  the  ratification  of  the 
amendments  to  the  Constitution,  which  were  now 
become  a  part  of  the  Constitution,  upon  which  no 
order  had  been  taken.  It  was  proper  that  some 
notification  should  be  made  of  these  amendments 
having  become  the  law  of  the  land.  Which  was 
the  best  mode  of  doing  this,  he  did  not  know;  but, 
in  order  that  something  should  be  done  in  the  bu- 
siness, he  moved  that  they  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee  ;  which  was  agreed  to. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  said,  he  understood,  from  what 
he  had  seen  in  the  newspapers,  and  from  what  he 
had  heard  since  his  return,  that  considerable  im- 
patience had  been  shown  in  a  part  of  the  House, 
in  his  absence,  for  the  report  of  articles  of  im- 
peachment against  William  Blount    He  suppos- 


847 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


848 


H.  op  R.J 


Foreign  Intercourse. 


[January,  1796. 


ed  it  was  not  necessary  be  should  now  go  into  a 
statement  of  the  reasons  which  had  led  to  the  de- 
lay— though,  if  it  were  necessary,  he  doubted  not 
he  could  explain  the  subject  to  the  full  conviction 
of  every  member.  He  only  rose,  however,  to  say 
that,  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  days,  he  should 
make  the  report. 


Thursday,  January  18. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Secretary  of  War,  enclosing  an 
estimate  of  the  appropriations  necessary  for  hold- 
ing a  treaty  with  the  Cherokee  Indians,  which 
was  in  substance  as  follows : 
For  three  commissioners,  ninety  days,  at     # 

eight  dollars  per  day      ...  $2,160 
Incidental  expenses  or  do.  -  -        360 

Secretary,  at  four  dollars  per  day  -        360 

Rations  of  two  thousand  Indians  -  -   15,000 

Presents  to  the  Indians     -  5,000 

Stores  for  the  commissioners        -  -     2,000 

Incidental  expenses  ...     1.200 

25.880 


This  statement  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to  whom  was  referred  the  former 
Message  of  the  Presdent  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Tillinohast  called  up  his  resolution  re- 
specting a  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
whom  was  referred  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves.  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed on  the  subject  ot  W.  Blount's  conspiracy,  made 
a  supplementary  report,  containing  the  deposition 
of  Abraham  Holden,  of  New  York,  which  seemed 
to  imply  that  I.  P.  Ripley  (whose  evidence  rela- 
ted to  what  he  had  heard  Captain  Eaton  say)  had 
been  supplied  with  money  by  the  Spanish  Minis- 
ter, whilst  he  lived  in  New  York,  when  he  was 
in  needy  circumstances.  He  told  the  deponent 
that  he  had  received  two  hundred  dollars  from 
him,  and  was  to  have  more.  The  report  was  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

Mr.  Findley  presented  the  petition  of  Clement 
Biddle,  of  this  city,  in  behalf  of  sundry  Europeans, 
possessed  of  certificates  of  the  debt  of  the  United 
States,  which  were  barred  by  the  section  of  the 
act  making  provision  for  the  public  debt,  which 
he  prays  may  be  excepted  from  its  operation,  as 
the  persons  holding  the  claims  had  no  knowledge 
of  the  law.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  whom  was  referred  the  subject  of  con- 
sidering the  propriety  of  excepting  certain  claims 
from  the  operation  of  the  limitation  acts. 

PER80N8  IMPRISONED  FOR  DEBT. 

The  following  Message,  with  the  papers  to 
which  they  refer,  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .■ 

A  representation  has  been  made  to  me,  by  the  Judge 
of  the  Pennsylvania  district  of  the  United  States,  of 


certain  inconveniences  and  disagreeable  arcumstanoef, 
which  have  occurred  in  the  execution  of  the  law  pasted 
on  the  28th  day  of  May,  1786,  entitled  "  An  act  for  the 
relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,"  as  well  as  of  erf- 
tain  doubts  which  have  been  raised  concerning  its  con- 
struction ;  this  representation,  together  with  a  report  of 
the  Attorney  General  on  the  same  subject,  I  now  trans- 
mit to  Congress,  for  their  consideration,  that  if  any 
amendments  or  explanations  of  that  law  may  be  thought 
advisable,  they  may  be  adopted. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
United  States,  January  18, 1798. 

This  Message,  with  the  papers  accompanying 
it  was  referred  to  the  same  Committee  ol  the 
Whole  to  whom  was  referred  the  report  on  tht 
petition  of  William  Bell. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  resolrtd 
itself  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  pro- 
viding the  means  of  intercourse  between  the  Uni- 
ted States  and  foreign  nations,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair.    The  bill  was  read  as  follows 

Sac.  1.  Be  it  enacted,  fa.,  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorised  to 
draw  from  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  a  sum 

not  exceeding  $ annually,  to  be  paid  out  of  tht 

moneys  arising  from  the  duties  on  imports  and  tonnage, 
for  the  support  of  such  persons  as  he  shall  commisswn 
to  serve  the  United  States  in  foreign  parts,  and  for  the 
expense  incident  to  the  business  in  which  they  may  be 
employed :  Provided,  That,  exclusive  of  an  outfit,  which 
shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  amount  of  one  year's  fall 
salary  to  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  or  Charge  6m 
Aflaires,  to  whom  the  same  may  be  allowed,  the  Pres- 
dent shall  not  allow  to  any  Minister  a  greater  sum  this 

$ per  annum,  as  a  compensation  for  all  his  per* 

sonal  services  and  expenses ;  nor  a  greater  sum  for  the 
same  than  $4,500  per  annum  to  a  Charge^  des  Aflaires, 
nor  a  greater  sum  for  the  same  than  $1,360  per  annua 
to  the  Secretary  of  any  Minister. 

Sac.  2.  That  in  all  cases  where  any  sum  or  sums  of 
money  have  issued,  or  shall  hereafter  issue,  from  th< 
Treasury,  for  the  purposes  of  intercourse  or  treaty,  with 
foreign  nations,  in  pursuance  of  any  law,  the  President 
shall  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorised  to  cause  the  same 
to  be  duly  settled  annually  with  the  accounting  officers 
oi  the  Treasury,  in  manner  following,  that  is  to  say- 
by  causing  the  same  to  be  accounted  for,  specifically. 
in  all  instances,  wherein  the  expenditure  thereof  mat, 
in  his  judgment,  be  made  public,  and  by  making  a  cer- 
tificate or  certificates  of  the  amount  of  such  expendi- 
tures as  he  may  think  it  advisable  not  to  specify ;  and 
every  such  certificate  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient  Tou- 
cher for  the  sum  or  sums  therein  expressed  to  ha* 
been  expended. 

Sxc.  3.  That  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  inter* 
course  between  the  United  States  and  foreign  nation* 
during  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  nine- 
ty-eight, there  be  further  appropriated,  in  addition  u 

the  aforesaid  sum  of  $ j-,  and  out  of  any  monef 

in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  im- 
propriated, the  sum  of  $ . 

Sxc.  4.  That  the  act  passed  on  the  first  day  of  July, 
in  the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  nine? 
entitled  "  An  act  providing  the  means  of  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  foreign  nations,"  aid 
the  act  passed  on  the  ninth  day  of  February,  is  the 
year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-three,  «• 
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titled  "  An  act  to  continue  in  force  for  a  limited  time, 
ind  amend  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  providing  the 
ne&ns  of  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
breign  nations,' "  shall  be,  and  they  hereby  are,  re- 
pealed. 

8«c.  5.  That  this  act  shall  be  and  remain  in  force 
or  and  during  the  term  of  two  years,  and  from  thence 
mtil  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  thereafter, 
md  no  longer. 

Mr.  Nicholas  inquired  with  what  sums  the 
)lanb  in  the  bill  were  to  be  filled. 
Mr.  Harper  said  he  proposed  to  fill* the  first 
nth  $40,000,  and  the  last  with  $28,650. 
Mr.  Nicholas  conceived  this  to  be  a  good  time 
or  the  House  to  attempt  to  bring  back  the  estab- 
ishment  of  the  diplomatic  corps  to  the  footing  on 
rhich  it  was  settled  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Sorernment,  and  continued  down  till  the  year 
796;  and  to  prevent  in  future  the  probable  in- 
rease  which  he  apprehended  from  the  recent  ex- 
tnples,  he  thought  it  necessary  to  take  a  view  of 
lus  subject,  not  only  from  the  increase  of  expense, 
at  from  a  variety  of  other  considerations.  It  is 
ot  the  manner  in  which  a  Government  is  con- 
futed which  makes  its  operations  easy  and  cer- 
lin.  But  the  execution  of  the  powers  or  the  Gov- 
rnment  itself  is  more  to  be  considered  than  the 
ature  of  its  formation;  for  I  do  believe  there  is  a 
ndency  in  all  Governments  like  ours  to  produce 
anion  and  consolidation  of  all  its  parts  into  the 
Ixecutive  department;  and  that  the  limitation 
ad  connexion  of  the  parts  with  each  other,  as 
Jttled  in  the  Constitution,  would  be  destroyed 
f  the  influence  I  have  mentioned,  unless  there 
a  constant  operation  on  the  part  of  the  Legis- 
itnre  to  resist  this  overwhelming  power.  I  think 
re  hare  the  most  convincing  proofs  that  a  repre- 
ntative  Government  can  be  made  the  most  op- 
ressiveand  burdensome,  and  yet  preserve  all  the 
nus  which  are  given  to  it  by  a  Constitution; 
id  the  Legislature  shall  appear  to  act  upon  its 
ro  discretion,  whilst  that  discretion  shall  have 
ased  to  exist.  Where  the  Executive  has  an 
fluence  over  the  Legislature,  and  the  Govern- 
ent  is  a  representative  one.  the  Executive  is 
ipable  of  carrying  its  views  into  effect  in  a  man- 
ir  superior  to  what  can  be  accomplished  even 
the  most  despotic  monarchy ;  the  mischief  will 
'  carried  further  in  the  former  case  than  in  the 
tter.  because  the  people  will  be  more  inclined 
submit  to  the  decisions  of  a  Government  of  its 
n>  choosing  than  to  one  which  rules  them  by 
reditary  right;  monarchs  cannot  carry  their 
pressions  so  far,  without  resistance,  as  republics, 
ider  this  general  view  of  the  subject,  he  con- 
ked it  to  be  the  duty  of  a  Legislature  to  guard 
Qtioasly  its  own  independence,  and  to  limit,  as 
'  as  consistent  with  the  general  welfare,  the  in- 
ence  of  Executive  patronage.  With  respect  to 
r  own  Government,  although  he  did  not  insist 
it  the  evil  had  already  taken  place,  he  conceived 
to  be  a  duty  they  owed  to  themselves  and  their 
ustituents,  as  well  to  secure  liberty  as  to  per- 
flate the  Constitution  itself,  that  the  President, 
to  had  the  power  of  making  appointments. 
Mild  be  kept  from  extending  this  power  beyona 


what  the  nature  and  wants  of  the  Government 
absolutely  required ;  and  he  thought,  unless  better 
reasons  were  assigned  than  any  which  had  here- 
tofore been  offered,  that  the  Legislature  ought  to 
reduce  the  diplomatic  establishment  to  what  it 
had  heretofore  been.  This  arrangement,  besides 
having  the  beneficial  influence  he  had  mentioned, 
would  also  tend  to  retrench  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  now  become  an  article  of  considera- 
ble importance. 

He  would,  in  order  to  elucidate  his  argument, 
suppose  that  that  kind  of  Executive  patronage  he 
had  mentioned  had  now  extended  its  influence 
into  the  Legislature,  and  that  in  consequence  of  a 
thirst  for  office  majorities  were  formed  in  both 
branches  of  Congress  devoted  .to  the  views  of  the 
Executive,  by  which  the  Executive  could  hold 
on  with  the  Legislature  a  regular  and  concurrent 
course  to  effect  any  object  however  hostile  to  the 
public  good  that  the  President  might  think  pro- 
per to  pursue;  where,  he  asked,  would  be  the 
check?  in  what  branch  of  the  Government  would 
you  look  for  it?  Was  it  to  the  Senate  ?  The  ma- 
jority of  that  House  under  this  supposition  could 
effect  no  check.  Will  you  look  to  the  House. of 
Representatives?  The  majority  are  humble  ex- 
pectants of  offices ;  here  then,  also,  you  are  dis- 
appointed !  Where,  then,  will  you  find  anything 
capable  of  controlling  this  overbearing  influence? 
It  must  be  in  small  and  feeble  minorities,  who,  by 
their  opposition  and  attention  to  the  interests  of 
the  people  against  arbitrary  power,  may  rouse  the 
people  to  a  sense  of  their  danger,  and  force  the 
public  sentiment  to  be  respected;  this  he  con- 
ceived would  be  the  only  check.  But  this 
check,  he  believed,  could  only  with  great  difficulty 
and  inconvenience  be  brought  into  action.  It 
would  be  difficult,  because  the  people  would  be 
inclined  to  approve  the  proceeding  of  a  majority 
on  the  fundamental  principle  of  Republicanism ; 
because,  on  account  of  the  vast  extension  of  our 
country,  the  individuals  of  a  minority  could  not 
be  generally  known,  and  without  being  known, 
their  motives  for  opposition  could  not  be  justly 
appreciated ;  nor  without' being  known  could  they 
attract  the  attention  of  those  who  form  the  repre- 
sentation. 

It  appears,  also,  to  be  proper  to  guard  against 
Executive  patronage  on  account  of  the  small 
numbers  of  the  Representatives ;  if  the  offices 
are  increased  in  only  a  small  degree,  they  become 
so  many  additional  temptations,  and  the  chance 
of  an  appointment  increases  in  a  two-fold  ratio 
to  the  increase  of  the  number. 

He  conceived  that  this  extension  of  influence 
of  one  branch  of  the  Government  over  another 
was  strictly  guarded  by  the  Constitution,  which 
was  framed  on  the  principle  of  checks  and  ba- 
lances— of  departments  acting  and  controlling 
each  other :  but  he  was  sorry  to  see  the  idea  of 
patronage  drawn  into  a  closer  compass  than  it 
had  formerly  been,  as  it  increased  the  evil.  He 
was  sorry  for  it,  because  it  tended  to  manifest  a 
circumstance  which  had  been  sought  to  be  con- 
cealed. Every  insinuation  that  there  was  a  di- 
vision between  the  Government  and  the  people 
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had  been  repelled  as  an  insidious  and  malignant 
design ;  but  the  Administration,  by  acting  on  a 
new  principle,  which  he  was  too  well  assured  was 
the  tact,  had  established  the  idea  that  there  was 
a  division  between  it  and  a  considerable  portion 
of,  the  people.  The  evidence  of  this  fact  had 
been  long  shown,  and  he  feared  the  operation  of 
circumstances  of  this  nature  on  the  public  mind. 

He  said  he  had  clear  and  satisfactory  proof  that 
no  man  was  hereafter  to  be  admitted  into  the 
Administration,  or  other  departments  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, unless  he  was  willing  to  sacrifice  all  in- 
dependent political  opinions  and  bend  at  the 
shrine  of  Executive  wisdom.  He  believed  the 
Administration  did  not  hesitate  to  make  the  open 
avowal,  that  no  person  should  be  initiated  into 
the  mystery  of  their  affairs  unless  he  would  give 
a  test  of  his  belief  in  Executive  infallibility.  If 
this  was  the  case,  and  he  believed  it  was,  it  be- 
came another  cogent  reason  why  the  Legislature 
should  show  itself  attentive  to  limit  a  patronage 
which  was  to  be  exercised  in  this  way,  and  which 
cut  off  from  the  Administration  at  one  stroke  all 
those  who  did  not  join  in  their  confession  of  faith; 
but  this  reason  was  strengthened  when  we  draw 
into  our  view  the  appointments  that  have  been 
made  of  foreign  Ministers  taken  out  of  the  Legis- 
lative body  itself.  It  does  present  a  most  formi- 
dable aspect  to  the  liberties  of  this  country,  when 
we  see  the  most  lucrative  offices,  the  most  tempt- 
ing and  most  honorable — offices  with  the  great- 
est attraction — filled  by  draughts  from  the  Legisla- 
tive body,  and  there,  too,  of  one  particular  class, 
and  that  class  the  believers  of  the  new  doctrine, 
a  thing  entirely  unknown  to  the  principles  upon 
which  the  Constitution  is  formed;  he  repeated 
that  it  was  a  subject  of  alarm,  and  ought  to  ex- 
cite attention,  that  the  diplomatic  corps  was  filled 
by  draughts  from  Congress. 

He  gave  it  as  his  opinion  on  our  foreign  inter- 
course, that  the  United  States  would  be  benefited 
by  having  no  Ministers  at  all.  He  did  not  think 
that  we  could  be  benefited  by  any  sort  of  com- 
pact these  foreign  agents  could  form  for  us,  for 
we  only  bound  ourselves  by  any  treaty  we  en- 
tered into,  as  we  are  totally  incapable  of  enforcing* 
the  execution  of  the  stipulations  made  by  other 
nations  by  any  offensive  measures.  It  might  be 
thought  necessary  to  make  commercial  arrange- 
ments with  some  European  Powers ;  but,  he 
asked,  if  they  had  the  torce  to  make  a  foreign 
country  conform  to  its  engagements  ?  No  gentle- 
man would  say  that  they  had;  therefore  such 
regulations  only  tended  to  entangle  ourselves, 
without  rendering  commerce  any  efficient  aid. 
He  would,  therefore,  leave  our  commerce  to  seek 
its  own  markets  totally  disembarrassed.  All  the 
protection  we  could  furnish  it  with,  consisted  in 
officers  of  another  grade  than  those  mentioned  in 
this  bill:  Consuls' who  should  reside  in  the  sea- 
ports, and  not  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  residing 
in  the  interior. 

He  did  not  intend  by  the  motion  he  was  about 
to  make,  that  the  whole,  diplomatic  establishment 
should  be  destroyed  at  this  time,  but  merely  to 
reduce  it  to  what  it  had  been  before  the  late  in- 


crease. With  this  view  he  proposed  to  alter  the 
bill  so  as  to  direct  that  there  should  be  appro- 
priated $9,000  for  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary  it 
Loudon,  and  $9,000  more  for  another  near  the 
French  Republic,  and  that  the  President  be  left 
at  liberty  to  reduce  the  Ministers  Plenipotentiary 
at  Berlin,  Madrid,  and  Lisbon,  to  Ministers  resi- 
dent, which  would  diminish  their  salaries  one- 
half— -a  resident  Minister  being  of  a  lower  grade 
has  only  $4,500  per  annum.  He  then  went  into 
a  detail  of  the  proceedings  of  the  first  Congress, 
in  order^to  show  that  it  was  admitted  on  ail  sides 
by  that  body,  that  the  Constitution  vested  the 
power  of  specifying  and  limiting  the  salaries  of 
foreign  Ministers  and  Consuls;  he  read  the 
speeches  of  Mr.  Lawrence,  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr. 
W.  Smith  of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Sedgwick,  Mr. 
Huntington,  and  several  others,  from  the  Con- 
gressional Register,  by  which  it  appeared,  that 
there  was  but  one  opinion  on  their  powers  under 
the  Constitution;  and  showed  from  hence, that 
the  only  reason  why  the  House  did  not  undertake 
to  enumerate  and  fix  the  salaries  of  foreign  Minis- 
ters in  detail,  arose  merely  from  the  want  of  in- 
formation  as  to  the  places  where  they  should  be 
fixed,  and  the  sum  necessary  to  cover  their  ex- 
penses. As  his  construction  corresponded  with 
that  of  the  gentlemen  who  fixed  the  principles 
upon  which  the  Government  was  put  in  motion, 
he  was  encouraged  to  expect  his  motion  would 
succeed,  seeing  that  the  House  had  now  had  suffi- 
cient experience  to  enable  them  to  say  what  were 
the  regulations  proper  to  be  made. 

He  also  showed  that  he  was  supported  in  his 
construction  by  the  President  himself  in  his  late 
application  to  extend  the  appropriation  to  cover 
the  appointment  to  Berlin,  which  would  not  have 
been  requisite  had  the  House  not  possessed  a  dis- 
cretionary power  on  the  subject.  He  concluded 
by  professing  it  to  be  his  intention  to  let  theap- 

§ropriation  continue  to  the  Ministers  at  Berlin, 
pain,  and  Portugal,  until  they  bad  either  com* 
pleted  the  business  m  hand,  or  till  the  President 
had  given  them  notice  that  the  Legislature  did 
not  mean  to  support  them  in  the  manner  they  had 
heretofore  been  maintained.  He  deemed  it  pro- 
per to  curtail  the  expenses  of  this  department  as 
soon  as  possible,  but  not  sooner  than  convenient 
He  commented  upon  the  necessity  of  having  a 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  at  Berlin,  by  saying  we 
had  little  or  no  commercial  intercourse  with  that 
nation,  and  if  the  Executive  had  sent  one  there 
on  such  pretence,  it  would  perhaps  become  soon 
necessary  to  send  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  to  two 
or  three  other  northern  Courts,  though  we  hare 
but  a  very  inconsiderable  commerce  with  themi 
yet,  inconsiderable  as  it  was,  it  was  more  than  we 
had  with  Prussia.  If  the  House  were  to  retrench 
at  this  time  it  would  manifest  their  intention  to 
resist  any  further  demands,  and  put  an  end  to  a 
growing  evil. 

Mr.  Harper  supposed  it  would  be  remembered 
by  all  those  gentlemen  who  had  attended  to  the 
business  of  Congress  for  several  years  past  that 
the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was 
by  no  means  new.    The  subject  of  foreign  inter- 
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ourse  was  never  taken  up,  without  that  gentle- 
ian,  or  some  other  who  agreed  with  him  in  sen- 
iment,  advancing  these  opinions;  they  never 
tiled  to  speak  of  the  danger  to  be  apprehended 
rom  Executive  influence,  from  its  power  to  ap- 
oiut  foreign  Ministers;  .that  foreign  intercourse 
ras  unnecessary ;  that  our  public  affairs  abroad 
rere  not  to  be  attended  to,  and  that  commerce 
light  to  be  given  up,  or  left  to  shift  for  itself. 
for  was  this  a  doctrine  confined  to  this  country, 
r  this  age.  Whenever  a  set  of  gentlemen  in 
ny  country  found  their  views  opposed  by  the 
leisures  of  Government,  they  became  •vexed, 
od  attributed  the  proceedings  of  those  who  dif- 
sred  from  them  in  opinion  to  any  motive  rather 
lan  the  public  good.  The  desire  of  Executive 
tTor,  or  Executive  offices,  was  an  usual  charge, 
ad  it  was  at  this  day  well  understood.  It  would 
tso  be  remembered,  that  whenever  the  subject 
f foreign  intercourse  had  been  discussed,  though 
tese  objections  had  been  constantly  made  to  it, 
ley  bad  been  as  constantly  disregarded  by  the 
'pogress  of  the  United  States.  The  good  sense 
f  the  country  had  weighed  these  objections  in 
te  balance,  and  declared  them  wanting;  and  he 
rated  the  same  fate  would  now  meet  them  as 
eretofore. 

That  the  House  might  judge  more  accurately 
a  this  subject,  he  would  advert  to  the  course 
eretofore  taken.  But,  before  he  did  this,  he 
"ould  observe,  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman, 
•stead  of  bringing  the  business  back  to  the  state 
i  which  it  stood  in  the  year  1790,  would  be  a 
irect  innovation  upon  that  institution,  and,  ac- 
trdingto  his  doctrine,  the  best  way  of  correcting 
nnge  would  be  to  introduce  it;  for  the  present 
Uwas  a  copy  of  the  original  act,  which  had 
•en  acted  upon  from  the  year  1790  to  the  present 
me.  But,  instead  of  leaving  the  business  as 
aced  by  Congress  at  that  time,  the  gentleman 
om  Virginia  wished  it  changed.  Why  was  this 
'  be  done?  Because  it  was  found  that  the 
resident,  after  seven  years9  experience,  had  found 
)  necessity  of  making  any  difference  in  the 
lowance  to  Ministers  at  different  Courts,  and 
erefore  the  House  ought  to  make  the  change. 
his  was  reasoning  from  effects  to  causes  with  a 
(loess  to  it.  No  contradiction  was  more  palpa- 
e.  But  it  was  said,  there  was  danger  from  the 
ttcutiire  influence-— danger  of  legislators  being 
ibed  by  the  hopes  or  promises  of  foreign  ap- 
intments. 

These  objections  had  been  ur^ed  on  former  oc- 
sions.  When  the  appropriation  was  made  for 
Minister  to  Berlin,,  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
aia  then  made  a  stand,  as  he  terms  it.  He 
en  told  the  House  the  appointment  was  uneces- 
7;  but,  notwithstanding,  the  money  was  appro- 
iated. 

The  House  was  not  afraid  of  Executive  influ- 
ce.  If  this  appointment  had  been  improper, 
it  was  the  proper  time  to  have  prevented  the 
tension  of  our  foreign  intercourse;  but,  after  a 
1  discussion,  the  extension  was  deemed  proper, 
hat  versatility — what  foolishness — what  child- 
'  capriciousness,  would  it  appear,  if,  in  a  few 


months  after  the  solemn  sanction  of  the  House 
was  given  to  it,  it  was  to  be  withdrawn,  and  that 
without  any  additional  light  on  the  subject.  He 
trusted  that  the  House  would  not  be  induced, 
from  the  unfounded  suspicions  of  any  gentleman, 
thus  to  act. 

In  aid  of  the  $40,000  per  annum,  originally 
granted  for  this  purpose,  Mr.  H.  said,  various  sup- 
plementary appropriations  had  been  made.  First, 
a  sum  of  $20,000,  then  a  sum  of  $23,000,  and,  in 
March  last,  17,000,  and,  in  addition  to  this,  $14,- 
000  for  a  particular  appointment.  The  House 
had,  therefore,  not  only  deemed  it  expedient  to 
continue  the  original  act,  but  to  make  additional 
appropriations  from  year  to  year.  He  thought 
the  good  sense  of  the  country  had  never  been 
more  firmly  shown  than  on  this  subject.  But 
now  a  new  course  was  to  be  taken,  and  all  for- 
mer proceedings  declared  to  have  been  wrong. 
But  it  was  said  this  country  had  no  need  of  for- 
eign Ministers,  and  that  commerce  might  be  left 
to  itself.  He  did  not  believe  the  House  would 
think  so.  Did  not  the  United  States  trade  with 
all  the  nations  of  the  earth  ?  How,  then,  were  it 
possible  to  do  without  accredited  agents  to  attend 
to  our  concerns  in  foreign  countries?  Were  we 
to  give  up  our  commerce  ?  There  were  gentle- 
men, he  Knew,  who  would  answer,  Yes.  They 
would  tell  the  House,  commerce  was  a  bad  thing, 
and  that  it  rather  ought  to  be  outlawed,  than  pro- 
tected. But  was  this  the  sense  of  the  country? 
Was  it  the  sense  of  that  House?  Would  they  dis- 
card the  property  of  that  class  of  citizens  who  de- 
pended upon  it,  for  their  support  and  their  wealth? 
Or  would  they  be  ready  to  forfeit  the  revenue 
arising  from  it?  Mr.  H.  said  he  had  often  heard 
of  the  dangerous  nature  of  foreign  intercourse; 
but  it  was  the  discovery  of  a  few  men  who  be- 
lieved that  everything  which  had  been  done  by 
this  Government  had  been  radically  wrong.  He 
trusted,  however,  the  House  would  adhere  to  what 
it  had  so  frequently  sanctioned,  and  that  the  pro- 
posed amendment  would  not  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Allen  said,  that  by  the  bill  before  the 
committee  they  were  brought  to  consider  what 
provision  should  be  made  for  the  Ministers  of  the 
United  States  abroad.  He  wished  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  had  produced  facts  to  the 
committee  which,  by  being  considered,  might 
have  been  acted  upon ;  and  when  he  had  proposed 
to  have  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  at  two  Courts 
only,  it  would  have  been  well  if  he  had  shown 
why  there  should  be  Ministers  of  that  description 
there,  and  not  at  other  Courts;  or  why  we  should 
have  any  Ministers  abroad  at  all;  but  after  lis- 
tening to  him  with  attention,  he  had  been  able  to 
hear  nothing  from  him  but  general  declamation. 
What  he  intended  for  arguments,  he  thought 
illy  applied  to  a  Government  like  this.  He  had 
strongly  warned  the  House  against  Executive 
patronage.  He  spoke  of  the  different  depart- 
ments of  Government  as  distinct  bodies,  having 
different  interests;  as  if  the  Executive  was  form- 
ing a  patronage  against  which  it  was  important 
for  that  House  to  guard.  He  thought  language 
of  this  kind  very  improper.    He  believed  it  might 
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have  a  bad  effect  out  of  doors,  when  the  people 
heard  of  the  Executive  being  thus  charged,  in- 
stead of  making  these  charges,  he  wished  the 
gentleman  had  said,  "  Come  now,  and  let  us  rea- 
son together."  This  would  have  been  preferable 
to  calling  of  hard  names,  to  speaking  of  tbe  lust 
of  dominion  and  of  patronage ;  as  if  one  branch 
of  the  Govern  meat  was  in  danger  of  being  swal- 
lowed up  by  the  other.  The  gentleman  had 
declared  that  republican  Governments  might 
become  more  burdensome  and  corrupt  than  any 
other,  as  if  the  people  of  the  United  States  were 
to  be  informed  that  this  Government  was  pro- 
gressing towards  that  point — towards  a  point 
which  would  bear  it  down  !  This  language  struck 
him  the  more,  as  he  doubted  not  it  would  be  faith- 
fully reported.  A  combination  of  all  the  branches 
of  Government  was  spoken  of,  against  which 
there  was  no  security  but  in  feeble  minorities. 
Did  the  gentleman  mean  to  insinuate  that  majori- 
ties in  republican  Governments  were  not  to  be 
trusted,  but  that  all  virtue  was  in  minorities — tbe 
enlightened  few,  who  were  to  be  the  guides  of 
the  people  ? 

Mr.  A.  said,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
told  the  House  that  Executive  patronage  was  ex- 
clusively confined  to  those  who  came  up  to  the 
standard  of  Executive  infallibility.  This  asser- 
tion was  to  spread  over  the  United  States  as  a 
fact.  But  were  any  proofs  offered  to  support  these 
charges  1  No.  Yet  these  charges  would  go  out 
to  the  world,  and  would  tend  to  weaken  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  in  the  Government,  and  they 
would  of  course  conclude,  that  such  a  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  be  supported,  but  demolished. 
Was  there  any  peculiar  propriety,  he  asked,  in  in- 
troducing language  of  this  kind  at  this  juncture, 
when  they  were  every  moment  in  expectation  of 
hearing  news  that  might  be  very  disagreeable,  and 
require  a  union  of  every  citizen  in  the  country  ? 
Was  this  a  time  to  say  that  Government  was  not 
to  be  trusted  ?  He  could  have  wished,  instead  of 
making  these  charges,  the  gentleman  nad  reason- 
ed upon  the  subject,  that  such  measures  might 
have  been  taken  as  true  wisdom  and  love  of  coun- 
try should  have  dictated.  But  when  gentlemen 
spoke  of  Government  departing  from  the  princi- 
ples upon  which  it  was  instituted,  who  that  be- 
lieved this,  would  respect  it  ?  But  he  had  himself 
even  heard  native  Americans  who  had  not  been 
poisoned  by  any  foreign  influence  whatever,  de- 
clare that  such  a  Government  as  ours  could  not 
stand,  that  it  must  be  overthrown.  He  believed 
that  these  opinions  were  produced  by  such  decla- 
rations as  those  that  they  had  heard  to-day,  and 
such  as  if"  this  law  be  passed,  it  will  not  be  carried 
into  effect  by  the  courts  of  the  States,"  which  was 
language  used  on  a  former  occasion. 

Mr.  A.  concluded  by  saying,  the  committee  were 
told  that  our  foreign  intercourse  ought  not  to  be 
continued.  He  confessed  that  this  country  had 
reason  to  wish  that  foreign  intercourse,  so  far  as 
it  related  to  importing  intriguing  foreigners,  had 
lonff  ago  ceased.  He  believed  there  were  persons 
within  that  House  who  thought  the  Government 
ought  to  be  overset,  and  that  it  could  not  and 


ought  not  to  be  supported,  and  who  believed  thai 
the  most  effectual  way  of  destroying  it  was  to 
destroy  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  indi- 
viduals who  administer  it.  He  wished  the  Hora 
to  assume  the  true  American  character. 

Mr.  Nicholas  assured  the  gentleman  just  sat 
down,  that  he  might  say  what  he  pleased  of  him, 
he  was  at  liberty  to  proclaim  him  in  what  charac- 
ter it  pleased ;  it  would  not  affect  him  in  the  least 
With  respect  to  the  charge  he  brought  against 
him  for  insinuating,  without  authority,  that  a 
preference  was  given  by  the  Executive  to  person 
professing  certain  opinions,  he  did  not  make  (he 
charge  without  authority.  It  was  the  avowed 
declaration  of  men  who  considered  themselres  as 

fuides  of  the  President,  that  this  was  the  case, 
[e  acknowledged  it  was  to  be  lamented  that,  at  a 
time  when  it  might  be  necessary  to  join  in  a  com- 
mon cause,  that  such  sentiments  should  be  declar- 
ed ;  but  if  gentlemen  will  divide  the  country  into 
parties,  it  was  a  business  of  their  own  and  not  his. 
What  he  said  was  true. 

Mr.  Gallatin  believed  that  there  was  a  num- 
ber of  people  in  the  United  States — people  other* 
wise  enlightened,  and  who,  upon  all  common  sub- 
jects, possessed  sound  understandings — who  wei* 
fully  convinced  that  there  was  a  faction  existing 
within  the  United  States,  and  even  within  the 
walls  of  that  House,  who  wished  to  demolish  th* 
Government ;  and  ne  further  believed  that  tta 
opinion  was  supported  by  such  declarations  aa 
had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut. He  should  be  sorry  that  such  a  belief  shod! 
be  considered  as  dangerous  to  the  safety  of  un 
community.  Nor  could  he  consider  the  deterni 
nation  of  tne  Executive  to  employ  only  such  per- 
sons as  are  of  the  same  political  opinions  win 
themselves,  as  of  such  a  nature  as  to  produce  fata1 
consequences,  and  that  Government,  on  that  ac- 
count, was  unworthy  of  confidence.  He  believe! 
that  such  a  line  of  conduct  must  flow  from  ua 
present  state  of  parties  in  America,  divided  as  ikf 
people  were  upon  many  important  occasions.  T< 
say,  therefore,  that  the  Executive  employed  pex 
sons  of  consonant  political  opinions  to  its  owi 
was  not  to  say  the  Government  did  not  desent 
confidence.  But  if  the  committee  turned  thei 
attention  to  the  amendment  proposed,  it  o&H 
went  to  declare  that  Ministers  to  London  a* 
Paris  should  not  have  a  salary  of  more  thai 
$9,000  a  year;  and  that  Ministers  to  other  pare 
of  Europe  should  not  have  more  than  $4,500.  h 
support  of  this  amendment  it  was  said  that  tb 
was  the  ground  upon  which  this  Government  firf 
fixed  the  business  of  foreign  intercourse.  He  be 
lieved  this  statement  correct.  Until  the  yea 
1796,  there  was  no  Minister  Plenipotentiary  « 
cept  at  Paris  and  London  ;  at  other  places  tbtfl 
were  no  higher  grades  than  Ministers  Resi<iesd 
Hence  the  committee  might  be  led  to  argue  oj 
I  propriety  of  bringing  back  our  foreign  poii:ti 
intercourse  to  what  it  was  before  that  period  B 
|  said  foreign  political  intercourse ;  because  h 
|  thought  the  (gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mi 
I  Habper)  had  blended  two  subjects  together,  *a 
I  foreign  commercial  intercourse .  and  foreign  pot 
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ical  intercourse.  He  did  not  believe  it  was  the 
pinion  of  any  gentleman  in  that  House  that  com- 
merce ought  to  be  left  to  shift  for  itself,  unattend- 
d  to.  He  believed  it  was  well  understood  that 
or  commerce  in  foreign  countries  was  attended 
)by  our  Consuls,  and  not  by  our  Ministers  Pleni- 
otentiary ;  and  Consuls  would  exist,  if  we  had 
o  Ministers  at  all.  Therefore,  all  that  gentle- 
tan's  arguments,  which  tended  to  show  that  the 
mendment  would  affect  our  commercial  inter- 
ourse,  had  no  foundation  whatever. 
Returning  to  the  question  of  foreign  political 
itercourse :  Was  it  proper  to  bring  it  back  to 
hat  it  was  eighteen  months  ago  1  And,  before 
i  proceeded  further,  he  would  observe  that, 
tough  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
jen  tolerably  correct  in  his  statement  of  the  bu- 
ses;, he  was  mistaken  in'  one  point,  in  which  he 
•ould  set  him  right.  He  had  stated  that  the  first 
iditional  appropriation  was  $20,000;  but  this 
im  was  not  appropriated  for  foreign  intercourse, 
it  for  defraying  the  expense  of  the  suits  of  our 
erchants  in  London.  On  the  first  of  January, 
r96,  there  remained  a  balance  of  unexpended  ap- 
ropriation  for  this  object,  of  $30,000.  To  that 
ly  no  extraordinary  appropriation  had  been 
ftde ;  the  whole  allowance  was  $40,000  a  year, 
hich  was  found  to  be  more  than  sufficient.  On 
ie  2Stn  of  May,  1796,  an  estimate  was  sent  by 

*  President  of  the  united  States,  stating  the 
tms  already  appropriated  for  foreign  intercourse, 
id  that  $23,500  were  yet  wanting,  in  order  to 
tange  the  establishment,  which  had  till  that  day 
fisted,  by  sending  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  to 
adridand  Lisbon,  instead  of  Ministers  Resident. 
his  estimate,  he  just  stated,  was  received  on  the 
|th  of  May,  and  the  law  received  the  signature 
the  President  on  the  first  of  June,  so  that  it 
uld  not  have  received  a  very  full  discussion 
eiog  passed  just  as  the  session  was  about  to 
tee)  and  he  thought  there  was  good  reason  for 
amining  the  thing  again.  The  next  appropria- 
m  was  made  in  the  second  session  of  the  fourth 
rogress.  In  that  session,  he  allowed,  the  addi- 
>oal  appropriation  was  passed  after  full  discus- 
>Q.  It  was  made  upon  an  estimate  stating 
7.900  wanted ;  and,  during  last  session,  an  ap- 
opriation  was  made  for  a  Minister  to  Berlin,  of 
3,500. 

The  committee  had  been  told  that  it  would 
bee  great  versatility  if  they  were  all  at  once  to 
m?e  what  had  already  been  done.  But  it  must 
recollected,  that  when  the  chance  in  the  sys- 
n  was  first  made,  it  underwent  little  discussion  ; 
d  he  would  venture  to  say,  that  our  business 
road  was  as  well  done  from  the  year  1786  to 
ft;  as  it  had  been  done  since.  As  the  question 
is  whether  a  larger  or  a  smaller  sum  of  money 
mid  be  appropriated,  he  would  call  upon  gen- 
men  in  favor  of  the  larger  sum,  to  show  what 
lefit  was  derived  from  Madrid  and  Lisbon  by 
!  change ;  what  necessity  there  was  for  a  Min- 

*  at  Berlin,  and  what  good  was  to  be  derived 
m  giving  a  larger  salary  than  $4,500.  The 
itlemaa  from  Connecticut  had  said,  why  send 
linister  Plenipotentiary  to  London  or  Paris,  any 


more  than  the  other  Courts  1  This  was  done  at 
first,  and  the  mover,  he  supposed,  wished  not  to 
innovate  upon  the  law  as  originally  passed. 

But  they  were  told  it  was  improper,  upon  this 
floor,  to  say  anything  about  patronage,  and  that 

all  arguments,  °^  tnat  K*n<*  are  we^  understood, 
and  are  by  no  means  novel  in  their  nature ;  that 
such  complaints  are'  made  under  all  forms  of  Gov- 
ernment by  discontented  people  out  of  office.  To 
say  that  these  complaints  are  well  understood,  was 
the  same  as  to  say  that  the  ground  upon  which 
they  complained  was  also  well  understood :  it  was 
to  acknowledge,  that  persons  who  were  in  the 
favor  of  the  Executive  had  some  advantages  which 
persons  in  the  other  party  desired  or  envied.  To 
admit  of  one  position,  was  to  admit  of  the  other. 
But,  if  no  particular  advantage  was  to  be  derived 
from  Governmental  patronage,  then  the  cause  of 
jealousy,  according  to  this  doctrine,  must  cease. 

But  it  was  said,  it  would  be  weak  and  foolish 
to  change  what  had  been  already  established  in 
respect  to  foreign  Ministers.  But  had  nothing, 
he  asked,  taken  place  since  the  House  sanctioned 
the  principle,  which  had  a  tendency  to  bring  the 
effects  which  might  be  produced  by  patronage  to 
a  closer  view?  Had  gentlemen  forgotten  that  a 
member,  the  most  active  upon  that  floor,  espe- 
cially in  all  financial  business,  came  (if  not  with 
a  commission  in  his  pocket,  at  least  with  the  full 

Erospect  of  it)  to  support  the  estimate  out  of  which 
is  salary  and  outfit  were  to  be  paid  ?  He  would 
ask,  when  such  a  fact  was  seen  to  take  place,  whe- 
ther it  might  not  be  believed  that  such  an  influ- 
ence as  had  been  spoken  of  might  not  exist?  Mr. 
G.  wished  it  not  to  be  supposed  that  he.  meant  to 
make  a  personal  attack  upon  any  one ;  he  only 
meant  to  infer  that  persons  in  such  a  situation 
were  liable  to  be  improperly  influenced.  He  would 
not  pretend  to  say  that  the  evil  was  of  great  mag- 
nitude ;  he  believed  not.  He  believed,  upon  the 
whole,  our  Government  was  in  a  great  degree 
pure.  Patronage  was  not  very  extensive,  nor  had 
it  any  material  effect  upon  the  Legislature,  or  any 
other  part  of  the  Government;  yet,  he  should 
suppose  our  Government  to  be  liable  to  abuse  in 
this  way,  By  the  nature  of  the  Government,  the 
different  powers  were  divided.  The  power  of  giv- 
ing offices  was  placed  in  the  Executive — an  influ- 
ence which  neither  of  the  other  branches  possessed ; 
and  if  too  large  grants  of  money  were  made,  it 
might  give  to  that  power  an  improper  weight. 

Our  Government,  he  said,  was  in  its  childhood ; 
and  if  this  patronage  had  any  existence,  it  could 
not  of  course  be  as  yet  alarming.  But  he  desired 
gentlemen  to  look  at  all  Governments  where  this 
power  was  nlaced  in  the  Executive,  and  see  if  the 
greatest  evil  of  the  Government  was  not  the  ex- 
cessive influence  of  that  department.  Did  not  this 
corruption  exist  in  the  Government  which  was 
constituted  most  similarly  to  ours,  to  such  a  degree 
as  to  have  become  a  part  of  the  system  itself,  and 
without  which,  it  is  said,  the  Government  could 
not  go  on  ?  Was  it  not,  therefore,  prudent  to  keep 
a  watchful  eye  in  this  respect  ?  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, speak  against  the  power  itself;  it  was  neces- 
sary to  be  placed  somewhere.    The  Constitution 
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had  placed  it  in  the  Executive.  If  the  same  power 
had  been  placed  in  the  Legislature,  he  believed 
they  would  have  been  more  corrupt  than  the  Ex- 
ecutive. He  thought,  therefore,  the  trust  was 
wisely  placed  in  the  Executive;  and  though  it 
was  right  to  keep  grants  of  money  within  proper 
bounds,  in  order  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  power, 
yet  it  was  proper  to  grant  all  that  was  necessary. 

Mr.  G.  concluded,  by  saying,  that  if  he  thought 
it  was  proper  that  our  political  intercourse  should 
be  extended,  he  should  not  support  the  amend- 
ment ;  but  as  the  conviction  was  strong  upon  his 
mind  that  our  foreign  political  intercourse  had  at 
least  been  as  expensive  as  it  ought  to  be ;  that  it 
was  owing,  in  a  great  degree,  to  our  political  inter- 
course with  foreign  nations,  that  our  present  crit- 
ical situation  was  produced;  that  this  intercourse 
produced  more  evil  than  good  to  us;  that  he  wished 
to  bring  the  business  back  to  the  state  in  which  it 
stood  in  1796.  If  the  wisdom  of  future  Legisla- 
tures shall  think  proper  to  abolish  the  establish- 
ment of  foreign  political  intercourse  altogether,  it 
must  be  left  to  them  to  decide.  He  himself  thought 
it  would  be  going  too  far  to  do  so  at  present.  He 
believed,  situated  as  we  were,  it  was  necessary  to 
have  some  political  intercourse ;  but  he  believed  it 
would  be  best,  by  degrees,  to  decline  it  altogether. 
In  answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
with  respect  to  majorities  being  always  right,  he 
said  he  himself  was  sometimes  in  a  majority,  and 
sometimes  in  a  minority ;  and  at  the  time  he  was 
speaking,  he  did  not  know  in  which  he  might  be ; 
but  it  might  be,  though  he  were  in  a  minority, 
and  must  of  course  be  bound  by  the  majority,  that 
he  might  be  convinced  that  his  opinion  had  been 
correct. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said  it  was  much  to  be  regret- 
ted, that  when  gentlemen  thought  it  necessary  to 
introduce  their  opinions  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  they  should  suppose  themselves  justi- 
fied in  taking  a  latitude  remotely  and  unnecessa- 
rily connected  with  the  subject  under  considera- 
tion. These  sort  of  remarks  could  not  be  permitted 
to  go  without  reply;  and,  in  consequence,  the 
debates  of  the  Legislature  appeared  as  if  they  were 
intended  more  to  influence  the  public  mind  than 
the  minds  of  gentlemen  in  that  House  on  the  de- 
cision of  the  question  before  them.  He  did  not 
think  the  observations  without  their  application 
on  the  present  occasion.  If  the  gentleman  who 
made  the  motion  before  the  committee  had  con- 
fined himself  to  the  proposition  of  the  propriety 
of  appointing  Ministers  Plenpotentiary  to  certain 
Courts,  it  would  have  been  decided  by  this  time ; 
but  he  nad  thought  proper  to  go  into  a  declamation 
on  the  fatal  effects  of  Executive  patronage,  and 
of  the  particular  uses  made  of  it  in  this  Govern- 
ment. He  asked  if  any  gentleman  could  dispas- 
sionately say  that  this  had  any  connexion  with 
the  subject  before  the  committee.  If  the  gentle- 
man's observations  were  taken  in  their  broadest 
extent,  they  went  to  say  that  the  patronage  of  the 
Executive  was  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the 

Seople  of  this  country ;  they  went  to  defeat  and 
ishonor  a  power  created  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  country.    If  the  gentleman  meant  anything, 


therefore,  (and  he  supposed  he  had  some  meaning 
in  what  be  said,)  he  could  mean  no  more  than 
this,  that  it  was  improper  in  the  Executire  u 
appoint  improper  persons  to  public  offices  in  the 
Government.     This  proposition  was  self-e?ideoL 
and  there  could  be  no  disagreement  upon  it  and 
no  general    observations  on  the  ruinous  effect 
of  patronage  were  necessary.    No  man  was  dis- 
posed to  say,  that  if  the  Executive  power  were 
unlimited,  it  might  not  be  abused,  and  all  knew 
that  it  was  wrong  to  appoint  improper  persons  to 
public  Offices ;  but  the  true  application  of  the  ar- 
gument used  on  this  occasion  appeared  to  be,  that 
the  appointments  made  by  the  Executive  were 
made  with  the  single  view  of  increasing  Executive 
influence,  and  that,  consequently,  the  motive  of 
the  Executive  were  impure.    This  position  had 
not,  most  assuredly,  been  supported  by  the  intro- 
duction of  any  fact ;  but  the  declamation  was  as 
broad,  and  as  little  specific,  as  the  charge  itself. 
It  had  also  been  observed,  that  it  had  become  an 
avowed  principle  in  the  Government  to  exclude 
from  public  offices  all  those  who  were  of  a  differ- 
ent opinion  from  the  Executive.     He  knew  not 
upon  what  foundation  this  assertion  was  made, 
and  it  was  very  immaterial,  whether  true  or  not 
For  himself,  he  had  no  objection  to  declare  it  to 
be  his  opinion,  that  wherever  the  administrators  of 
the  Government  had  deviated  from  a  rule  of  tha 
kind,  they  had  done  so  to  their  sorrow  and  to  their 
loss ;  and  the  experience  of  Government  in  this 
respect  had  produced  a  sad  and  awful  lesson,  which 
would  doubtless  have  its  effect  in  future. 

But,  was  it  for  that  House  to  inquire  into  these 
things?  He  believed  not.  The  Constitution asJ 
laws  of  the  country  had  made  certain  offices  ne- 
cessary, and  left  it  to  the  Executive  to  fill  them  a 
he  pleased  ;  and  was  it  for  that  House  to  attempt 
to  control  this  discretion  ?  If  it  were  executed  to 
the  injury  of  the  people,  the  Constitution  had 
pointed  out  the  remedy  to  be  by  impeach meoi 
cut  where  was  the  crime,  the  offence,  or  the  im- 
propriety, of  the  conduct  ascribed  to  the  Execu- 
tive, if  it  had  been  adopted?  Would  gentlemen 
say  that  the  Executive  ought  to  appoint  persons 
to  office  who  professed  an  opinion  contrary  to  its 
own?  Did  gentlemen  suppose  that  there  was 
such  a  want  of  integrity  in  this  department  d 
Government,  that  it  adopted  a  political  opinioa 
which  it  did  not  believe  to  be  ngtit?  And,  if  u 
were  believed  to  act  from  principle,  would  it  be 
prudent  or  right  to  admit  to  a  participation  in  the 
execution  of  the  important  duties  of  Governrneat 
persons  whose  sentiments  were  not  in  unisffl 
with  those  of  the  Executive,  and  who  could  only 
create  discord  and  confusion,  where  nothing  hut 
harmony  and  union  ought  to  prevail?  If  the 
Executive  acted  upon  just  principles,  it  would  en- 
deavor to  give  singleness  of  design  to  its  opera- 
tions, and  it  cuuld  only  do  this  by  admitting  per- 
sons into  the  Government  who  thought  witii- 
Tbis  would  be  a  right,  prudent,  and  honorable 
conduct ;  and  where  it  had  been  deflated  i'rom 
(as  he  had  before  observed)  Government  had  re- 
ceived An  awful  lesson  for  its  future  conduct. 

But  why  deviate  into  this  wide  field  of  spec* 
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lation?  The  single  question  before  the  commit- 
tee was,  whether  an  appropriation  should  be  made 
in  support  of  our  present  diplomatic  establish- 
ment. In  arguing  on  this  question,  gentlemen  set 
rat  with  saying  that  at  the  origin  of  this  Govern- 
ment acertain  diplomatic  establishment  wasneces- 
tary.and  that  there  bad  been  no  occasion  to  change 
t;  and,  if  it  had  been  changed,  it  was  now  the 
time  to  correct  it ;  and  they  called  upon  gentle- 
nen  to  show  what  necessity  there  had  been  for  the 
change.  To  that  call  it  was  sufficient  to  answer, 
tnd  it  was  an  answer  which  must  be  given,  that 
hey  did  not  know.  They  had  no  means  of  know- 
ng;  the  Constitution  had  not  placed  those  means 
a  their  hands.  For  whatever  control  that  House 
night  assume  to  itself  over  the  Eiecutive,  it 
Host  be  admitted  that  a  right  judgment  on  this 
(abject  could  not  be  formed  by  them,  as  the  infor- 
natioD  necessary  to  this  judgment  was  not  upon 
lie  files  of  that  House.  All  the  diplomatic  agents 
lorresponded  with  the  Executive  alone,  and  that 
ftaoch  of  Government  only  could  form  a  correct 
odgment  upon  diplomatic  agencies.  Suppose 
her  were,  in  their  turn,  to  ask  gentlemen  why 
tas  not  the  present  establishment  necessary? 
tfere  they  prepared  to  give  a  well-grounded  opin- 
oo  cm  the  subject  ?  He  believed  they  could  not. 
fod  the  burden  of  proof  lay  upon  them,  because 
hey  were  endeavoring  to  destroy  an  existing  es- 
iblishment  without  knowing  the  reasons  which 
lad  induced  the  change. 

It  had  been  said  by  his  colleague  that  the  power 
jf  appointing  officers  vested  in  the  Executive  was 
table  to  abuse,  and  he  bad  referred  to  the  late  an- 
ointment of  the  gentleman  from  South'Carolina, 
rhilst  a  member  of  that  House,  as  a  proof  it.  Mr. 
|.  asked  if  there  was  anything  in  the  Constitu- 
ion  which  forbade  the  President  from  appointing 
nembers  of  the  Legislature  to  Executive  offices? 
nd,  on  the  contrary,  if  it  had  not  been  the  con- 
tan  t  practice  to  do  so  ?  If  the  Constitutionality 
'  the  practice  could  not  be  called  in  question,  the 
bose  of  its  execution  could  only  be  blamed.  In 
he  particular  instance  alluded  to,  his  colleague 
ad  not  supposed  the  Executive  had  been  actuated 
y  any  improper  motives  in  the  appointment,  but 
olf  that  the  fact  showed  the  power  was  liable 
>  be  abased.  Unquestionably  this  and  every  other 
j>wer  might  be  abused,  but  if  the  power  was 
Witutionally  used,  it  could  not  be  found  fault 
[ith  except  it  were  abused.  Where  could  the 
•xecutive  look  for  fit  persons  to  fill  diplomatic 
fices,  if  he  were  not  to  choose  them  from  the 
gislators,  whose  situation  evinced  that  they 
assessed  the  confidence  of  their  constituents,  and 
(which  they  had  had  an  opportunity  of  showing 

atthey  possessed  abilities  forsucban  appointment, 
tch  as  would  do  honor  to  themselves,  and  such 
'were  calculated  to  procure  advantages  for  their 
MiMry? 

The  question  whether  that  House  had  the  pow- 
'  to  interfere  with  the  Executive  authority,  by 
uhholding  appropriations,  had  been  fully  dis- 
used in  a  former  Congress,  and  the  opinion  of 
»  country  was  not  now  to  be  fixed  on  this  sub- 
*•   Forthatpartof  the  House  who  thought  the 


Constitution  had  not  vested  them  with  the  au- 
thority of  controlling  the  Executive,  it  was  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  the  Executive  had  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  introduce  the  change  in  the  diplomatic 
department,  which  was  complained  of;  and  that 
they  felt  themselves  bound  to  carry  his  determi- 
nation into  effect ;  but  those  who  think  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  may  control  the  Exec- 
utive in  this  respect,  will  of  course  act  accordingly. 
Mr.  Baldwin  said  he  perceived  there  was  a  real 
difference  of  opinion  between  the  gentleman  last 
up  and  himself.    The  gentleman  supposed  the 
diplomatic  establishment  was  fixed  by  the  Exec- 
utive, and  the  Legislature  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  but  to  provide  the  money.    Every  person  must 
see,  even  from  a  cursory  view  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, that  this  was  designed  to  be  a  Government 
of  departments,  Legislative,  Executive,  and  Judi- 
cial, to  be  kept  distinct  as  iar  as  possible.    It  was 
the  business  of  the  Legislature  to  establish  offices 
by  law :  it  was  the  business  of  the  Executive  to 
fill  those  offices.    It  would  appear,  from  tracing 
back  the  law,  now  proposed  to  be  continued,  that 
it  originated  in  this  manner.    He  had  not  been 
notified  of  the  subject  as  being  likely  to  be  called 
up  to-day,  and  was  not  prepared  to  be  as  particu- 
lar as  he  could  wish  as  to  facts.    IJe  had  endea- 
vored to  refresh  his  recollection  since  it  had  been 
under  discussion,  and  he  found  that  it  originated 
from  the  Speech  of  the  President  at  the  opening 
of  the  second  session  of  the  first  Congress,  in 
which  he  said,  "  that  the  interests  of  the  United 
States  required  that  our  intercourse  with  other 
nations  should  be  facilitated  by  such  provisions  as 
will  enable  me  to  fulfil  my  duty  in  that  respect ; 
and  to  this  end,  that  the  compensations  to  be  made 
to  the  persons  who  may  be  employed,  should,  ac- 
cording to  the  nature  of  their  appointments,  be 
defined  by  law."    This  part  of  the  Speech  was  re- 
ferred to  a  committee,  and  from  that  originated 
this  law.  Want  of  information,  at  that  early  time 
in  the  Government,  prevented  their  being  as  par- 
ticular as  they  wished.  They  fixed  a  sum  to  each 
grade,  and   a    sum    beyond  which    the  whole 
amount  should  not  extend  ;  limited  the  law  to  a  • 
short  period,  that  it  might  be  open  to  be  corrected    • 
by  experience.    The  present  motion,  if  he  had 
understood  it,  proposed  now  to  be  a  little  more 
particular  in  the  establishment,  by  fixing  the  sum 
for  particular  places — to  do  the  very  thing  then 
recommended  by  the  President.    The  same  has 
always  been  the  intention  of  every  succeeding 
Congress,  which  was  the  reason  wny  they  con- 
tinued it  only  for  short  periods,  leaving  it  open 
to  such  amendments  as  should  be  suggested  by 
experience.    These  ideas  of  the  offices  being  first 
to  be  established  by  law,  appeared  not  only  to  be 
the  sense  of  the  former  President  end  of  each  suc- 
ceeding Congress,  as  he  had  staled,  but  appeared 
also  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  present  President. 
At  the  last  session  he  thought  that  a  higher  grade 
of  office  was  necessary  at  Algiers :  this  he  stated 
in  a  Message  to  Congress — that  as  there  were 
great  expenditures  of  money  on  that  coast,  he 
thought  it  necessary  that  an  establishment  should 
be  made  which  would  enable  him  to  appoint  a 
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very  confidential  person,  on  whom  the  other  offi- 
cers there  should  be  dependent,  and  who  should 
control  their  proceedings  and  expenditures.  Con- 
gress concurred  in  this  opinion,  passed  a  law  for 
the  establishment  of  the  office,  and  then  the  Ex- 
ecutive appointed  the  officer.  For  these  reasons 
he  considered  the  question  within  their  proper 
powers,  and  fairly  open  to  their  deliberation. 

He*  was  always  sorry  to  hear  of  the  hostility 
of  the  departments  of  the  Government,  and  of 
how  much  harm  they  could  do  if  they  were  hos- 
tile to  each  other.  They  are  designed,  and  have 
every  inducement  to  cultivate  harmony,  and  not 
hostility ;  and,  in  the  harmonious  exercise  of  their 
powers,  they  control  each  other ;  there  can  be  no 
great  danger  of  excessive  patronage  in  appoint- 
ments to  office,  if  the  office  must' be  first  estab- 
lished by  law.  If  he  had  not  misunderstood  the 
gentleman  last  up.  he  had  expressed  some  belief 
and  approbation  ot  the  Executive's  having  a  po- 
litical system  as  to  legislation,  and  rewarding  and 
punishing  friends  and  enemies  of  that  political 
system.  To  be  sure  it  was  by  the  Constitution 
made  the  duty  of  the  President  to  lay  informa- 
tion before  the  Legislature  and  to  recommend 
measures.  When  he  has  done  this,  he  has  done 
his  duty ;  but  to  conceive  that  there  is  a  general 
system  of  legislation  always  existing  in  the  Ex- 
ecutive, which  is,  to  be  regarded  as  a  standard; 
or  that  the*  Executive  and  Judiciary  Departments 
of  the  Government  are  to  be  considered  as  floating 
round  on  the  small  and  frequently  casual  majori- 
ties and  minorities  which  will  for  ever  take  place 
in  representative  Legislatures,  was  sapping  the 
very  principles  and  foundation  of  a  Government 
of  departments  like  ours.  If  a  law  happened  to 
be  made  by  the  wrong  side,  it  would  have  had 
but  a  bad  chance  with  the  Executive  or  at  the 
seat  of  judgment.  There  were  old  Republics  in 
this  country.  He  believed  their  Executives  or 
Judiciaries  had  rarely  taken  part,  or  been  carried 
round  on  the  thousand  storms  with  which  they 
had  been  agitated.  He  could  not  persuade  him- 
self that  he  had  understood  the  gentleman  as  ex- 
pressing an  approbation  of  it,  as  he  thought  it  was 
.  staled  by  him.  [Mr.  Sitoheaves  said  he  had  cer- 
tainly been  misunderstood.]  Mr.  Baldwin  said  he 
therefore  considered  the  question  a  fair  one,  and 
a  question  which  was  always  expected  to  be  made 
at  the  different  times  when  this  act  has  been  con- 
tinued by  short  limitations ;  it  was  even  an  old 
question,  and  always  considered  a  very  important 
one,  before  the  present  Government  was  termed? 
At  the  close  of  the  Revolutionary  war,  the  dis- 
position of  forming  many  treaties,  and  having  ex- 
tensive diplomatic  connexions  with  European 
Powers,  was  carried  even  further  than  it  has  been 
since.  It  was  among  their'  first  national  acts,  and 
discovered  marks  of  youth  and  inexperience;  a 
few  years  convinced  them  that  they  had  gone 
too  far,  that  this  country  had  little  to  expect  from 
treaties  and  much  to  lose,  and  that  many  diplo- 
matic connexions  were  more  frequently  the  cause 
of  perplexity  and  embarrassment,  than  of  any  na- 
tional advantage.  The  Congress  under  the  arti- 
cles of  Confederation  were  extricating  themselves 


from  that  policy  as  fast  as  possible ;  as  these  ex- 
pired in  course,  they  were  careful  not  to  renew 
them.  For  several  of  the  last  years  of  that  Con- 
gress he  well  recollected  that  clusters  of  candi- 
dates for  these  appointments,  supported  by  pow- 
erful interests  and  connexions,  were  uniformly 
resisted  ;  and,  if  he  mistook  not,  when  this  Go?- 
ernment  came. into  operation,  this  country  had 
but  one  Minister  in  Europe.  The  conviction  on 
this  subject  was  so  strong,  and  experience  had  so 
fully  settled  it  as  the  true  policy,  tnat  it  remained 
immoveable  for  some  time  after  organizing  the 
present  Government.  All  appropriations  for  for- 
eign Ministers  were  refused  at  the  first  session,  as 
far  as  he  recollected.  At  the  second  session  it  wis 
urged,  in  the  Speech  of  the  President,  as  before 
stated,  and  enforced  by  more  particular  explana- 
tions to  individuals,  as  designed  to  be*  for  tempo- 
rary purposes,  respecting  the  Northern  forts  and 
the  property  that  was  withheld.  Under  these 
explanations  a  law  passed,  as  before  explained. 
It  was  true  this  policy  had  been  of  late,  in  some 
measure,  departed  from.  He  thought  experience 
had  already  been  useful  to  them  in  this  coarse 
also,  and  ought  to  administer  caution  to  them  in 
seeking  to  intermingle  in  European  politics.  Am- 
bassadors and  Ministers  cannot  be  entirely  indif- 
ferent to  the  characters  and  events  with  which 
they  are  constantly  surrounded ;  the  share  they 
take  is  very  apt  to  be  exchanged  between  the 
countries  to  which  they  belong.  He  did  not  wish 
to  be  too  particular  on  that  point ;  he  was  persua- 
ded facts  enough  presented  themselves  to  the  re- 
collection of  every  member  to  confirm  his  re- 
mark. It  might  be  said  that  on  this  also  we  hare 
an  awful  lesson.  If  evil  had  been  experienced 
from  this  cause,  he  hoped  it  would  operate  as  a 
reason  to  endeavor  to  diminish  it.  He  thought  it 
not  unreasonable  for  the  House  to  interpose  their 
restraining  power  as  to  granting  money,  and  the 
more  particular  establishment  of  the  officers,  and 
thus  aid  the  other  departments  of  the  Government 
in  bringing  back,  by  degrees,  this  part  of  our  po- 
licy to  its  former  principles,  so  well  sanctioned  by 
experience.  Whether  the  present  motion  was 
well  timed,  or  whether  it  was  best  to  gi?e  it 
another  short  limitation  before  we  went  into  a 
definite  establishment,  was  another  question,  on 
which  he  was  willing  to  hear  more  remarks.  In- 
formed as  be  was  at  present,  he  should  rote  for 
the  motion,  and  thought  they  might  make  some 
amendments  to  the  former  bill,  already  suggested 
by  experience,  and  which  would  be  useful. 
The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again- 

Friday,  January  19. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
William  Alexander,  which  was  twice  read,  aad 
committed  for  Monday. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing  the 
means  of  foreign  intercourse,  when 

Mr.  Pinckne y  rose.  He  understood  the  amend- 
ment  was  intended  to  confine  our  Ministers  Pie* 
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jpotentiary  to  London  and   Paris,  and  that  no 
higher  grade  than  Ministers  Resident  should  be 
employed  in  any  other  country.    He  was  opposed 
to  this  change  at  this  time,  and  to  the  mode  pro- 
posed of  doing  the   business,  if  the  time  were 
seasonable.    It  was  proper  that  at  this  juncture 
our  Ministers  should  remain  as  they  were,  as  it 
was  prudent  to  derive  all  the  influence  and  ad- 
vantage we  could  from  the  situation  of  our  agents 
in  Europe,  who  would  not  only  be  enabled  to 
communicate    more    correct    information    from 
thence,  than  could  be  derived  from  any  other 
source,  but  who  could  also  explain  the  motives 
and  objects  of  this  Government,  and  by  that  means 
remove  any  unfavorable  impressions  which  may 
be  attempted  to  be  given  with  respect  to  this 
country ;  and  thereby  put  our  business  in  the  best 
train  for  securing  the  neutral  standing  which  we 
hare  taken.    He  was  against  it  for  another  reason. 
To  change  the  diplomatic  intercourse  in  the  way 
proposed,  would  be  forcing  upon  the  Executive  a 
measure  contrary  to  its  wishes.    It  would  also 
he  affording  testimony  to  the  charge  heretofore 
made,  that  there  was  a  division  in  the  Government 
and  in  the  people — a  situation  in  which  many 
wished  to  see  us.    He  should  be  sorry  to  afford 
the  appearance  of  one  department  of  Government 
having  forced  upon  another  a  change  of  measures 
of  which  they  are  the  competent  judges,  and  upon 
which  they  nave  acted.    As  it  was  well  known 
that  there  was  a  very  intimate  connexion  between 
Spain  and  Holland,  and  the  country  with  whom 
we  have  at  present  a  misunderstanding,  he  should 
be  unwilling  to  deprive  this  country  of  the  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  from  having  Ministers  at  those 
places;  besides,  if  our  Ministers  were  to  be  re- 
called from  thence,  it  would  be  considered  as  an 
extraordinary  proceeding;  and  might  be  construed 
as  intended  to  be  hostile  to  them.    Whatever  in- 
fluence Spain  or  Holland  may  have  in  the  coun- 
cils of  the  country  which  he  had  alluded  to,  by 
continuing  our  Ministers  there,  it  was  probable 
that  weight  would  operate  in  our  favor.    There 
was  an  additional  reason  with  respect  to  Spain. 
It  was  well  known  that  we  had  points  yet  to  set- 
tle with  that  country.  Our  treaty  with  that  Power 
was  uut  yet  carried  into  effect,  and  negotiations 
might  at  this  time  be  going  on  in  relation  to  it, 
which  might  be  frustrated  by  the  recall  of  our 
Ministers. 

With  respect  to  the  grade  of  Ministers  proper 
to  be  employed  in  different  countries,  we  must 
not  consult  on  this  subject  our  own  ideas  alone, 
bat  pay  some  respect  to  the  light  in  which  this 
business  is  seen  in  other  countries.  From  a  fact 
within  his  own  knowledge,  he  knew  of  what  con- 
sequence these  forms  were  looked  upon  in  the 
Court  of  Spain.  When  they  wished  to  finish  a 
treaty  which  was  begun  witn  this  country,  they 
desired  it  might  be  done  by  a  Minister  of  a  higher 
grade  than  the  one  resident  there.  It  was  on  this 
requisition  that  an  Envoy  Extraordinary  was 
lent.  There  was  considerable  etiquette  in  this 
business,  which  it  would  not  be  proper  altogether 
o  neglect.  It  was  necessary  when  a  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  was  sent  to  a  country,  for  that 
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country  to  return  a  Minister  of  the  same  grade. 
Besides  to  go  into  the  proposed  measure  at  this 
time,  would  exhibit  a  degree  of  instability  in  our 
councils  which  would  have  an  unfavorable  ap- 
pearance to  foreign  countries.  If  peace  were 
restored  in  Europe,  and  we  had  no  difference  to 
settle  there,  he  should  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  and  with  the  opinion  of  the  old 
Congress,  that  it  would  be  well  to  keep  no  foreign 
Ministers  in  Europe.  Ail  commercial  regulations 
might  be  as  well  carried  on  by  Consuls  as  by 
Ministers;  and  if  any  differences  should  arise 
between  this  country  and  any  of  the  European 
Governments,  special  Envoys  might  be  sent  to 
settle  them,  as  heretofore ;  for  when  the  situation 
of  this  country  was  considered,  it  would  appear 
to  be  for  our  rn teres t  to  have. as  little  political 
connexion  with  Europe  as  possible,  and  therefore 
Ministers  could  be  of  no  use,  but  might  do  mis- 
chief. Gentlemen  of  different  opinions  in  that 
House,  must  see  that  we  have  had  Ministers  in 
foreign  countries  who  have  done  no  good,  and 
that  foreign  Ministers  have  been  sent  to  this 
country  who  have  done  harm.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was 
right  in  principle ;  but  he  thought  the  time  im- 
proper, and  he  did  not  approve  of  the  mode  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted.  He  should  wish  that  the 
subject  should  be  brought  forward  by  way  of  an 
original  motion,  and  receive  all  the  discussion 
which  the  rules  of  the  House  will  admit  of. 

Mr.  P.  concluded  by  observing,  that  he  had 
avoided  touching  upon  what  gave  color  to  the- 
debate  of  yesterday.  It  was  with  concern  he 
heard  such  topics  introduced.  It  must  be  la- 
mented by  every  friend  to  the  country,  as  tend- 
ing to  destroy  that  harmony  and  good  will  which 
was  at  all  times  proper  and  desirable,  but  at  this 
time  peculiarly  so,  when  all  our  efforts  ought  to 
be  joined  to  avoid  the  calamities  of  war;  but 
when,  if  these  calamities  could  not  be  avoided, 
we  ought  to  stand  shoulder  to  shoulder,  and  op- 
pose every  Power  who  was  determined  to  impose 
upon  us.  So  strongly  was  this  impressed  upon 
his  mind,  that  he  thought  every  means  should  be 
taken  to  harmonize  and  conciliate.  The  best  way 
to  effect  this  harmony,  in  his  opinion,  was  to 
avoid  in  debate  all  personalties,  and  those  sub- 
jects which  tend  to  heat  the  passions,  and  which, 
instead  of  elucidating,  embarrass  investigations ; 
for  there  was  no  chance  for  rational  inquiry, 
when  full  vent  was  given  to  resentments  ana 
anger.  Mr.  P.  asked  pardon  for  this  digression 
and  sat  down. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  to  explain  his  intentions 
in  bringing  forward  this  amendment.  He  be- 
lieved the  gentleman  last  up  wjuld  find  they 
nearly  corresponded  with  his  own.  He  had  no 
idea  of  putting  an  immediate  veto  upon  the  Min- 
isters at  present  employed.  He  considered  this 
bill,  though  passed  with  a  limitation,  as  a  perma- 
nent system,  and  a  subsequent  clause  of  the  bill 
would  enable  the  committee  to  fix  the  time  at 
which  the  salaries  of  Ministers  should  cease. 
His  wish  was  to  put  a  limit  to  this  extension  of 
Executive  power.    He  reminded  the  gentleman 
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from  South  Carolina  that  Holland  was  not  con- 
cerned in  this  bill,  as  we  bad  only  a  Minister 
Resident  there.  If  the  subject  were  further  dila- 
ted upon,  he  should  offer  some  further  remarks 
upon  it. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  was  surprised  to  hear  the  gentle- 
man last  up  consider  that  as  a  permanent  provi- 
sion which  was  limited  to  a  duration  ot  two 
years.  This  law  was  merely  temporary  in  its 
nature,  and  if  he  only  contemplated  some  future 
regulations  in  our  foreign  intercourse,  his  amend- 
ment was  not  now  necessary.  However  compe- 
tent it  was  for  the  Legislature  to  settle  the  salary 
of  Ministers,  it  was  clear  the  Legislature  had  no 
power,  by  the  Constitution^  either  to  determine 
the  number  of  foreign  Ministers  to  be  employed, 
where  they  should  be  sent,  or  what  should  be 
their  grade.  Under  the  general  power  of  making 
treaties,  vested  in  the  President,  he  had  the  power 
of  sending  Ministers  where  he  pleased ;  also  in 
the  power  entrusted  to  him  of  executing  the  law 
(not  only  the  municipal  law,  but  the  law  of  na- 
tions) it  was  necessary  he  should  have  this  power. 

In  a  word,  all  foreign  relations  were  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive ;  all  our  foreign  inter- 
course was  to  him,  and  from  him.  Of  course,  he 
was  the  only  judge  of  what  was  proper  in  this 
business.  This  being  the  case,  it  should  seem  as 
if  that  House  had  nothing  to  do  with  respect  to 
the  propriety  of  sending  a  Minister  to  Berlin,  or 
in  relation  to  other  grades  of  Ministers,  though 
they  bad  the  power  of  fixing  their  salaries.  But 
it  was  contended  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
and  others,  that,  by  regulating  these  salaries,  the 
Legislature  had  the  power  of  preventing  the  ex- 
tension of  their  establishment.  This  brought  up 
an  old  question ;  but  it  was  a  very  important  one, 
and  he  did  not  regret  that  it  was  frequently  drawn 
into  discussion.  He  thought  the  great  landmarks 
of  our  Constitution  could  not  be  too  well  under- 
stood. He  did  not  mean,  however,  to  extend  his 
observations  on  this  subject.  It  was  said,  this 
was  a  Government  of  departments  and  checks, 
and  of  course,  that  the  Legislature  ought  to  check 
the  Executive  in  its  operations.  That  this  was 
a  Government  of  departments  and  checks,  to  a 
certain  extent,  he  should  readily  allow;  but  that 
it  was  so  to  the  extent  which  had  been  repre- 
sented, he  did  deny.  Our  Government  was  divi- 
ded into  three  departments,  the  Legislative,  Exe- 
cutive, and  Judicial ;  each  of  these  had  checks 
and  balances  in  its  own  department.  The  Presi- 
dent was  checked  by  the  Senate ;  the  Legislature 
was  checked  by  the  President  and  Senate;  the 
Judiciary  was  checked  by  having  certain  appeals, 
writs  of  error,  dfcc.  So  far  from  one  department 
checking  the  other,  it  was  necessary  that  all  the 
parts  should  act  in  unison  like  a  clock,  and  the 
moment  one  part  declined  to  act,  the  Government 
could  not  proceed.  It  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Legislature  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the 
lowest  court,  and  should  it  then  be  said  that  they 
could  judge  over  the  head  of  the  Executive  ? 
This  remark  was  applicable  to  all  the  depart- 
ments. No  one  department  was  a  favorite  of  the 
Constitution.    Every  act  of  a  department  ought 


to  be  considered  as  well  done.  This  being  the 
case,  whenever  the  President  had  appoiuted  a 
Minister,  and  done  it  constitutionally,  when  he 
informed  the  Legislature  thereof,  they  might  do 
anything  and  everything  but  doubt  the  propriety 
of  establishing  the  Minister. 

But  it  was  said,  that  this  power  in  the  Execu- 
tive would  give  him  an  influence  over  the  Legis- 
lature, and  this  it  was  said  was  improper.  It 
would  seem  to  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  say, 
u  Thus  is  the  Constitution" ;  and,  if  it  gave  this 
influence,  it  was  because  the  framers  of  the  Con- 
stitution intended  it  should  give  it.  And  it  was 
worthy  of  remark,  that  gentlemen  who  advocated 
the  doctrine  of  the  Legislature's  having  a  control 
over  the  Executive,  did  not  do  it  from  a  literal 
construction  of  the  Constitution.  That  gentle- 
men believed  the  Executive  had  too  much  power. 
he  could  readily  conceive,  and  this  operated  as  an 
excuse  for  their  conduct ;  but  they  ought  to  bnog 
forward  a  proposition  for  an  amendment  of  the 
Constitution,  and  let  it  be  fully  argued,  and  not 
put  a  forced  construction  upon  the  very  letter 
of  it. 

If  there  was  any  danger  of  Executive  patro- 
nage, the  Legislature  could  take  it  away  by  low- 
ering the  salaries  allowed  to  Ministers,  though  he 
believed  they  had  been  calculated  as  being  merely 
sufficient  for  a  maintenance,  and  therefore  could 
not  hold  out  any  strong  temptation.  But  it  was 
said,  that  the  Executive  had  already  made  an  ill 
use  of  the  power,  and  that  he  was  now  making 
an  ill  use  of  it,  by  selecting  those  persons  for  offi- 
ces who  joined  with  him  in  political  opinion. 
That  he  had,  and  would  continue  to  select  cha- 
racters of  this  description,  he  could  readily  admit; 
that  he  had  determined  to  do  it,  he  knew  nothing 
of;  but  that  he  ought  to  do  it,  he  was  clear.  Did 

? gentlemen  mean  to  contend,  that  it  was  proper 
or  a  foreign  Minister  to  act  in  unison  with  a 
farty  in  opposition  to  the  Executive  Government] 
f  they  meant  this,  they  carried  their  doctrine  of 
checks  further  than  he  expected.  Would  they 
say  that  an  Executive  agent  should  harbor  senti- 
ments in  his  breast  different  from  those  he  avowed? 
Did  they  say,  that  it  was  proper  for  an  Executive 
agent  to  initiate  a  foreign  Minister  in  certain 
mysteries — not  to  say  using  means  to  thwart  the 
Executive  measures?  Or  that  it  was  proper  for 
an  Executive  agent,  whilst  pursuing  fixecutire 
business,  to  indulge  himself  in  certain  precious 
confessions?  Gentlemen  did  not  mean  this.  If 
they  were  to  take  a  view  of  our  present  situation, 
it  would  be  seen  that  it  was  difficult  to  be  sup- 
ported even  by  absolute  Governments.  Bellige- 
rent Powers  are  always  jealous  of  a  preference 
being  shown  to  their  adversary.  InafreeGcr- 
ernment  it  was  more  so,  as  every  individual  was 
left  at  liberty  to  indulge  in  speculative  opinion^ 
and  some  were  so  unnatural  as  to  take  the  part  of 
a  foreign  nation  in  opposition  to  their  own.  b 
this  situation  it  was  impossible  that  a  foreign 
Minister  of  different  opinion  from  the  Executive 
should  harmonize  and  act'  heart  and  hand  with 
its  views,  and  do  all  in  his  power  to  quell  suspi- 
cion.   On  the  contrary,  he  yill  raise  ideas  of  ex- 
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pectation  in  foreign  nations,  which,  when  they 
and  themselves  disappointed  in,  will  produce  dis- 
satisfaction of  the  worst  kind ;  and  this  he  will  do, 
instead  of  explaining  the  acts  of  Government, 
and  recommending  the  measures  of  the  Executive 
as  right  and  proper. 

Mr.  S.  said,  whilst  he  admitted  that  the  Presi- 
dent had  appointed,  and  he  hoped  would  appoint, 
to  office  men  who  were  of  the  same  political  sen-, 
timents  with  him,  and,  of  course,  interested  in  the 
success  of  the  measures  of  the  Government,  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  President  had  ever  ap- 
pointed a  man  from  the  Legislature  with  a  view 
of  extending  his  patronage;  nor  would  he  admit 
that  any  legislator  had  ever  been  influenced  in 
his  vote  by  the  expectation  of  such  an  appoint- 
ment. The  gentleman  from  Virginia  seemed  to 
suppose  that  the  present  majority  in  the  Legisla- 
ture was  produced  by  what  he  called  Executive 
patroaage.  When  gentlemen  supposed  this,  he 
asked  whether  their  own  heart  was  the  standard 
by  which  they  judged? 

When  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  in- 
dulged his  suspicions  respecting  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  who  had  been 
appointed  Minister  at  Lisbon,  if  he  did  not  draw 
his  conclusions  from  this  source,  he  did  not  know 
from  whence  he  drew  them.  Where  was  the 
proof  that  things  so  paltry  in  their  nature  as  the 
salaries  allowed  to  these  appointments,  should  in- 
fluence the  conduct  of  members  of  that  House? 
There  were  none ;  they  were  the  dreaming  con- 
jectures of  his  own  imagination.  But  if  the  Con- 
stitution authorized  that  House  to  determine  on 
this  question,  they  ought  not  to  'determine  upon 
itiu  the  dark.  If  they  were  to  take  upon  them 
Executive  duties,  they  should'  call  for  all  the  pa- 
pers and  information  relative  to  the  subject. 

Suppose  it  had  been  originally  wrong  to  estab- 
lish a  Minister  at  Berlin ;  yet  gentlemen  them- 
selves allowed  that  when  a  treaty  was  made  and 
ratified,  it  became  the  law  of  the  (and.  This  Min- 
ister was  sent  to  Berlin  to  negotiate  a  treaty ; 
what  was  the  state  of  the  business  they  did  not 
know.  Were  gentlemen  inclined  to  break  down 
these  establishments,  and  show  foreign  Courts 
that  there  was  so  little  stability  in  our  councils, 
that  in  one  session  we  appropriate  for  a  Minister, 
and  in  the  next  refuse  to  continue  the  appropria- 
tion ?  He  trusted  this  would  not  be  the  conduct 
of  this  Legislature* 

Mr.  Harper  observed,  that,  if  gentlemen  who 
rapport  this  motion  had  confined  themselves  to 
the  question,  and  to  those  considerations  on  which 
its  decision  had  usually  turned — had  they  con- 
tented themselves  with  attempting  to  show  that 
the  diplomatic  establishment  was  unnecessary  in 
general,  or  inexpedient  at  this  particular  junc- 
ture—-he  should  have  deemed  it  unnecessary,  and 
2ven  improper,  to  add  any  remarks  to  those  which 
ie  had  yesterday  submitted  to  the  committee, 
Having  then  urged  those  considerations  which  he 
egarded  as  the  most  important  in  deciding  this 
luestion.  But  gentlemen  had  taken  a  wider 
■ange.  Not  content  with  insisting  that  the  pre- 
sent diplomatic  establishment  is  unnecessary  or 


improper  in  itself,  they  had  made  a  formal  at- 
tempt to  fix  a  Legislative  censute  on  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive,  and  had  added  to  this  a  personal 
attack,  of  a  most  illiberal  and  unfounded  nature, 
on  a  gentleman  formerly  a  member  of  the  House, 
but  now  holding  a  diplomatic  employment.  He 
said,  unfounded  and  illiberal,  because  the  fact  al- 
leged against  that  gentleman — and  which  went 
to  charge  him  with  having  given  a  vote  in  an 
important  case,  with  a  view  of  promoting  his 
private  interest — was  not  supported,  or  pretended 
to  be  supported,  by  any  kind  of  proof ;  and  because 
no  person  of  a  liberal  or  delicate  mind  would  ad- 
vance a  charge  of  that  magnitude,  especially 
against  an  absent  man,  without  the  most  substan- 
tial evidence.  . 

For  these  reasons,  Mr.  H.  said,  he  should  make 
some  additional  observations  on  what  had  fallen 
from  gentlemen  in  this  stage  of  the  debate,  and 
chiefly  with  a  view  to  refute  (which  he  should  do 
in  the  most  undeniable  manner)  the  accusation  so 
ungenerously  made  against  his  former  colleague ; 
a  refutation  which  he  was  the  more  inclined  to 
undertake,  because  that  gentleman  was  three 
thousand  miles  distant,  and  could  not  defend  him- 
self. But  before  he  went  into  that  refutation,  Mr. 
H.  said,  he  would  advert  to  some  of  those  things 
having  the  appearance  of  argument,  which  had 
been  advanced  by  gentlemen  in  favor  of  the  mo- 
tion since  he  rose  before.  As  to  all  the  idle  de- 
clamation about  Executive  influence,  the  danger 
of  corruption,  and  the  increase  of  patronage,  on 
which  tne  changes  had  now  been  rung,  and  which 
had  been  the  constant  topic  of  harangues  in  all 
Governments  constituted  like  ours,  from  the  days 
of  James  I.  till  the  present  moment,  he  considered 
them  as  unworthy  of  answer  or  regard ;  neither 
now,  nor  heretofore,  were  they  intended  as  argu- 
ments, but  were  thrown  out  merely  ad  captan- 
dum  vulgua.  They  had  hitherto  produced  no 
effect  in  this  country,  and  he  was  not  afraid  of 
their  producing  any;  because  the  description  of 
people  who  might  be  denominated  vulgus  was 
very  inconsiderable  in  number  here,  and  the  good 
sense  of  the  great  mass  had  always  enabled  tnem 

Sroperly  to  appreciate,  and,  of  course,  wholly  to 
isregard,  clamors  of  this  kind.  He  should,  there- 
fore, now  pass  them  by,  as  he  had  always  done 
before,  without  an  answer;  but  on  those  few  posi- 
tions, which  approached  towards  argument,  he 
should  bestow  some  few  remarks. 

One  of  these  had  been  advanced  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin.)  who 
had  made  it  the  basis  of  almost  all  his  other  ob- 
servations. It  was  this:  that  our  political  rela- 
tions were  distinct  from  our  commercial  relations ; 
which  last  were  managed  by  Consuls,  not  by  Min- 
isters; and  that  as  Consuls  would  still  be  em- 
ployed, although  the  Ministers  should  be  discon- 
tinued, our  commercial  interests  would  not  suffer 
or  be  neglected. 

But  was  that  gentleman  yet  to  learn,  amidst  all 
the  research  of  which  the  House  so  often  heard 
the  boast — was  he  yet  to  learn  that  almost  all  our 
political  relations,  and  the  whole  of  those  which 
were  still  the  subject  of  dispute,  grew  out  of  com- 
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merce?  Was  he  yet  to  learn  that  our  present  dis- 
pute with  one  of  the  great  European  Powers  grew 
wholly  out  of  commercial  relations?  Was  he 
yet  to  learn  that  the  dispute  which  we  lately  set- 
tled with  another  great  Power  was,  in  a  great 
measure,  of  a  commercial  nature?  It  was  a  fact, 
Mr.  H.  said,  which  surely  must  be  known  to  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  we  now  have 
no  differences  with  any  nation,  nor  even  any  in- 
terfering interests,  which  are  not  commercial. 
We  had  formerly  a  dispute  about  boundary  with 
Great  Britain,  and  another  with  Spain,  but  both 
had  been  settled.  All  our  treaties,  moreover,  ex- 
cept in  these  two  instances,  were  founded  on  com- 
mercial interests;  and  commercial  interests  were 
the  only  points  by  which  we  touched  other  na- 
tions— were  the  only  sources  from  whence  our 
political  intercourse  with  them  could  flow.  And 
yet  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  affirm- 
ed that  our  political  intercourse  was  distinct  from 
our  commercial  relations ! 

These  commercial  relations,  he  had  further 
affirmed,  were  managed  by  Consuls,  from  whence 
he  had  attempted  to  establish  the  inference  that 
Ministers  were  unnecessary.  Did  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  believe  this  himself  or  did  he 
hope  to  make  the  committee  believe  it  ?  Or  did 
the  assertion  proceed  from  that  bold  reliance  on 
the  ignorance  or  carelessness  of  others,  whereof 
that  gentleman  had  given  so  many  proofs?  Our 
Consuls,  that  gentleman  must  well  know,  were 
circumscribed  in  their  sphere  and  their  powers. 
They  were  confined  to  particular  towns;  were, 
in  very  many  instances,  foreigners — enjoyed  no 
salary,  (except  those  to  the  Barbary  Powers,)  and 
possessed  no  public  or  diplomatic  character.  Their 
functions,  too,  were  no  less  confined :  the  relief 
of  the  private  wants,  and  some  assistance  in  the 
private  affairs,  of  mariners  and  merchants,  at  the 
respective  places  of  their  Consulates.  But  those 
great  and  general  interests  of  commerce,  which 
form  the  basis  of  treaties,  and  are  among  the  most 
important  objects  of  national  intercourse,  and  of 
the  law  of  nations,  are  wholly  above  the  reach  of 
Consuls,  and  wholly  confined  to  those  public 
agents  whom  we  call  Ministers,  and  who  alone 
possess  the  means,  by  their  character,  by  their 
situation,  and  by  their  intercourse  with  the  Gov- 
ernments to  which  they  are  sent  of  regulating, 
superintending,  and  preserving  those  interests. 
Did  not  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  know 
this?  He  did  know  it ;  and  yet  he  asserted  that 
our  political  and  commercial  relations  were  wholly 
distinct,  that  the  latter  were  managed  by  Consuls, 
and  that  for  the  preservation  of  our  commercial 
interests  and  rights  Ministers  were  not  necessary. 
These  assertions,  on*  the  slightest  examination, 
vanished  into  air,  and  left  nothing  to  be  wondered 
at  but  the  boldness  wherewith  they  were  made. 

If  commercial  interests,  therefore,  Mr.  H.  said, 
were  the  basis  of  all  our  political  intercourse,  was 
it  proper  to  discontinue  our  Ministers  ?  Was  this 
a  time  to  leave  our  commerce  to  itself  in  the  va- 
rious countries  where  it  was  carried  on,  or  even 
to  weaken  our  means  of  supporting  and  protect- 
ing it  ?    Was  our  situation  now  less  critical  than 


heretofore,  our  commerce  and  our  rights  less 
threatened,  or  had  we  less  need  of  the  confidence 
and  good  will  of  other  nations  ?  Was  it  of  less 
importance  to  us  now  that  the  justice  of  our 
cause  should  be  well  understood,  the  principles 
of  our  conduct  clearly  explained,  the  foundation 
of  our  claims  fully  laid  open,  tnan  when  these 
Ministers  were  appointed?  When  we  were  on 
the  eve,  perhaps,  of  a  struggle  for  our  national  in- 
dependence, was  it  a  time  to  cast  censures  on  the 
Executive,  to  weaken  its  hands,  and  to  sow  dis- 
sension in  the  Government?  When  the  time. per* 
haps,  was  on  the  point  of  arriving  when  we  mast 
resist  encroachments  or  yield  up  our  right*,  was 
that  a  moment  to  diminish  our  chance  of  having 
those  rights  well  understood  and  generally  ac- 
knowledged ?  He  believed  not.  It  there  were 
gentlemen  who  wish  to  disgrace  this  Government, 
to  deliver  up  this  country,  bound  hand  and  foot 
to  foreign  sway,  to  see  us  crouch  beneath  a  foreign 
Power,  confess  that  we  have  been  wrong,  and 
tread  back  our  steps;  if  there  were  such  gentle- 
men, it  would  be  perfectly  consistent  in  them  to 
vote  for  a  measure  the  natural  effect  of  which 
was  to  weaken  the  Government,  divide  the  coun- 
try, and  impair  our  standing  among  foreign  na- 
tions in  a  moment  of  crisis :  but  if  there  were  no 
persons  of  this  description,  which  he  fondly  hoped; 
if,  as  he  firmly  believed,  a  large  majority  of  that 
House  was  determined  to  exert  the  whole  force 
of  the  country  in  defence  of  its  rights  sooner  than 
yield  them  up,  they,  he  trusted,  would  agree  with 
him  in  opinion,  that  we  ought  now,  above  all  other 
times,  to  stand  strong  in  the  good  opinion  of 
foreign  Powers,*  that  our  foreign  intercourse  wai 
more  important  to  us  now  than  ever  before,  and 
that  sound  policy  forbid  its  diminution. 

And  yet,  Mr.  H.  said,  this  is  the  moment,  it  ii 
in  this  critical  situation  of  our  affairs,  that  the 
patriotism  of  gentlemen  calls  on  them  to  refuse 
the  appropriations  heretofore  granted  for  the  sup- 
port of  our  Ministers  abroad !  This  is  the  moment 
in  which  they  choose  to  say  to  the  world,  "the 
Executive  cannot  be  trusted ;  he  has  employed 
useless  Ministers,  has  expended  the  public  money 
improperly,*  and  we,  no  longer  able  to  confide  is 
him,  will  withhold  that  provision  which  toe 
House  has  repeatedly  sanctioned,  and  which  it 
renewed  and  enlarged  no  longer  ago  than  Jane 
last!"  Whence  this  change  of  conduct?  How  has 
the  Executive  become  less  worthy  of  confideoce 
than  he  was  in  June?  Is  it  because  he  has  adopted 
a  course  of  measures  less  tame  ai  d  supple  towards 
a  foreign  nation  than  gentlemen  desired?  If  this 
were  the  motive,  he  believed  it  would  neither  be 
avowed  by  gentlemen  themselves,  nor  borne  by 
the  country;  and  yet  what  other  could  be  as- 
signed? 

Mr.  H.  then  took  notice  of  the  remarks  which 
had  fallen  from  Mr.  Gallatin,  yesterday*  with 
respect  to  the  manner  in  which  the  different  ap- 
propriations for  foreign  intercourse  had  been  mate 
and  supported  his  former  statement  by  a  partica* 
lar  reference  to  the  accounts  and  the  proceedings 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  H.  said,  he  would  now  advert  to  another 
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position  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr.  Gallatin,)  and  founded  on  a  total 
misrepresentation  of  what  he,  Mr.  H.}  had  stated 
when  he  first  spoke  upon  this  question.  He  should 
hardly  have  thought  it  conceivable  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  after  a  sentiment  had 
been  uttered  in  debate  by  a*   person  whom  he 
wished  to  oppose,  should  immediately  rise  and 
wholly  misrepresent  it  to  suit  his  own  purpose, 
had  he  not  seen  so  many  instances  of  the  bold- 
ness wherewith  that  gentleman  relied  on  the  in- 
attention or  the  credulity  of  the  House.    That 
gentleman,  on  the  present  occasion,  had  repre- 
sented him  as  having  attributed  the  opposition  to 
Executive  measures  in  that  House  to  the  anger 
which  gentlemen  felt  at  the  disappointment  of 
their  hopes  of  obtaining  offices;  and  he  had  then 
gone  on  to  infer  that  the  hope  of  obtaining  offices 
must  also  influence  the  conduct  of  those  members 
who  usually  supported  the  measures  of  the  Exe- 
cutive; since,  if  disappointment  in  the  pursuit 
'  of  office  could  produce  opposition,  it  was  equally 
lair  to  attribute  a  contrary  conduct  in  other  mem- 
bers to  the  hope  of  succeeding  in  this  pursuit. 
Bat  Mr.  H.  affirmed  that  he  had  said  no  such 
thing  ;  that  be  had  never  attributed  the  opposition 
to  this  motive.    He  had  indeed  said,  that  the  sus- 
picions of  gentlemen,  and  their  clamors  about 
Executive  influence,  patronage,  and  corruption, 
proceeded  from  disappointment,  but  not  from  dis- 
appointment of  this  kind.    Ambitious  statesmen, 
he  said,  did  not  wish  for  office,  but  power;  they 
did  not  wish  to  hold  posts  themselves,  but  to  di- 
rect those  who  did  hold  them;  to  see  their  own 
system  adopted,  their  own  advice  followed,  and 
the  affairs  of  the  country  conducted  in  the  way 
which  they  approved.     This  was  their  aim,  and 
this  the  scope  and  end  of  all  their  exertions. 
While  men  should  continue  to  think  differently 
on  matters  of  opinion,  there  would  always  be  a 
number  of  persons  who  would  disapprove  the 
manner  in  which  public  affairs,  or  any  other 
affairs,  were  conducted.    These  persons,  in  Gov- 
ernments like  ours,  would  gradually  form  them- 
selves into  a  party,  and  their  opinions  would  as- 
sume the  shape  of  a  political  system,  different 
from  that  actually  adopted.     These  two  systems 
would  be  in  a  perpetual  state  of  conflict,  and  the 
supporters  of  that  which  might  happen  to  be  van- 
quished, would    feel  mortification  and  chagrin. 
These  reelings  would  become  more  and  more 
violent  in  proportion  as  their  defeats  were  more 
frequent,  and  on  questions  to  which  they  annexed 
greater  importance;  and  hence  proceeded,  and 
always  would  proceed,  those  heart-burnings  and 
jealousies,  those    little    suspicions  which  gave 
themselves  vent  in  declamations  against  the  op- 
posite system  and  its  supporters,  against  Execu- 
tive influence,  against  patronage  and  corruption, 
and  whereby  the  party  which  could  not  rule  was 
prompted  to    suspect  and  arraign  the  motives 
which  actuated  the  authors  of  their  defeat.   Such 
were  the  passions  and  such  the  feelings  to  which 
he  attributed  the  opposition  of  gentlemen  and  their 
little  unfounded  suspicions :  to  a  love  of  power, 
not  to  a  love  of  place;  to  disappointment  in  their 


attempts  to  bring  their  own  system  and  their  own 
principles  into  action,  not  to  the  pursuit  of  office. 
In  some  countries,  indeed,  office  conferred  power, 
and  was  therefore  soughr  by  ambitious  men  as  a 
means  of  obtaining  power.  Office  there  gave 
patronage,  authority,  and  influence, and  was  there- 
fore eagerly  pursued.  But  in  this  country,  he 
said,  the  case  was  different.  Offices  here  gave  a 
scanty  maintenance,  much  labor,  and  no  patron- 
age or  influence,  and,  therefore,  ambitious  politi- 
cians did  not  desire  them.  That  House  was  the 
place  for  such  men  to  appear.  There  and  there 
alone  they  had  a  conspicuous  theatre  for  the  dis- 
play of  their  talents;  there  and  there  alone  could 
they  acquire  fame,  popularity,  and  political  im- 
portance ;  there  and  there  alone  could  they  make 
a  strong  impression  on  the  country  and  the  Gov- 
ernment, give  weight  to  their  own  opinions,  and 
force  their  own  system  into  activity.  There,  of 
course,  they  would  desire  to  remain  and  not  to 
undertake  offices,  which,  though  respectable,  were 
not  brilliant,  imposed  much  labor,  but'conferred 
neither  splendor  nor  authority. 

It  was  not,  therefore,  to  the  disappointment  of 
gentlemen  in  the  pursuit  of  those  objects,  Mr.  H. 
said,  that  he  attributed  their  conduct,  but  to  the 
usual  operations  of  party  spirit  which  arose  out 
of  the  constitution  of  our  nature,  combined  with 
the  form  of  our  Government ;  and  of  which  he 
did  not  complain.  He  n%t  only  knew  that  it  must 
exist  while  men  should  be  made  as  they  are,  but 
he  believed  that  it  ought  to  exist.  While  oppo- 
site parties  in  the  Government  struggled  for  pre- 
eminence, they  were  like  persons  engaged  in  an 
exhibition  before  the  public,  who  are  obliged  to 
display  superior  merit  and  superior  excellence  in 
order  to  gain  the  prize.  The  public  is  the  judge, 
the  two  parties  are  the  combatants,  and  that  party 
which  possesses  power  must  employ  it  properly, 
must  conduct  the  Government  wisely,  in  order  to 
insure  public  approbation,  and  retain  their  power. 
In  this  contention,  while  the  two  parties  draw  dif- 
ferent ways,' a  middle  course  is  produced  general- 
ly conformable  to  public  good,  rarty  spirit,  there- 
fore, and  the  contentions  to  which  it  gave  rise, 
neither  alarmed  nor  displeased  him.  It  might, 
indeed,  sometimes  run  into  excess,  and  produce 
mischief,  as  the  wind  may  sometimes  be  convert- 
ed into  a  storm,  or  fire  give  rise  to  a  conflagra- 
tion ;  but  its  general  effects,  like  those  of  the 
great  elements  of  nature,  he  nad  no  doubt,  were 
beneficial. 

There  was  another  topic,  Mr.  H.  said,  which, 
though,  in  bis  mind,  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  subject,  had  been  introduced  into  the  debate, 
and  much  insisted  on,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
think  it  ought  to  pass  without  remark.  It  had 
been  said,  he  knew  not  on  what  authority,  that  a 
resolution  had  been  formed  by  the  Executive  to 
employ,  in  official  stations,  none  but  those  who 
were  known  to  approve  the  political  system  adopt- 
ed by  the  Administration ;  and  this  nad  been  re- 
presented as  a  most  alarming  and  a  most  repre- 
hensible determination.  For  his  part,  Mr.  H.  said, 
I'  he  knew  nothing  of  the  determination  made  by  . 
the  Executive  on  this  head ;  but  he  had  no  hear-  •- 
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tation  in  saying,  that  he  hoped  and  wished  to  see 
this  resolution  adopted  and  adhered  to.  He  wished 
it  even  more  than  he  hoped  it ;  for.  there  had  not 
been,  in  his  opinion,  sufficiently  strong  indications 
of  such  a  resolution  in  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive heretofore.  He  once  thought  that  a  contrary 
conduct  might  be  safely,  ana  even  beneficially 

Eursued ;  but  recent  and  very  strong  experience 
ad  convinced  him  of  his  mistake.  He  hoped  this 
experience  had  produced  the  same  effect  on  the 
Executive,  which  had  received  awful  warning  of 
late ;  and  by  pursuing,  in  some  instances,  a  con- 
trary course,  had  brought  on  itself  the  most  seri- 
ous and  alarming  embarrassments.  The  Execu- 
tive was,  no  doubt,  liable  to  error,  and,  he  believed, 
had  erred;  and  he  hoped  the  solemn  warning 
which  experience  had  given  it,  would  induce  it  to 
correct  this  error  in  time  to  come. 

But  what  did  this  supposed  determination,  at 
which  gentlemen  expressed  such  alarm,  amount 
to  1  Simply  to  this — that  the  Executive,  in  con- 
ducting those  concerns  of  the  Government  where- 
with it  is  exclusively  charged,  and  for  the  man- 
agement of  which  it  is  solely  responsible,  should 
employ  such  persons  as  subordinate  agents,  as 
were  known  to  agree  with  him  in  opinion  about 
the  right  mode  of  conducting  them.  Was  this 
anything  so  extraordinary,?  Was  it  not  practised 
by  every  man  of  common  understanding  in  the 
management  of  his  own  private  affairs  ?  Let  me 
ask  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Nicholas,) 
whether  he  does  not  himself  constantly  act  upon 
this  principle?  Were  he  about  to  employ  an 
overseer,  would  he  take  one  who  differed  wholly 
from  him  in  his  opinions  about  agriculture  and 
the  management  of  his  farm?  who  thought 
that  tobacco  ought  to  be  planted  in  the  Fall,  and 
wheat  in  the  Spring  ?  Or,  would  he  choose  a 
person  whose  ideas  on  these  subjects  he  believed 
to  be  correct,  and  knew  to  agree  with  those  prin- 
ciples about  the  truth  of  which  he  himself  had  no 
doubt?  Would  he  not  be  the  more  cautious  in 
this  respect,  in  proportion  as  the  farm  to  be  man- 
aged was  more  distant  from  his  own  residence, ' 
and,  of  course,  the  conduct  of  the  agent  less  sub- 
ject to  his  superintendence  and  control  ?  If  he 
did  not  act  thus,  he  would  depart  most  widely 
from  his  usual  prudence,  and  might  think  himself 
fortunate  if  he  sustained  no  greater  loss  than  that 
of  his  crop. 

And  shall  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
in  conducting  the  affairs  of  this  Union,  neglect 
those  plain  and  ordinary  maxims  of  prudence, 
which  every  man  observes  in  his  private  affairs  ? 
The  Executive  is  charged  with  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  country,  and  with  the  whole  execution  of 
all  its  laws.  The  greatest  differences  of  opinion 
that  exist  among  us,  arise  from  these  relations. 
The  Executive  has  adopted  a  certain  system  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  ought  to  be  conducted. 
This  system  is  disliked  and  opposed  by  one  set  of 
men,  while  another  description  approves  and  sup- 
ports it.  The  whole  question  is,  whether  the  sub- 
ordinate agents,  who  are  to  execute  this  system 
under  the  orders  of  the  President,  shall  be  chosen 
,  from  among  those  who  like  it,  or  those  who  think 


it  radically  wrong,  and  have  never  omitted  any 
opportunity  of  attempting  to  change  it?  To 
choose  from  the  latter,  would  be  to  say,  that  those 
persons  who  are  most  opposed  to  a  measure  are. 
for  that  reason,  the  best  qualified  to  giv*  it  effect. 

A  gentleman  from  Georgia,  Mr.  H.  said,  has 
talked  much  of  the  "Executive  having  a  party  ia 
legislation ;  and  has  asked,  what  becomes  of  our 
Government  of  departments,  and  whether  the  Ex- 
ecutive could  refuse  to  execute  a  law  because  he 
did  not  think  it  a  good  one  ?  Let  me  ask  that 
gentleman,  (Mr.  Baldwin,)  who  spoke  of  a  party 
in  legislation,  or  doubted  about  the  obligation  of 
the  Executive  to  execute  a  law,  whether  approved 
by  it  or  not.  Does  not  that  gentleman  know  that 
there  are  Executive  functions  distinct  from  Legis- 
lative functions,  and  that  the  President  is  charged 
with  the  former,  as  well  as  the  Legislature  with 
the  latter  ?  It  is  not,  perhaps,  surprising,  consid- 
ering the  degree  of  animation,  not  to  say  passion. 
to  which  the  gentleman  had  worked  himself  up, 
that  he  should  overlook  a  distinction  so  obvious 
as  that  between  Legislative  and  Executive  func- 
tions ;  but  will  he  not  acknowledge  that  the  Pre- 
sident, being  solely  charged  with  one,  is  solely  re- 
sponsible for  it  to  the  House,  the  country,  ana  his 
conscience,  while  the  Legislature  is  solely  respon- 
sible for  the  other.  And,  in  conducting  those  af- 
fairs, for  which  he  is  solely  responsible,  must  not 
the  President  have  a  system  ?  Or  would  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  wish  the  Executive  depart- 
ment to  be  conducted  without  system  ?  if  he 
must  have  a  system,  from  whence  is  he  to  derive 
it ;  from  his  own  judgment,  or  from  the  direction 
of  others  ?  Surely,  from  the  former  source.  Will 
not  differences  of  opinion  exist  respecting  this 
system,  which  some  will  approve,  while  it  is  con- 
sidered as  most  improper  by  others  ?  No  doubt 
this  will  be  the  case.  From  which  class,  then. 
must  the  President  take  his  agents,  in  the  execu- 
tion of  this  system,  those  confidential  agents  with 
whom  he  is  to  advise,  by  whose  eyes  he  most 
often  see,  with  whose  hands  he  must  often  work. 
and  to  whose  fidelity  and  discretion  he  must  often 
trust  in  remote  situations,  beyond  his  superintend- 
ence and  control  ?  Shall  he  take  them  from  the 
approvers  or  opposers  of  the  system  ?  When  he 
has  a  thing  to  be  done,  shall  he  employ  those  to  do 
it  who  think  it  right  and  beneficial,  or  those  who 
think  it  wrong  and  mischievous  ?  Shall  he  ex- 
pose himself  to  the  danger  of  having  his  orders 
disobeyed  or  neglected  by  an  agent,  who,  though 
charged  with  their  execution,  may  choose  to  set 
up  his  own  wisdom  above  that  of  his  employers, 
and  to  dispense  with  that  which  they  have  con- 
sidered as  indispensable  ?  Shall  he  expose  him- 
self to  the  danger  of  having  his  plans,  however 
necessary  in  his  own  judgment,  counteracted  by 
an  ignorant  or  presumptuous  agent,  who  thinks 
them  hurtful,  and  chooses  to  act  according  to  his 
own  opinions  instead  of  his  instructions  ?  Should 
he  thus  act  and  thus  expose  himself  and  the  great 
interests  wherewith  he  is  charged,  he  would  cease 
to  deserve  either  the  respect  of  individuals  or  the 
confidence  of  the  country. 

But  it  may  be  alleged,  continued  Mr.  H.  tot 
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the  integrity  of  an  agent  will  be  a  sufficient  secu- 
rity for  his  acting  according  to  his  instructions, 
though  contrary  to  his  own  private  opinions.  It 
may  sometimes  be  so,  but  the  risk  is  great,  and 
recent  experience  does  not  authorize  the  experi- 
ment. Even  were  it  otherwise,  still,  when  you 
employ  a  person  to  execute  measures  which  he 
does  not  approve,  you  take  away  one  of  the  best  and 
strongest  securities  for  his  due  performance ;  you 
deprive  yourself  of  his  zeal,  of  his  heart,  of  his  en- 
thusiasm, which  are  not  only  the  surest  guards  of 
fidelity,  but  the  most  powerful  means  of  success. 

If  the  Executive,  therefore,  has  a  system  in  the 
conduct  of  those  affairs  wherewith  it  is  charged, 
and  to  say  that  it  has  not  is  to  charge  it  with'  fol- 
ly, it  must  either  be  dishonest  or  conceive  that 
system  to  be  proper ;  and,  conceiving  it  to  be 
proper,  it  is  its  duty  to  use  the  most  effectual 
means  for  carrying  it  into  effect.  One  of  the 
most  efficacious  of  these  means  is,  to  make  use  of 
men  who,  otherwise  qualified,  believe  the  system 
to  be  right  Such  men,  consequently,  and  such 
alone,  ought  to  be  employed ;  and  hence  it  fol- 
lows, that  for  the  Executive  to  neglect  this,  the 
determination  to  do  which  gentlemen  charge 
against  it  as  an'  impropriety  and  even  a  crime, 
would  be  at  best  an  act  of  folly,  if  not  the  breach 
of  a  sacred  obligation. 

Mr.  H.  then  proceeded  to  remark  on  what  had 
been  advanced  yesterday  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin,)  respecting  the 
Minister  at  Lisbon.  That  gentleman  has  charged 
my  former  colleague  with  having  voted  for  an 
appropriation  for  a  new  office,  in  order  to  make 
room  for  his  own  appointment  to  a  vacancy  thus 
created.  He  says,  that  my  late  colleague,  when 
the  Minister  at  Lisbon  was  to  be  sent  to  Berlin, 
came  into  the  House,  not  indeed  with  a  commis- 
sion in  his  pocket,  but  certainly  with  a  knowledge 
that  he  was  himself  to  fill  the  vacant  place  at 
Lisbon,  and  voted  for  the  Berlin  appropriation. 
Did  the  gentleman  advert  to  the  extent  of  this 
charge  ?  I  am  willing  to  hone  that  he  did  not ; 
for  then  he  would  not  have  advanced  it,  especial- 
ly in  so  positive  a  manner,  without  some  sort  of 
proof.  No  such  proof  could  have  been  produced. 
I  take  apon  myself  tcr  declare  that  nonesuch  ex- 
ists. By  recurring  to  the  Journals  of  the  Senate, 
it  will  appear  that  the  nomination  of  a  Minister 
to  Lisbon  was  made  on  the  6th  of  July ;  the 
Journals  of  this  House  will  show  that  the  Berlin 
appropriation  was  voted  on  the  3d  of  July.  I 
have  authority  for  saying  that  the  first  intimation 
which  my  late  colleague  received  of  his  intended 
nomination  was  the  day  before  the  nomination 
took  place,  that  is,  on  the  5th,  two  days  after  that 
appropriation  was  made,  for  which  he  is  charged 
with  having  voted  in  order  to  make  room  for 
himself.  When  he  gave  this  vote,  he  might  have 
expected  the  appointment ;  but  he  had  no  more 
right  to  expect  it  than  any  other  man.  He  did 
not  know  that  he  would  be  appointed,  nor  was 
he  applied  to  on  the  subject  till  after  the  Berlin 
appropriation  had  been  voted.  It  would  have 
been  highly  improper  to  apply  to  him  be- 
fore, and  it  is  very  improbable  in  itself,  that  the 


application  was  made  until  after  the  appropria- 
tion for  Berlin ;  for.  although  the  President  had 
resolved  to  send  the  Minister  from  Lisbon  to 
Berlin,  he  could  not  execute  this  intention  with- 
out a  vote  of  money ;  and  to  apply  to  a  gentle- 
man to  accept  the  vacancy  before  that  took  place, 
and,  of  course,  before  it  was  certain  that  there 
would  be  a  vacancy,  would  certainly  have  been  a 
very  strange  conduct. 

Thus  much  I  have  thought  it  necessary  to  state, 
said  Mr.  H..  and  I  will  add  one  observation,  ad- 
dressed to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  It 
is  this :  that  he  ought  to  take  warning  from  this 
occasion  not  to  make  it  necessary  in  future  to  de- 
fend persons  in  their  absence  against  attacks, 
which,  being  wholly  unfounded,  candor,  no  less 
than  delicacy  and  generous  sentiments,  ought  to 
have  prevented. 

As  to  the  general  policy  of  the  present  motion, 
as  connected  with  the  foreign  relations  of  this 
country,  Mr.  H.  said  that  he  would  add  two  or 
three  remarks  on  that  subject,  and  then  conclude. 

The  motion  went,  he  said,  to  reduce  the  ap- 
pointments and  salaries  of  three  Ministers:  those 
to  Madrid,  Lisbon,  and  Berlin ;  and  in  support  of 
the  motion,  it  was  alleged  that  the  last  of  these 
Ministers  was  entirely  unnecessary,  and  that  the 
other  two  had  been  improperly,  because  unneces- 
sarily, raised  from  Ministers  Resident  to  Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary.  To  him  it  was  a  sufficient 
answer  to  these  allegations  to  say,  that  the  Presi- 
dent had  thought  otherwise ;  because,  the  Presi- 
dent, being  charged  by  the  Constitution  with  the 
foreign  relations  of  the  country,  must  be  invested 
with  the  means  necessary  for  conducting  them 
with  effect ;  and  was  infinitely  better  qualified, 
by  his  situation,  to  judge  what  those  means  were, 
and  how  they  ought  to  be  used,  than  the  House 
can  pretend  to  be.  One  of  these  means  was  the 
appointment  of  foreign  Ministers,  which  was  ex- 
pressly vested  in  the  President  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. When  the  President^  therefore,  had  thought 
fit  to  appoint  foreign  Ministers,  or  to  alter  their 
grades,  he  had  exercised  a  Constitutional  power, 
and  it  did  not  lie  with  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  object  or  judge.  To  him,  therefore,  Mr. 
H.  said,  it  was  a  sufficient  answer  to  all  those  ob- 
jections, to  say  that  the  President  had  thought 
otherwise.  To  others,  who  might  hold  different 
opinions  from  him  on  this  subject,  he  thought  it 
was  a  sufficient  answer  to  be  told  that  the  House 
of  Representatives,  as  well  as  the  President,  had 
thought  differently,  and  had  sanctioned  the  changes 
which  he  had  thought  proper  to  make  in  this  re- 
spect, by  voting  money  to  carry  them  into  effect. 
This  the  House  had  done  expressly  in  all  the  three 
cases  contemplated  by  the  present  motion.  The 
Ministers  to  Madrid  and  Lisbon  had  been  raised 
from  Residents  to  Plenipotentiaries  in  May,  1786, 
at  which  time,  and  also  in  March,  1797,  the  House 
had  voted  the  additional  sums  made  necessary  by 
these  changes,  and  had  thereby  sanctioned  the 
changes  themselves.  The  embassy  to  Berlin 
was  resolved  on  in  June,  1797,  and  the  House 
then  sanctioned  the  measure,  by  giving  the  requi- 
site appropriation.    Surely  it  might  have  been  ex* 
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peoted  that  the  strongest  advocates  for  Legislative 
control  and  Legislative  sanction,  would  be  satis- 
fied by  this  repeated  approbation  of  the  House ; 
but  no,  gentlemen  were  not  to  be  so  satisfied. 
They  still  contended  that  it  was  proper  to  inquire 
into  the  use  and  the  reason  of  these  changes,  and 
demanded  why  they  had  been  made,  what  cir- 
cumstances rendered  them  necessary,  and  what 
good  they  had  produced  ?  Though  he  protested 
against  the  right  of  the  House  to  make  these  in- 
quiries, more  especially  at  this  time,  after  the 
measures  had  been  so  formally  and  so  repeatedly 
sanctioned,  he  nevertheless  had  no  objection  to 
inform  gentlemen  what,  in  his  opinion,  had  been 
the  occasion  and  the  benefits  of  two  of  these  ap- 
pointments, those  to  Madrid  and  Lisbon.  As  to 
the  embassy  to  Berlin,  the  reasons  and  advantages 
of  it  hail  been  so  fully  explained  in  the  Summer 
session,  that  nothing  seemed  necessary  to  be  added 
to  the  remarks  made  by  some  other  gentlemen  on 
that  subject  in  the  course  of  the  present  debate. 
It  could  not,  he  said,  be  forgotten  by  gentlemen, 
that  in  the  beginning  of  1796,  or  a  little  previous 
to  that  period,  we  settled  very  much  to  our  own 
satisfaction,  a  Jong  standing  and  disagreeable  dis- 
pute with  tne  Government  of  Spain.  The  treaty 
whereby  this  settlement  was  effected,  placed  the 
two  nations  on  a  footing  of  amity,  and  secured  to 
us  objects  of  very  great  importance  to  an  exten- 
sive and  interesting  part  of  the  Union.  The  final 
attainment,  however,  of  these  objects,  and  the 
due  execution  of  the  treaty,  must  depend  very 
much  on  the  continuanoe  of  a  good  understand- 
ing between  the  two  Governments.  Spain,  after 
keeping  only  Commissioners  and  Charges  des 
Affaires  here  for  a  considerable  time,  had  sent  us 
a  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  and  in  the  intercourse 
between  Governments  it  was  a  usual  and  an  ex- 
pected civility  to  return  a  Minister  of  the  same 
grade  that  was  received.  This  compliment  Spain 
expected,  and  however  inconsiderable  these  mat- 
ters may  appear  to  us,  we  know  that  great  im- 
portance is  annexed  to  them  by  Courts.  We  must 
deal  with  people  as  we  find  them,  and  where  we 
have  an  interest  to  cultivate  their  good  will;  we 
must  conform  to  their  prejudices  and  fashions, 
instead  of  ridiculing  or  disregarding  them.  As 
Spain  had  made  an  advance  by  sending  us  a  Min- 
uter Plenipotentiary,  and  expected  a  return  of  the 
compliment,  would  it  have  been  wise  for  the  pal- 
try sum  of  $4,500,  the  difference  between  the 
two  appointments,  to  disappoint  and  disgust  a 
Power  which  we  had  so  great  an  interest  to  con- 
ciliate? He  believed  not;  the  President  had 
thought  not ;  the  House  on  two  or  three  former 
occasions  had  thought  not;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  same  opinion  would  now  influence  its  de- 
cision. 

As  to  Portugal,  the  reasons  in  favor  of  the 
change  had  been  equally  strong.  We  had  first  a 
Minister  Resident  at  that  Court ;  it  had  sent  us 
•a  Minister  of  the  same  grade,  who  was  afterwards 
changed  into  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  and  had 
been  received  as  such  by  our  Government.  Por- 
tugal not  only  had  a  right  to  expect,  according  to 
the  ceremonial  established  among  nations,  that 


we  should  send  her  a  Minister  of  the  same  gride, 
but  she  did  expect  it,  and  even  made  a  request  to 
that  effect.  Had  we  no  interest  to  cultivate  with 
Portugal,  that  we  ought  to  have  disappointed  her 
in  this  respect,  and  run  the  risk  of  disgusting  this 
friendly  Power?  Our  direct  commerce  indeed 
was  not  very  great  with  her,  but  a  very  important 
and  interesting  branch  of  our  trade  was  liable  to 
be  deeply  affected  by  her  measures.  She  was  the 
Power  which  was  usually  at  war  with  the  Alge- 
rines.  and  had  frequently  kept  them  blocked  up 
in  tne  Straits,  whereby  all* our  commerce  to 
that  quarter  of  the  world — a  commerce  for  the 
security  of  which  we  had  sacrificed  nearly  one 
million  and  a  half  of  dollars — was  rendered  safe 
from  their  depredations.  Was  it  a  small  object 
then,  to  be  on  good  terms  with  a  Power  which 
held  so  effectual  a  check  over  those  formidable 
pirates  ?  Ought  this  good  understanding  to  bare 
been  endangered  by  withholding  an  accustomed 
mark  of  respect,  which  she  expected,  and  of  which 
she  had  set  the  example  ?  And  for  what  object 
do  gentlemen  contend  that  this  risk  ought  to  have 
been  incurred ;  this  good  understanding  endan- 
gered ?  For  $4,500.  Was  this  the  wisdom  of 
legislators,  or  was  it  the  foolish,  versatile  conduct 
of  angry  and  petulant  children  7 

Upon  the  whole,  he  said,  considering  the  length 
ot  time  that  this  establishment  had  continued; 
the  solemnity  with  which  it  had  been  so  repeat- 
edly  sanctioned  by  Congress ;  the  critical  nature 
of  our  present  situation ;  the  importance  of  pre- 
serving all  our  means  of  good  understanding  with 
friendly  Powers;  the  versatile  conduct  which 
would  arise  from  the  present  motion,  to  do  away 
establishments  so  lately  approved  by  this  very 
Congress ;  and  the  mischievous  tendency  of  fixing 
that  censure  on  the  Executive,  in  the  present 
crisis,  which  was  the  direct  tendency,  and  even 
the  avowed  object  of  the  present  motion;  he 
could  not  for  a  moment  suppose  that  it  would  be 
adopted  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  had  he  not  seconded  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  he  knew 
not  that  he  should  have  troubled  the  committee' 
with  his  sentiments  on  this  occasion.  He  thought  * 
the  reasons  which  had  been  adduced  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  for  the  adoption  of  his 
motion  were  forcible.  He  had  stated,  that  in  all 
Governments,  where  the  Executive  and  Legisla- 
tive powers  were  placed  in  different  bodies,  there 
was  a  constant  tendency  to  an  increase  of  Execu- 
tive patronage  by  means  of  the  power  to  appoint 
to  office.  He  did  not  expect  that  so  plain  a  posi- 
tion would  have  been  attempted  to  be  contro- 
verted. Not  that  the  gentleman  wished  to  get 
rid  of  this  patronage,  or  that  the  power  should 
be  placed  anywhere  else,  but  merely  to  prevent 
its  increasing  and  becoming  mischievous.  He 
stated,  from  proof  which  had  produced  conviction 
on  his  own  mind,  that  there  was  a  determination 
in  the  Executive  of  this  country  to  increase  that 
patronage,  by  confining  its  appointment  to  office 
to  men  of  a  certain  political  opinion.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  his  friend  make  this  declaration, 
because,  however  well  he  might  himself  hare 
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been  convinced  of  the  fact,  he  was  apprehensive 
the  same  conviction  could  not  be  produced  on  the 
minds  of  other  gentlemen ;  he  confessed  it  did  not 
produce  conviction  on  his  mind.  But  what  had 
been  heard  from  gentlemen  in  opposition  to  this 
motion?  The  doctrine  had  been  avowed.  The 
people  of  the  United  States  had  lived  to  hear, 
that  it  was  right  in  the  Executive  to  promote 
none  to  office  but  of  its  own  party.  Or,  if  not 
party,  clothe  the  thiog  in  what  words  gentlemen 
pleased,  it  came  to  the  same  meaning.  This  was 
at  once  declaring,  that  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States  had  a  party,  and  that  there  was  a 
party  in  opposition  to  the  Executive,  who  were 
not  deserving  of  the  favor  of  Government. 

Mr.  L.  wished  to  examine  this  doctrine.  Was 
it  contended  that  it  was  becoming  in  Government 
to  determine  that  men  of  a  particular  opinion 
only  should  receive  the  rewards  which  it  had  tc 
bestow  ?  For  he  denied  that  these  offices  were 
matters  of  paltry  consideration.  With  respect  to 
salary,  he  acknowledged  the  object  was  not  great ; 
but  inasmuch  as  these  offices  were  proofs  of  pub- 
lic confidence,  they  were  high  rewards.  If  this 
doctrine  were  to  be  admitted,  before  the  President 
could  appoint  any  person  to  office,  he  must  hold 
an  inquisition  upon  his  political  opinion,  and  re- 
quire proofs  of  his.  having  always  acted  in  a  cer- 
tain way.  If  this  were  to  be  done,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  would  sink  from  the  exalted 
situation  of  the  head  of  a  free  people  to  the  mise- 
rable leader  of  a  party.  This  was  one  effect; 
but  there  were  others.  It  was  supposed,  in  his 
selection  for  office,  the  President  would  seek  for 
virtue  and  talents.  But  if  the  doctrine  of  gen- 
tlemen were  to  prevail,  if  men  of  this  description 
were  not  to  be  found  of  a  certain  opinion,  men 
must  be  chosen  devoid  of  talents  and  of  virtue. 

Mr.  L.  would  not  believe,  therefore,  notwith- 
standing gentlemen  had  avowed  it  to  be  the  case, 
that  the  Executive  had  come  to  any  such  deter- 
mination. He  believed  that  those  gentlemen 
thought  it  would  be  right  for  him  to  do  so ;  but 
be  could  not  believe  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  joined  them  in  opinion.  Nay,  he 
•had  his  own  declaration  that  he  did  not;  for,  in 
the  address  which  he  delivered  on  his  inaugura- 
tion, which  might  be  considered  as  bis  political 
creed,  he  expressly  declared,  that  in  appointments 
to  office,  he  would  seek  for  virtuous  men  of  all 
parties.  And  why  not?  Was  virtue  confined  to 
men  of  a  certain  political  or  religious  opinion  ? 
He  trusted  not :  and  whatever  might  be  the  pri- 
vate opinion  of  any  person  appointed  to  office,  if 
he  counteracted  the  instructions  which  were 
given  to  him,  he  stepped  beyond  the  limits  of  his 
duty,  he  outstepped  the  laws ;  and,  thank  God, 
we  have  laws  that  will  punish  offences,  whether 
they  arise  from  ambition,  corruption,  or  any  other 
source  i 

But  as  he  had  already  said,  he  did  not  believe 
this ;  for  another,  and  a  very  serious  consequence, 
might  arise  from  it.  Let  us  imagine  it  possible, 
said  he,  (and  pray  God  the  imagination  may  never 
he  realized !)  that,  at  some  future  time,  the  Uni- 
ted States  should  have  a  President,  who  had  a 


predilection  for  a  particular  form  of  Government; 
who  might  think  that  the  standard  which  he  had 
formed  in  his  own.  mind  was  the  standard  of  per- 
fection, and  who  would,  therefore,  cause  all  his 
measures  to  bend  that  way.  Suppose,  for  in- 
stance, he  should  think  that  no  form  of  Govern- 
ment was  so  fit  for  this  country  as  a  monarchical 
one — that  nothing  short  of  hereditary  distinctions 
could  give  security  and  stability  to  Government ; 
if  this  were  his  opinion,  he  would,  of  course,  con- 
fine his  appointments  to  persons  who  subscribed 
to  this  sentiment.  The  consequence  of  which 
would  be,  the  Government  would  be  undermined, 
before  the  people  were  aware  of  the  design.  If 
such  ever  should  be  the  situation  of  this  country, 
he  trusted  there  would  be  republican  virtue  suffi- 
cient to  frustrate  and  overturn  the  design ;  but  it 
could  not  be  done  without  a  convulsion,  and  this 
country  knew  sufficiently  well  the  miseries  at- 
tending such  an  event,  to  authorize  every  possible 
caution  which  could  be  taken  to  prevent  so  great 
a  calamity. 

But  gentlemen  had  spoken  of  the  Executive 
being  warned,  by  awful  experience,  from  appoint- 
ing persons  to  office  of  a  certain  opinion.  The 
meaning  of  this  insinuation  could  not  be  mista- 
ken. Every  one  knew  who  was  meant  as  well 
as  if  the  gentleman  had  been  named.  Yet  those 
who  made  the  allusion  were  so  sensibly  alive  to 
every  reflection  on  character,  that  the  House  had 
been  entertained  for  half  an  hour  in  the  defence 
of  a  character  which  had  never  been  attacked  ; 
as  when  his  friend  from  Pennsylvania  mentioned 
the  gentleman  lately  appointed  to  Portugal,  it 
was  only' to  show  the  possible  effect  to  be  pro- 
duced by  Executive  patronage,  for  he  immedi- 
ately exonerated  that  gentleman  from  acting  from 
improper  motives.  Mr.  L.  acknowledged  that  the 
lesson  which  gentlemen  alluded  to,  was  an  awful 
and  important  one,  and  ought  to  be  taken  as  an 
exemplification  of  the  mischievous  doctrine  now 
contended  for.  For,  said  he,  whence  has  arisen 
our  present  dispute  with  a  certain  foreign  nation, 
but  from  an  adherence  to  the  principles  which 
gentlemen  recommended?  Whilst  that  gentle- 
man was  in  office,  our  affairs  in  that  country 
bore  a  very  different  aspect  from  what  they  bore 
after  he  was  recalled.  Let  gentlemen  think  of 
this,  and  consider  whether  it  did  not  afford  an 
awful  lesson  for  the  future  government  of  the 
Executive?  He  thought  it  did,  and  he  hoped  it 
was  a  lesson  which  would  have  its  due  effect  upon 
the  United  States. 

But,  to  turn  to  the  amendment.  It  was  ob- 
jected to  because  it  went  to  alter  what  was  al- 
ready established.  Such  arguments  as  these  had 
little  weight  on  his  mind.  He  was  never  disposed 
to  continue  any  measure  longer  than  it  was  useful. 
Gentlemen  were  called  upon  to  show  what  good 
had  been  produced  by  the  change  which  took 
place  eighteen  months  ago.  This  they  declined, 
and  called  upon  the  advocates  of  this  amendment 
to  show  what  good  would  be  produced,  if  it  were 
to  take  effect.  He  believed  it  would  produce  much 
good.  In  the  first  place,  it  would  lessen  Execu- 
tive influence ;  and  though  he  did  not  wish  wholly 
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to  destroy  this  influence — for  he  had  some  respect 
to  his  oath,  and  he  had  some  degree  of  admira- 
tion yet  remaining  for  that  instrument  called  the 
Constitution,  and  some  remembrance  left  of  the 
efforts  which  he  used  to  get  it  adopted — yet  he 
would  not  increase  it.  Did  necessity  require  that 
we  should  have  all  the  Ministers  Plenipotentiary 
we  now  have,  and  those  we  soon  shall  hare,  if 
these  are  continued  ?  Gentlemen  told  the  com- 
mittee they  did  not  know  the  reasons  which  in- 
fluenced the  Executive ;  that,  therefore,  this  busi- 
ness must  be  left  to  that  department,  and  that  all 
the  Legislature  had  to  do,  was  to  appropriate  for 
all  the  Ministers  it  might  choose  to  appoint.  This 
question  had,  however,  been  contrarily  deter- 
mined at  a  former  session,  after  a  discussion  which 
could  leave  no  doubt  upon  the  mind  of  any  one. 
Mr.  L.  said  he  would  mention  another  evil,  which 
he  trusted  would  make  some  impression  upon 
the  House — that  was  the  expense  of  the  Minis- 
ters in  question,  which,  as  he  oelieved  it  was  un- 
necessary, ought  to  be  avoided ;  for,  though  the 
gentleman  last  up  had  said  something  about  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  Portugal,  he  never 
heard  ofany  to  be  derived  from  Prussia.  Indeed, 
experience  showed,  that  though  we  had  gone  on 
increasing  our  diplomatic  agents,  no  good  thing 
had  ever  been  produced  by  them,  except  the  Spa- 
nish Treaty,  which  was  of  real  advantage  to  the 
country;  some  other  things  had  been  done  by 
them,  which,  he  believed,  had  been  far  better  un- 
done. Indeed,  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, (Mr.  Pincknby,)  than  whom  no  one  could 
be  better  able  to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject, 
declared  that,  in  his  opinion,  our  diplomatic  con- 
nexions had  been  injurious  to  this  country,  and 
that  they  ought  to  be  got  rid  of  as  soon  as  conve- 
nient ;  though,  he  added,  he  did  not  think  this  a 
proper  time,  or  that  this  was  the  best  mode  of  do- 
ing the  business.  He  thought  this  declaration 
ought  to  have  great  weight. 

Mr.  Dana  said  he  found,  that  if  this  amendment 
took  place,  it  would  produce  a  saving  of  $4,500  a 
year  to  three  Ministers,  which  would  be  $13,500 
a  year  in  the  whole.  Yet  the  gentleman  last  up 
even  considered  this  saving  as  worthy  of  the  de- 
bate which  had  taken  place.  In  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view,  he  supposed  the  debate  itself  would 
cost  more  money.  But  with  respect  to  economy, 
this  was  vulgar  lopping,  and  a  miserable  attempt 
at  public  economy.  Public  economy  was  not  to 
be  thus  attained^  but  by  introducing  order  and  sys- 
tem into  our  affairs,  and  by  employing  talents  in 
our  public  offices.  But  it  was  said  our  liberties 
were  in  danger  from  an  extension  of  Executive 
'  patronage.  This,  he  allowed,  was  an  admirable 
theme  for  popular  declamation,  and  perhaps  might 
produce  the  effect  which  the  mover  and  support- 
ers of  the  business  wished.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  spoke  of  the  liberties  of  the  people  as  de- 
pending upon  the  minorities  in  Congress,  and  that 
the  preservation  of  the  Constitution  was  owing  to 
them — at  least  he  so  understood  the  gentleman ; 
he  would  correct  him  if  he  was  wrong.  [Mr. 
Nicholas  restated  what  he  had  said.]  Mr.  Dana 
continued,  though  the  gentleman  had  not  said 


expressly  so,  he  seemed  to  wish  this  to  be  the  un- 
demanding of  what  he  said;  and  he  considered 
this  as  a  key  to  the  whole  debate.  This  motion 
and  this  debate  were  intended  to  attract  public 
attention.  If  the  gentleman  thought  this  was  the 
way  to  preserve  the  liberties  of  the  people,  he  vis 
certainly  right  in  adopting  this  mode ;  but  newts 
sorry  that  for  this  purpose  the  committee  should 
be  reduced  to  mere  puppets,  since  the  speeches 
which  were  made  on  this  occasion  were  addressed 
more  to  the  stenographers  and  the  galleries  tbu 
to  the  Chair  or  to  the  members  present  Admit- 
ting that  this  was  the' view  in  which  the  business 
was  brought  forward,  he  doubted  not  it  would  be 
fully  answered. 

But  what  did  the  arguments  of  gentlemen,  with 
respect  to  Executive  patronage,  prove?  Everything 
ana  nothing.  Could  an  office  be  made  without 
increasing  Executive  patronage?  It  certainly 
could  not ;  and,  therefore,  to  prevent  this  patron- 
age every  office  under  the  Government  ought  to 
be  annihilated.  But  the  Constitution  had  de- 
clared the  Executive  was  to  appoint  to  office. 
The  framers  of  it  knew  this  would  give  the  Ex- 
ecutive some  power,  but  they  gave  it  notwith- 
standing. He  might  upon  the  same  ground  object 
to  the  superior  talents  of  the  mover  of  this  amend- 
ment, which  gave  him  so  great  an  influence  in 
this  House,  as  being  incompatible  with  the  equal- 
ity upon  which  the  members  of  that  body  stood, 
and  propose  some  process  by  which  they  might  be 
reduced  to  the  common  standard.  He  did  not 
think  the  argument  applied  specifically  to  any- 
thing. 

The  next  argument  was  the  danger  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  a  concurrence  in  opinion  between 
the  different  branches  of  the  Government,  as  the 
different  departments  were  intended  to  be  checb 
upon  each  other.  For  his  own  part  he  apprehend- 
ed no  danger  from  this  source.  It  was  not  pro- 
bable that  they  would  agree  in  measures  that 
were  wrong,  but  that  they  would  agree  in  those 
which  were  right.  But,  according  to  the  doc- 
trine of  some  gentlemen,  the  Government  was 
made  up  of  hostility  and  mutual  rivalry  between 
its  different  branches;  and  that  when  the  two 
Houses  and  the  President  concurred  in  any  meas- 
ure, mischief  was  to  be  the  consequence.  This 
idea  of  Government,  on  the  contrary,  was,  that 
when  the  different  branches  concurred,  the  things 
which  they  did  were  right;  and  that  when  they 
did  not  concur,  that  something  was  wrong.  He 
did  not  believe  there  was  any  danger  to  be  appre- 
hended from  the  influence  of  Executive  patron- 
age on  the  members  of  the  Legislature.  Indeed, 
considering  the  obloquy  which  patriotism  thought 
it  necessary  to  cast  upon  public  officers,  he  did  not 
think  their  situations  were  enviable.  How  many 
candidates  for  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  could  the 

Gentleman  from  Virginia  point  to  in  that  House  1 
f  he  knew  one,  it  was  more  than  he  did.  Another 
argument  was,  that  diplomatic  agents  were  not 
necessary  for  commercial  purposes,  but  that  Con- 
suls were  sufficient  for  this  business.  Commercial 
concerns  between  individuals  could  doubtless  be 
so  settled,  but  when  questions  came  into  view  of 
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a  national  kind.  Ministers  were  necessary  to  settle 
them.  He  had  not  the  hardihood  to  say  none 
such  would  take  place. 

But  as  an  argument  against  the  amendment : 
The  persons  now  in  office  were  sent  to  Europe 
under  an  idea  of  remaining  there  for  some  time, 
and  had  arranged  their  affairs  accordingly.  As 
it  respected  the  present  gentlemen  in  office,  the 
measure  would,  therefore,  be  unjust,  for  it  could 
not  be  supposed  that  they  would  continue  to  bold 
their  offices  when  their  salaries  were  reduced  one- 
half.  Besides,  etiquette  required  that  we  should 
have  the  same  grade  of  Ministers  abroad  that  for- 
eign Courts  had  here. 

He  concluded  by  observing  that  he  forbore  to 
follow  gentlemen  into  observations  wholly  un- 
connected with  the  question  before  them.  The 
present  state  of  Europe,  he  said,  forbade  the  pro- 
posed reduction  of  our  Ministers,  as  there  proba- 
bly never  was  a  time  when  trifling  causes  pro- 
duced greater  events,  or  when  the  talents  of  Min- 
isters abroad  might  be  more  useful  to  this  country. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  the  committee  had  been 
told,  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  by  some  gentle- 
men, that  this  attempt  to  reduce  the  number  of 
our  Ministers  was  unconstitutional ;  by  others,  that 
it  was  inexpedient ;  and  even  some  gentlemen, 
who  agreed  to  the  general  expediency  of  the  mea- 
sure, believed  it  would  be  attended  with  inconve- 
nience from  our  present  foreign  relations. 

In  relation  to  the  Constitutionality  of  the  thing, 
he  did  not  believe,  whatever  doctrine  was  sup- 
ported with  respect  to  treaties,  that  upon  this  oc- 
casion the  committee  should  be  told  that  they 
were  interfering  with  the  Constitutional  power 
vested  in  the  President.    It  was  true  that  he  had 
the  general  power  of  appointing  Ambassadors, 
bat  it  was  not  less  true  that  the  Legislature  had 
the  sole  and  exclusive  power  to  provide  for  all  the 
expenses  of  the  Union. .  Hence  arose  the  idea  of 
ours  being  a  Government    of  departments,  so 
formed  as  to  be  a  check  upon  eacn  other.    But 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  N.  Smith) 
said  there  was  no  such  thing  as  a  check  of  de- 
partments ;  that  each  was  distinct ;  and,  though 
each  had  checks  within  itself,  none  of  them  check- 
ed the  other.    And  to  illustrate  his  position,  he 
introduced  the  simile  of  a  clock,  at  the  same  time 
that  he  told  them  that  the  Executive  Department 
was  the  main-spring  which  put  the  clock  in  mo- 
tion, whilst  Mr.  G.  supposed  he  meant  that  the 
other  branches  were  merely  the  hands,  which 
moved  as  they  were  directed.    But  if  there  was 
any  act  whieh  could  not  be  done  but  by  all  the 
branches,  each  had  its  share  in  deciding  upon  the 
propriety  of  it.    When  a  treaty  was  made  it  had 
been  argued  that  that  House  had  nothing  to  do 
but  to  carry  it  into  effect ;  but  here  it  was  said 
that  the  House  were  bound  to  provide  for  every 
Ambassador  appointed ;  and  ir,  by  withholding 
salaries,  they  obliged  the  President  to  send  Min- 
isters Resident,  where  he  wished  to  send  Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary,  they  would  act  inconsistent- 
ly with  the  Constitution.    Though  gentlemen 
might  make  speeches  on  this  subject  they  must 
know  that  where  the  Legislature  had  a  right  to 


act,  it  had  a  right  to  deliberate  and  to  use  its  dis- 
cretion. That  it  was  better  for  the  interest  of  the 
nation  that  the  departments  should  act  in  union, 
he  allowed,  and  also  that  it  was  right  to  give  that 
support  to  the  Executive  which  the  dignity  and 
happiness  of  the  nation  required. 

With  respect  to  the  expediency  of  this  amend- 
ment, he  would  ask  whether  anything  had  been 
said  to  show  that  the  extension  of  our  foreign  po- 
litical connexions  would  conduce  to  the  greater 
happiness  of  the  United  States?  Our  present  criti- 
cal situation  was  not  owing,  as  had  been  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from    South    Carolina,  (Mr. 
Harper,)  to  our    commercial   intercourse,  but 
from  the  operation  of  treaties  and  our  political 
connexions.      No  truth  was  more  strongly   im- 
pressed upon  his  mind  than  that  the  extension  of 
our  political  intercourse  with  foreign  nations  was 
highly  dangerous  to  us.    And  when  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana)  charged  those 
who  advocated  this  amendment  with  addressing 
the  galleries  and  the  people  out  of  doors,  rather 
than  the  members  of  the  committee,  Mr.  G.  sup- 
posed he  believed  the  public  opinion  was  with 
them,  and  that  it  was  this  conviction  which  pro- 
duced the  declaration.    He  said  he  thought  the 
gentleman  right,  and  that  the  people  would  read 
their  speeches,  attend  to  the  subject,  and  decide 
with  them  against  increasing  our  diplomatic  in- 
tercourse.   Could  it  be  said  that  any  good  had 
arisen  from  this  source?     It  was  true  treaties 
had  been    made,  but    no  treaty  had  been  made 
since   the  adoption  of  the  present  Government, 
by    Ministers    Resident    at   any  Court   at    the 
time.    If  any  benefits  were  derived  to  the  coun- 
try from  the  British  Treaty,  they  must  be  attribu- 
ted to  the  Envoy  Extraordinary,  and  not  to  our 
Minister  at  that  Court.    And  when  our  treaty 
with  Spain  was  concluded,  it  was  necessary  to 
send  a  Minister  Resident  at  another  Court  to  do 
the  business.     Since  our  treaties  were  always 
made  by  special  Envoys,  what  advantage  could 
it  be  to  have  numerous  Ministers  Plenipotentiary 
in  Europe  ?    In  the  present  critical  situation  of 
that  country,  agitated  as  it  was  to  the  centre,  was 
it  not  to  be  apprehended  that  our  Ministers  would 
participate,  in  some  degree,  in  the  party  spirit 
which  there  abounded,  and  rank  themselves  on 
one  side  or  the  other,  which  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  draw  this  country  into  a  vortex  from 
which   we  were  so    happily  separated  by   the 
Atlantic  ?  We  were  the  only  nation,  he  said,  who 
possessed  a  Government,  on  a  firm  foundation,  in 
which  civil  and  religious  liberty  was  fully  recog- 
nised ;  we,  therefore,  enjoyed  what  the  people  of 
Europe  were  seeking  after.    We  have  nothing  to 
wish,  except  to  remain  in  our  present  situation. 
Why,  then,  should  we  hazard  the  being  involved 
in  European  broils  ?    He  had  before  stated  that 
Consuls  were  equal  to  every  commercial  regula- 
tion, and  he  Had  heard  nothing  to  change  his 
opinion.    Seeing,  therefore,  that  these  diplomatic 
agents  were  rather   dangerous  than  useful,  he 
thought  it  time  to  put  a  stop  to  their  increase.    It 
might  be  said  that  in  this  opinion  he  differed  from 
|  the  Executive.     He  felt  the  weight  of  this  re- 
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mark*  and  it  was  with  some  diffidence  that  he  ex- 
pressed it ;  but  it  was  his  opinion,  and  therefore  he 
could  not  withhold  it.  whether  the  President 
had  any  information  which  led  him  to  a  different 
opinion,  he  could  not  tell ;  he  could  only  act  from 
what  he  knew,  and  he  should  not  be  deterred  from 
forming  an  opinion  because  another  department  of 
the  Government  might  possess  information  which 
he  had  not.  He  should  follow  his  own  opinion, 
unbiassed  by  any  authority. 

But  it  was  said,  though  it  might  be  proper  to 
diminish  our  foreign  intercourse,  it  was  improper 
to  do  it  at  present.  He  agreed  it  would  be  wrong 
to  do  it  violently.  He  believed  thai  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  mover  of  this  amendment ;  but 
he  could  see  no  objection  to  saying,  at  this  time, 
when  the  extension  should  cease.  With  respect 
to  the  gentlemen  now  abroad,  they  knew  when 
they  accepted  their  offices,  they  were  liable  to  two 
events,  viz :  to  the  recall  of  the  President,  and  to 
a  refusal  of  the  Legislature  to  renew  the  law  rela- 
tive to  foreign  intercourse,  when  it  expired.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  no  act  of  injustice  to  them  to 
agree  to  the  amendment. 

Gentlemen  considered  the  saving  of  a  few  thou- 
sand dollars  a  year  a  paltry  economy,  and  that  it 
was  necessary  to  appoint  men  of  talents  fully  com- 
petent to  offices  or  this  kind.  He  agreed,  that 
competent  persons  ought  to  be  appointed ;  but 
Ministers  Resident,  at  a  salary  of  $4,500  a  year, 
were  possessed  of  the  same  powers  with  Ministers 
Plenipotentiary ;  the  only  difference  between  them, 
was  in  their  style  of  living.  To  lower  the  sala- 
ries, therefore,  would  not  diminish  the  competi- 
tion for  these  offices.  He  did  not  know  that  the 
one  salary  would  command  higher  talents  than  the 
other ;  nor  did.  he  suppose  that,  when  our  Minis- 
ters Resident  at  Portugal  and  Holland  were  clothed 
with  the  commissions  of  Ministers  Plenipotentiary 
at  Madrid  and  Berlin,  and,  of  course,  their  salaries 
doubled,  that  their  talents  received  the  same  pro- 
portion of  increase. 

Mr.  G.  insisted  that  his  former  statement,  with 
respect  to  the  appropriations  for  this  object,  was 
right,  notwithstanding  what  had  been  asserted  by 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  to  the  con- 
trary. 

But  the  advocates  of  this  motion  had  been 
charged  with  improperly  drawing  into  view  the 
subject  of  Executive  patronage,  and*  when  speak- 
ing upon  this  subject,  he  himself  had  been  charged 
with  making  an  "illiberal  and  unfounded  charge." 
That  what  he  said  might  be  incorrect,  was  proba- 
ble, from  the  information  given  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina ;  but  that  what  he  said  was 
illiberal  and  unfounded,  he  denied. 

Mr.  G.  said,  it  was  true,  that  the  sum  of  money 

groposed  to  be  saved  by  tnis  amendment  was  not 
tree.  Gentlemen  might,  if  they  pleased,  call  it  a 
paltry  saving;  but  having  first  established  the 
Tact,  that  these  officers  were  not  onty  unnecessary, 
but  dangerous,  though  the  saving  was  not  large, 
it  ought  to  be  made.  Put  it  was  said  that  our 
Government  was  so  pure,  so  untainted,  that  the 
patronage,  which  was  wished  to  be  guarded  against, 
can  have  no  effect  in  this  country ;  and  the  gen- 


tleman from  Connecticut  had  said,  the  charge 
could  have  no  ground,  except  he  had  taken  his 
(Mr.  G.'s)  own  heart  for  a  standard.  He  believed 
that  the  observations  on  this  subject  had  nothing 
to  do  with  either  of  their  hearts.  He  should  not 
expect  much  credit  to  be  given  to  any  declarations 
which  he  might  make  on  that  floor  as  to  the  pa- 
rity of  his  motives.  Indeed,  he  took  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  state  his  reasons  for  or  against  any  ques- 
tion which  came  before  the  House,  and  alter  de- 
livering them  in  the  best  manner  he  was  able,  to 
leave  them  to  have  the  effect  they  deserved.  He 
thought  the  gentleman's  remark,  therefore,  un- 
worthy of  notice ;  but  he  again  called  upon  the 
committee  to  consult  the  history  of  all  other  na- 
tions, whose  Governments  were,  in  any  degree, 
similar  to  ours ;  and  it  would  be  seen  that  an  un- 
due extension  of  Executive  patronage  had  been 
the  destruction  of  them  all.  But  was  there  no 
reason  to  guard  against  this  patronage  upon  the 
gentleman's  own  ground  ?  There  certainly  was ; 
for,  according  to  their  doctrine,  the  power  of  the 
Executive  was  unbounded  in  its  nature,  and  with- 
out check,  as  they  say  the  President  has  a  right 
to  appoint  as  many  Ministers  as  he  pleases,  and 
the  Legislature  is  bound  to  provide  for  their  sala- 
ries. When  such  a  doctrine  was  avowed,  was  it 
not  right,  he  asked,  to  state  all  the  consequences 
to  which  it  led  ?    He  thought  it  was. 

Again,  he  would  ask,  whether  the  experience 
of  this  Government  had  not  shown,  that  this  pa- 
tronage, so  far  as  it  related  to  the  Legislature,  was 
more  dangerous  than  any  other?  In  the  last  four 
years,  five  Ministers  had  been  sent  to  Europe,  four 
of  whom  had  been  taken  from  the  Legislature  of 
the  United  States — one.  he  believed,  after  the  pe- 
riod for  which  he  was  elected  was  expired.  Com- 
bine with  this  fact,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  choose  men  for  office  only  from  those 
whose  opinions  are  consonant  to  its  own,  and  look 
at  the  situation  of  members  of  Congress.  They 
see  written,  in  legible  characters,  u  there  is  no 
hope  of  being  appointed  to  office,  except  your  opin- 
ions be  in  conformity  to  that  of  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States." 

If,  said  Mr.  G.,  in  the  youth  of  our  country  and 
Government,  we  do  not  feel  the  effect  of  this  kind 
of  influence,  as  it  had  been  experienced  in  other 
countries,  it  is  owing  solely  to  that  cause,  and  he 
would  venture  to  say  there  was  no  other  Legisla- 
ture in  existence  upon  which  such  a  fact  would 
not  make  some  impression ;  and  if  it  did  not  make 
any  here  at  present,  were  they  to  suppose  that  this 
country  was  so  much  more  favored  by  Providence 
than  others,  that  the  same  effects  might  not.  in 
process  of  time,  be  produced  here  by  similar  causes 
as  in  other  nations  i  And  ought  they  not  to  guard 
against  it  in  time?  He  thought  prudence  directed 
them  to  do  so. 

With  respect  to  the  illiberal  and  unfounded 
charge  which  it  had  been  said  he  bad  made — 
when  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had 
stated,  that,  since  the  appointment  of  an  Ambas- 
sador to  Berlin,  nothing  had  taken  place  which 
could  indue©  us  to  change  our  views,  he,  in  an- 
swer, stated,  that  there  were  other  reasons;  and 
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then,  not  as  if  he  were  making  any  new  discovery, 
asked  if  such  a  fact  were  not  recollected ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  acquitted  the  gentleman  alluded  to 
of  acting  under  undue  impressions.  Indeed,  he 
knew  that  gentleman's  opinion  so  well  on  matters 
of  this  kind,  that  he  was  certain  he  would  have 
voted  the  money,  whoever  might  have  been  ap- 
pointed. But  he  drew  the  conclusion  that  he 
knew  the  fact,  that  he  was  to  be  appointed  to  the 
office  at  the  time.  If  that  was  an  illiberal  con- 
clusion, he  was  guilty  ;  but  when  a  man  support- 
ed an  appropriation  to-day,  and  three  days  after 
was  appointed  to  the  office  contemplated  by  it, 
it  was  difficult  to  suppose  he  knew  nothing  of  it 
at  the  time.  The  gentleman  from  South  Caroli- 
na had  sajd  it  appeared  from  the  Journals  that  he 
did  not  know  of  it ;  but  he  supposed,  notwithstand- 
ing, that  more  than  three  days  were  necessary  for 
the  arrangement  of  such  a  business.  But  it  was 
supposed  he  meant  to  make  an  illiberal  attack 
upon  that  gentleman ;  the  truth  was.  he  did  not 
mean  the  attack  against  the  person  appointed,  but 
against  the  person  making  the  appointment.  He 
conceived  the  appointment  improper ;  but  he  ex- 

Eressed  himself  as  delicately  as  he  was  able.  Now, 
e  was  put  upon  this  head,  he  must  £0  further. 
He  found  in  the  Constitution  the  following  clause: 
"No  Senator  or  Representative  shall,  during  the 
time  for  which  he  was  elected,  be  appointed  to 
any  civil  office,  under  the  authority  oi  the  United 
States,  which  shall  have  been  created,  or  the  emol- 
uments of  which  shall  have  been  increased,  during 
such  time."  And  here  he  would  ask  gentlemen 
who  thought  Executive  patronage  ought  not  to  be 
feared,  why  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  in- 
serted a  clause  of  this  kind,  if  they  had  not  feared 
this  patronage  ?  It  was  to  this  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution, and  to  nothing  else,  that  he  had  refer* 
ence,  in  the  allusion  which  he  had  made;  and 
though  the  appointment  might  not 'be  expressly 
against  the  letter  of  the  Constitution,  it  was  cer- 
tainly against  its  spirit. 

He  would  make  only  an  additional  remark  in 
relation  to  expediency.  It  had  been  said;  that  to 
pass  this  amendment  in  our  present  situation  with 
foreign  countries,  would  tend  to  show  an  existing 
division  between  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States  and  the  people.  This  argument  might  be 
brought  at  all  times,  as  the  occasions  were  not  un- 
frequent  in  which  the  several  branches  of  Gov- 
ernment differed  in  opinion;  nor  was  this  to  be 
lamented;  it  was  natural-  and  what  could  not  be 
avoided.  But  it  was  said  that  those  foreign  Gov- 
ernments with  whom  we  were  connected  might 
take  umbrage  at  a  measure  of  this  kind ;  and  that 
when  foreign  countries  sent  Ministers  of  a  certain 
grade  to  us,  we  were  bound  by  the  forms  of  eti- 
quette to  return  to  them  Ministers  of  the  same 
rank.  To  do  this  would  be  to  do  something  more 
than  what  the  President  of  the  United  States 
might  require  them  to  do ;  it  was  obliging  the 
Legislature  to  follow,  not  only  the  will  of  the 
President,  but  the  whims  and  caprices  of  every 
foreign  nation  who  chose,  from  what  reason  no- 
body could  tell,  to  send  Ministerial  characters  to 
country.    To  support  an  expense  of  this 


kind,  he  believed,  would  be  making  a  little  too 
free  with  the  Treasury  of  the  IJnited  States. 

Gentlemen  who  supported  this  amendment  had 
been  charged  with  using  declamation ;  yet,  said 
he,  those  who  thus  charge  us,  tell  the  committee 
that  we  are  persons  who  wish  this  country  tamely 
to  submit  to  the  will  of  a  foreign  nation !  He 
would  ask  whether  or  not  this  was  declamation  ? 
He  asked  what  connexion  submitting  to  the  will 
of  a  foreign  nation  had  with  this  amend- 
ment? and  what  kind  of  difference  it  could  make 
in  the  termination  of  our  present  negotiation,  or 
on  our  conduct  hereafter,  whether  this  amend- 
ment passed  or  not?  He  could  see  none;  and 
when  gentlemen  were  told  they  made  speeches  to 
catch  the  ears  of  the  populace;  or  vulgar,  he 
thought  they  might  with  propriety  reply,  that 
nothing  which  had  fallen  from  them  was  more 
calculated  for  this  purpose  than  what  fell  from 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper.) 

Mr.N.  Smith  denied  that  he  had  compared  the 
Executive  to  the  main-spring  of  a  clock,  and  re- 
stated what  he  had  said  respecting  the  different 
branches  of  Government  being  independent  of 
each  other. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Monday,  January  22. 

John  Milledge,  from  the  State  of  Georgia,  ap- 
peared and  took  hts  seat. 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject  of  W.  Blount's  conspiracy,  reported 
two  letters  which  had  been  received  by  the  com- 
mittee— one  from  the  Chevalier  d'Yrujo,  denying 
that  he  had  at  any  time  given  or  promised  any 
money  or  other  reward  to  John  Phillips  Ripley, 
as  stated  in  the  deposition  of  Abraham  Holden. 
He  acknowledges  that  whilst  he  was  in  New 
York,  that  Ripley  was  arrested  for  debt,  and  that 
from  his  having  spoken  well  of  his  character  to 
Mr.  S  tough  ton,  the  Spanish  Consul  there,  that 
gentleman  became  bail  for  him.  The  letter 
from  Mr.  Ripley  is  confirmative  of  this  statement. 
Both  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  having  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  foreign  intercourse,  and  Mr.  Nicho- 
las's amendment  being  under  consideration, 

Mr.  Griswold  said,  if,  instead  of  reducing  the 
number  of  our  foreign  Ministers  Plenipotentiary, 
it  had  been  the  intention  of  the  present  amend- 
ment to  make  an  inquiry  into  the  reasonableness 
of  the  salaries  at  present  allowed  to  our  foreign 
agents,  he  should  most  cheerfully  have  gone  into 
the  investigation,  as  he  believed  it  was  a  subject 
upon  which  the  House  had  a  full  right  to  legis- 
late; but  when  he  heard  gentlemen  declare  that 
this  was  not  their  object,  but  that  it  was  their  in- 
tention to  check  a  power  which  the  Constitution 
had  placed  in  the  Executive,  the  motion  would 
meet  his  decided  negative. 

The  ground  which  gentleman  had  taken  went 
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to  declare,  that  though  the  Constitution  had  said 
that  the  President,  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate, 
should  appoint  Ambassadors  and  other  public 
Ministers,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  and  others, 
say  that  he  should  not  do  this;  that  they  will  tie 
up  his  hands  so  as  to  put  it  out  of  his  power  to 
execute  this  provision  of  the  Constitution.  So 
that  in  this  question,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Constitution  were  on  one  side,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  and  his  friends  on 
the  other.  For  himself  he  had  no  difficulty  in  de- 
ciding where  such  were  the  parties. 

If  past  experience  had  not  taught  the  House 
that  attempts  were  frequently  made  to  invade  the 
Constitutional  powers  of  the  Executive,  such  a 
motion  as  the  present  would  produce  surprise; 
but,  as  former  attempts  of  this  kind  had  not  only 
been  made,  but  repelled,  as  they  ought,  he  trusted 
the  same  issue  would  take  place  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Gentlemen  had  stated  our  Constitution  as  filled 
with  balances  and  checks,  and  that  different  de- 
partments were  intended  to  check  each  other.  He 
allowed  that  each  had  checks  within  itself;  but 
if  the  departments  were  to  check  each  other,  the 
Government  could  not  proceed  ;  and  however  this 
doctrine  might  be  discussed  with  metaphysical 
subtlety,  its  tendency  was  to  stop  the  wheels  of 
Government.  He  hoped  this  doctrine  of  checks, 
which  had  been  introduced  into  the  House  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin,) 
would  not  extend  itself  in  this  country,  as  it  con- 
tained more  mischiefs  than  Pandora's  box.  But 
suppose,  for  the  sake  of  discussion,  this  doctrine 
were  admitted,  and  that  that  House  had  a  right 
to  check  the  Executive  in  the  exercise  of  its 
Constitutional  powers,  would  it  be  proper  to  ex- 
ercise it  on  the  present  occasion  ?  Was  it,  even 
in  the  most  peaceable  times,  proper  to  curtail  our 
diplomatic  corps,  since  our  commerce  spreads  to 
all  parts  of  the  world,  and  disputes  must  necessa- 
rily arise,  which  could  be  removed  only  by  the 
interference  of  our  Ministers?  Gentlemen  alleged 
that  this  could  be  done  by  Consuls ;  it  struck  him 
not.  Who  were  these  Consuls  ?  Men  of  respect- 
ability, undoubtedly;  but  mere  moneyed  men,  pur- 
suing private  objects  for  the  purposes  of  gain,  who 
Possessed  neither  leisure  nor  ability  to  manage  a 
usiness  of  this  kind.  Diplomatic  agents,  he  said. 
Were  uniformly  employed  in  all  countries,  except, 
indeed,  in  Turkey,  or  in  the  tyrannical  States  of 
Barbary — States  which  he  trusted  gentlemen 
would  not  produce  for  the  United  States  to  imi- 
tate. If  even  it  should  be  proper  in  such  a  state 
of  things,  would  it  be  proper  at  this  time  ?  Was 
the  present  a  state  of  tranquillity  and  peace? 
Were  our  affairs  going  on  well  ?  Was  not  Europe 
convulsed  to  the  centre?  Did  not  every  day  pro- 
duce a  revolution  or  a  massacre  ?  And  were  we 
unconnected  with  Europe?  Did  not  our  com- 
merce carry  us  there,  and  was  not  our  capital 
there?  Yet  bur  diplomatic  agents  are  to  be  discon- 
tinued, and  our  commerce  left  to  shift  for  itself, 
and  in  case  of  disputes  no  explanations  could  be 
had.  The  business  was  to  be  dropped  at  once; 
and  what  was  worse,  it  was  to  be  done  because 


the  Legislature  placed  no  confidence  in  the  Exe- 
cutive of  the  Government — because  one  depart- 
ment of  Government  was  opposed  to  the  other, 
which  had  the  appearance  ot  a  nation  fighting 
against  itself.  Were  gentlemen  desirous  that  sucE 
a  picture  of  our  situation  should  cross  the  Atlantic? 
He  thought  no  gentlemen  could  say  this  would  be 
acting  prudently. 

But,  notwithstanding  these  considerations,  gen- 
tlemen still  say  this  motion  ought  to  be  agreed  to. 
because  the  Executive  is  already  possessed  of  im- 
mense patronage,  which  is  spreading  its  influence 
through  every  department,  and  has  become  so 
alarming  as  to  make  it  necessary  to  sacrifice  every 
consideration  in  order  to  have  it  lessened.  When 
he  heard  language  of  this  kind,  he  could  scarcely 
refrain  from  smiling.  What,  he  asked,  was  this 
alarming  influence  ?  It  could  not  be  doubted  that 
in  some  Governments  where  the  appointments 
were  numerous,  and  where  the  Executive  was  i 
permanent  establishment,immense  influence  might 
be  acquired.  But  what  was  the  situation  of  oar 
Executive  ?  It  was  true,  it  had  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing to  office ;  but  the  offices  were  not  very 
desirable,  and  the  execution  of  some  of  them  was 
attended  with  obloquy  and  reproach ;  besides,  the 
duration  of  our  Executive  was  limited  to  a  four- 
years  lease.  And  yet  gentlemen  charge  the  Exe- 
cutive with  being  possessed  of  an  influence  which 
they  foretell  win  be  the  destruction  of  Govern- 
ment. Such  opinions  he  could  only  consider  as 
mere  chimeras  of  the  brain,  supported  upon  no 
rational  ground. 

But  gentlemen  went  further,  and  said  that  this 
power  had  actually  been  abused,  as  the  Execu- 
tive, in  his  appointments  to  office,  had  respect  to 
the  opinions  of  those  whom  he  chose.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  had  thought,  from  some  appoint- 
ments which  had  been  made,  that  the  President 
had  not  ad  dp  ted  the  determination  which  some 
gentleman  were  of  opinion  he  had,  though  he  ac- 
knowledged it  was  a  determination  which  every 
real  friend  of  the  Government  must  wish  to  see 
adopted.  Could  it  be  believed,  that  the  President 
would  not  have  some  respect  to  the  opinions  or 
the  men  he  employed  ?  Gentlemen  could  not  be- 
lieve this.  What !  employ  men  whose  very  opin- 
ions and  principles  led  to  disorder ! — to  appoint 
men  to  office  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  order 
and  peace,  whose  very  opinions  lead  to  disorgani- 
zation and  confusion  1  Was  this  to  be  done?  He 
thought  not ;  and  if  the  determination  of  attending 
to  the  opinions  of  men  appointed  had  not  ben 
adopted,  it  ought  to  be  adopted.  Indeed,  he  had 
been  led  to  believe,  that  there  was  a  class  of  men 
in  this  country,  who,  from  the  sober  conviction  of 
their  minds,  being  convinced  that  most  of  the  mea- 
sures of  Government  were  wrong,  had  determined 
not  to  accept  of  any  office  under  it.  and,  bv  that 
means,  assist  in  its  execution ;  but  if  he  rightly  un- 
derstood the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Bald- 
win,) he  supposed  he  had  been  deceived  in  this 
respect,  as  he  seemed  to  say,  that  they  were  not 
only  willing,  but  desirous,  of  accepting  offices  under 
Government.  He  could  not  have  believed  this,  as 
it  supposed  a  baseness  of  character  whioh  he  had 
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hoped  did  not  exist  in  the  United  States.  What ! 
were  gentlemen  who  had  been  uniformly  opposed 
to  every  measure  of  Government,  now  ready  to 
step  in  and  take  part  in  the  execution  of  that  Gov- 
ernment ?  Were  they  willing  to  become  the 
justifiers  of  those  measures  which  they  have  here- 
tofore uniformly  declared  to  be  wrong  ?  He  had 
hitherto  respected  this  class  of  men,  because  he 
believed  they  acted  from  conviction ;  but  if  they 
were  about  to  add  hypocrisy  to  their  other  crimes, 
it  was  a  proof  of  their  total  want  of  integrity.  In- 
deed, for  a  man  to  say  Administration  was  right, 
when  he  believed  it  wrong,*was  to  prove  that  he 
had  no  conscience.  He  thought,  therefore,  it  was 
highly  proper  to  choose  men  only  into  office  who 
would  act  from  principle. 

He  concluded,  there! ore.  upon  every  ground,  that 
the  motion  was  wrong.  Mr.  G.  said  that  he  could 
not  sit  down  without  noticing  some  sentiments 
which  fell  from  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
which  wore  a  serious  aspect,  and  seemed  to  aim  at 
the  very  existence  of  our  Government.  That 
gentleman  began  his  speech  by  telling  the  House 
that  all  representative  Republics  naturally  tended 
to  corruption,  and  that  Republics  were  capable  of 
attaining  to  more  tyranny  than  Monarchy,  and  to 
more  oppression  than  Despotism .  [Mr.  N ic h  olas 
explained  what  he  had  said.]  Mr.  G.  insisted 
upon  being  correct  in  his  statement;  but  he  said 
the  gentleman  did  not  stop  here.  The  remedy  for 
these  evils,  he  said,  was  only  in  feeble  minorities — ' 
in  short,  that  the  few  were  to  be  set  against  the 
many.  This  was  denouncing  Republics  with  a 
vengeance — it  went  to  the  very  foundation  of  our 
Government.  It  was  a  doctrine  which  he  never 
expected  to  hear  in  that  House ;  it  was  a  doctrine 
which  went  to  say  that  no  Representative  Repub- 
lic ought  to  exist.  But,  he  firmly  believed,  that 
instead  of  depending  upon  minorities,  the  people 
of  this  country  would  always  depend  npon  major- 
ities, whom,  lie  doubted  not,  would  continue  to 
preserve  things  as  they  ought  to  be.  That  the 
few  ought  to  be  attended  to.  in  preference  to  the 
many,  was  a  doctrine  which  might  suit  Aristocra- 
cies, but  it  would  not  do  for  this  country.  He  did 
not  see  how  this  observation  was  connected  with 
the  gentleman's  motion ;  but  he  thought  it  was  an 
attack  which  ought  not  to  pass  unnoticed,  which 
must  be  his  apology  for  the  digression  wnich  he 
had  made  in  tnese  remarks. 

Mr.  Bayard  began  his  observations  by  remark- 
ing, that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  said 
that  it  was  not  his  design  that  his  motion  should 
nave  an  immediate  effect  upon  the  Ministers  at 
present  employed.  If  the  gentleman  was  sincere 
in  his  avowal,  it  was  clear  that  he  did  not  under- 
stand his  own  motion ;  for,  whatever  amendment 
was  introduced  into  the  third  section,  which  the 
gentleman  had  intimated  might  be  so  amended  as 
to  give  the  regulation  a  distant  operation,  as  it  only 
related  to  the  sum  of  money  to  be  appropriated,  it 
would  not  enable  the  President  to  employ  a  Min- 
ister Plenipotentiary,  besides  those  at  London  and 
Paris,  at  a  higher  salary  than  $4,500. 
>  Some  gentlemen  have  said,  it  was  idle  to  talk 
about  this  House  having  the  power  to  appropriate, 


without  having  the  power  at  the  same  time  to  use 
their  discretion.  He  contended  that  the  power  of 
appointing  Ministers  was  vested  in  the  President 
and  the  House  had  no  right  to  believe  he  woula 
abuse  this  power.  It  had  been  supposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  he  might  ap- 
point an  indefinite  number  of  Ministers ;  and  were 
the  House,  in  that  case,  he  asked,  blindly  to  appro- 
priate for  them  1  This  question  was  predicated 
upon  an  abuse  of  power,  whilst  the  Constitution 
supposed  it  would  be  executed  with  fidelity.  Sup- 
pose he  were  to  state  the  question  in  an  opposite 
light.  Let  it  be  imagined  that  this  country  has  a 
misunderstanding  with  some  foreign  Power,  and 
that  the  Executive  should  appoint  a  Minister,  but 
the  House,  in  the  plenitude  of  its  powers,  should 
refuse  an  appropriation.  What  might  be  the  con- 
sequence? Would  not  the  House  have  contra- 
vened the  Constitution,  by  taking  from  the  Presi- 
dent the  power  which  by  it  is  placed  in  him  ?  It 
certainly  would.  Bo  that  this  supposition  of  the 
abuse  oi  power  would  go  to  the  destruction  of  all 
authority.  The  Legislature  was  bound  to  appro- 
priate for  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States,  and  though  the  President  might  ap- 
point a  chimney-sweeper  to  the  office,  they  would 
still  be  bound.  The  Constitution  had  trusted  the 
President,  as  well  as  it  had  trusted  that  House. 
Indeed  it  was  not  conceivable  that  the  House  could 
act  upon  the  subject  of  foreign  Ministers.  Our 
interests  with  foreign  countries  came  wholly  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Executive.  The  duties  of 
that  House  related  to  the  internal  affairs  of  the 
country ;  but  what  related  to  foreign  countries 
and  foreign  agents  was  vested  in  the  Executive 
department.  The  President  was  responsible  for 
the  manner  in  which  this  business  was  conducted. 
He  was  bound  to  communicate,  from  time  to  time, 
our  situation  with  foreign  Powers ;  and  if  plans 
were  carried  on  abroad  for  dividing  or  subjecting 
us,  if  he  were  not  to  make  due  communication  of 
the  design,  he  would  be  answerable  for  the 
neglect. 

But,  without  determining  the  point,  how  far  it 
was  Constitutional  for  the  House  to  interfere  in 
the  present  business,  it  certainly  would  not  be 
prudent  to  do  so  at  present.  Ambassadors  had 
been  called  "  honorable  spies"  to  watch  the  oper- 
ations of  foreign  Governments,  in  order  to  inform 
their  own  Government  of  every  proceeding  likely 
to  affect  it ;  and,  surely,  if  ever  there  were  an  oc- 
casion which  called  tor  such  spies,  it  was  the 
present,  when  we  saw  every  principle  of  ancient 
order  overthrown,  and  principles  of  disorder  and 
villany  introduced  which  were  never  known  in 
ancient  establishments.  Was  it  not  seen  that 
those  countries  which  were  most  powerful  were 
dismembering  and  dividing  those  which  were 
weak ;  and,  in  order  to  settle  terms  of  peace,  no 
scruple  was  made  to  cede  an  independent  Gov- 
ernment and  country,  as  a  balance  in  the  treaty. 
Nay,  he  did  not  know  but  at  this  moment  foreign 
Powers  might  be  negotiating  for  a  division  of 
these  very  States! — as  a  make-weight  in  some 
adjustment  of  belligerent  differences.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  our  Ministers  would  not  be  at  present 
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recalled ;  for,  though  they  might  not  be  able  to 
dive  into  the  secrets  of  foreign  cabinets,  they 
would  doubtless  comrauoicate  such  information 
as  would  be  useful,  and  there  was  no  probability 
of  their  doing  any  harm. 

But  gentlemen  wished,  instead  of  multiplying 
our  foreign  connexions,  that  we  should  recall 
every  foreign  agent  at  present  employed ;  if  even 
this  were  the  wish  of  this  country,  did  it  follow 
that  it  would  be  the  interest  of  the  Powers  of 
'  Europe  to  follow  the  example  ?  It  we  refused  to 
send  them  Ministers,  they  would  send  theirs  to 
this  country,  and  the  danger  in  this  business  did 
not  arise  from  our  Ministers  going  abroad,  bat 
from  foreign  Ministers  coming  nere.  And  if  for- 
eign agents  were  sent  here,  it  was  certainly  poli- 
cy, for  the  sake  of  information,  and  for  the  culti- 
vation of  harmony  and  friendship,  that  we  should 
return  the  compliment. 

But  gentlemen  said  these  appointments  ought 
not  to  be  made,  because  they  increased  Executive 
patronage.  In  addition  to  what  had  been  said  on 
this  subject,  he  would  remark,  that,  so  far  from 
these  appointments  multiplying  the  friends  of  the 
President,  he  believed  they  increased  his  enemies; 
,  for,  by  serving  one  person  in  an  appointment, 
he  alienated  the  affections  of  twenty  others  by 
disappointments. 

Gentlemen  had  talked  much  about  checks.  He 
believed  they  were  sincere  when  they  wished  the 
Executive  to  be  checked ;  he  believed  they  would 
check  and  countercheck  him,  until  they  stopped 
the  wheels  of  Government;  and  when  he  was 
manacled,  and  laid  at  the  mercy  of  the  House, 
they  would  be  satisfied.  For  his  part,  he  thought 
the  Executive  the  most  weak  and  infirm  branch 
of  the  Government ;  and  that,  if  anything  were 
to  be  feared,  it  was  from  its  weakness.  It  was 
not  a  Constitutional  idea  that  this  House  should 
check  the  Executive,  but  that  the  President  should 
have  the  power  to  check  the  Legislature.  For 
what  reason  ?  Because  the  Executive  power  was 
defined ;  its  prerogatives  are  all  specified ;  it  could 
not  act  improperly,  without  the  act  being  palpable 
to  all  the  world.  But  the  limits  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  were  undefined.  The  Constitu- 
tion checked  the  President,  but  it  was  necessary 
for  the  President  to  check  that  House,  for  geri tie- 
men  could  not  suppose  that  a  popular  body  like 
that  of  the  House  should  be  immaculate,  and  that 
no  esprit  du  corps  would  ever  lead  it  to  do  busi- 
ness which  did  not  properly  belong  to  it.  It  was 
the  nature  of  such  a  body  to  be  more  ambitious 
than  an  Executive  defined  as  ours  was.  The 
people  of  the  United  States,  therefore,  had  more 
to  fear  from  that  House  than  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States.  The  President  had  it  not 
in  his  power  to  do  much  mischief,  but  it  was  in 
the  power  of  that  House  to  destroy  the  Consti- 
tution. 

Gentlemen  had  compared  the  patronage  of  this 
Executive  with  the  patronage  of  the  Executive 
of  the  English  Government.  As  well  might  they 
compare  Calvin  Philips  to  the  Irish  Giant.  In  this 
country,  what  was  the  power  of  this  patronage  ? 
An  army  of  three  or  four  thousand  men,  a  navy 


of  three  frigates,  a  number  of  Collectors  and  Su- 
pervisors, whose  salaries  were  sufficient  to  furnish 
their  daily  bread.  What  was  the  case  in  Eng- 
land ?  An  army  almost  without  number,  a  navy 
incalculable,  a  church  patronage  unlimited,  an 
order  of  nobility  without  number — sources  which 
furnished  objects  of  temptation  to  almost  every 
individual ;  besides,  the  civil  list  of  a  million  a 
year !  But  what  had  the  President  of  the  United 
States?  About  as  much  as  would  furnish  his 
firewood  end  table!  Yet  these  two  situations  had 
been  compared  with  each  other.  But,  notwith- 
standing the  immense  patronage  of  the  English 
Government,  if  the  principle  of  equal  representa- 
tion were  introduced  into  their  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  believed,  notwithstanding  all  the  power 
of  the  Executive,  they  would  lop  off  prerogative 
after  prerogative,  till,  though  there  might  remain 
the  features,  the  substance  of  monarchy  would  be 
gone. 

Gentlemen  who  advocated  this  amendment 
seemed  to  do  it  because  men  of  a  certain  opinion 
were  appointed  to  office;  as  if  they  were  to  say, 
"  We  know  our  principles  are  such,  that  we  hare 
no  chance  of  bein£  appointed ;  therefore,  we  will 
not  suffer,  the  President  to  appoint  anybody  else.9 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  expressed  great 
surprise  on  hearing  this  principle  avowed.  But 
he  asked  whether  this  was  not  a  principle  of  the 
first  authority  in  this  country  ?  It  was  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  the  sovereign  people  themselves 
acted.  Did  they  ever  choose  Representatives  of 
a  different  opinion  from  themselves?  He  believed 
no  one  would  say  they  did.  If  he,  or  the  gentle 
man  who  differed  from  him,  held  different  opinions 
from  those  they  held,  they  should  not  appear  in 
their  present  situations.  The  President  was,  there- 
fore, justified  in  acting  in  the  same  way;  and  if 
he  had  ever  deviated  from  it,  the  deviation  had 
convinced  him  of  his  error ;  and,  profiting  by  this 
experience,  he  trusted  a  similar  conduct  would  be 
avoided  in  future. 

Something  had  been  said  about  the  Constitu- 
tionality of  the  appointment  of  our  present  Min- 
ister to  Portugal.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania had  supposed  that,  when  the  gentleman 
who  was  appointed  advocated  the  appropriation, 
he  knew  that  he  was  to  be  employed.  He  be- 
lieved it  had  been  incontrovertibly  shown  tbat 
this  was  not  the  case ;  but  the  gentleman  had 
since  said  that  he  did  not  mean  to  cast  blame  udoq 
him,  but  upon  the  President.  Mr.  B.  denied  that 
the  President  had  acted  unconstitutionally,  as  had 
been  insinuated;  and  he  thought,  when  it  was 
known  with  what  delicacy  the  President  had 
acted,  in  refusing  to  accept  of  the  house  which 
had  been  built  for  him  by  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, a  charge  of  this  kind  ought  not  to  hare 
been  brought,  without  better  ground  for  it.  The 
office  which  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
had  accepted  was  not  created  by  the  appropria- 
tion— it  existed  long  before.  Nor  was  it  created 
by  any  law,  but  by  the  President.    Nor  was  the 

I  salary  increased,  as  the  salary  of  a  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary was  long  ago  settled.    But,  though  u, 
was  not  within  the  letter  of  the  Constitution,  the 
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gentleman  said  it  was  within  its  spirit ;  but  he  did 
not  know  how  that  gentleman's  sagacity  found  a 
spirit  not  expressed  in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Dennis  rose  with  diffidence  on  this  subject, 
after  it  had  been  so  ably  discussed ;  but  he  thought 
there  was  a  point  of  view  in  which  it  had  not  yet 
been  placed.    The  question    naturally    divided 
itself  into  two  parts:  the  first  relative  to  the  pow- 
ers of  this  House ;  the  second,  admitting  the  pow- 
ers of  the  House,  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  mea- 
sure.   This  measure  might  be  again  subdivided. 
The  power  contended  for,  was  not  a  mere  nega- 
tive power  of  control,  but   a  creative  power,  as 
it  went  to  fix  the  grade  and  number  of  Ministers 
to  be  employed.     He  believed  it  was  necessary 
that  the  supporters  of  this  amendment  should 
prove  the  power  of  this  House  to  assist  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  Ministers,  and  in  the  fixing  of  their 
grade ;  to  show  also  that  the  President  could,  in 
no  case,  proceed  to  nominate  a  Minister,  before  a 
bill  had  first  gone  through  the  Legislature  making 
the  necessary  appropriation.    If  they  could  not 
establish  this,  a  great  part  of  their  argument  would 
fall  to  the  ground.    Amongst  all  the  novelties  of 
the  present  day,  he  did  not  think  this  the  least. 
He  believed  tne  doctrine  was  founded  in  error, 
that  it  had  never  before  been  advanced,  and  that 
it  was  contradicted  by  every  act  of  Government. 
If  this  doctrine  was  well  founded,  why  did  not  gen- 
tlemen come  forward  at  the  last  session,  when 
appropriating  for  the  expense  of  an  Embassy  to 
France,  and  say    there  should   be   one,  two,  or 
three,  Ministers  employed?    Indeed,  if  they  be- 
lieved the  President  had  no  right  to  proceed  in 
this  business  without  the   concurrence    of  this 
House,  why  not  institute  an  impeachment  against 
the  President  for  outstepping  the  bounds  of  his 
power? 

It  was  supposed  there  existed  the  same  right  in 
this  House  to  regulate  the  number  and  grade  of 
Ministers,  as  to  regulate  the  number  of  Judges ; 
but  it  was  quite  a  different  thins.  Regulating  the 
namber  of  Judges  was  a  strictly  Legislative  act;  but 
the  appointment  of  foreign  Ministers  was  as  strict- 
ly Executive.  If  this  were  not  so,  and  the  House 
were  to  act  upon  the  subject,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  them  to  be  possessed  of  all  the  information 
which  could  be  had  on  the  subject. 

It  was  aske'd,  if  there  were  no  casein  which  the 
legislature  could  refuse  an  appropriation  when 
t was  required  by  the  President?  It  was  suffi- 
cient for  him  to  say  that  the  case  before  them 
•ould  not  be  of  that  description.  He  believed 
ases  might  exist,  in  which  a  refusal  would  be 
ustified ;  but  it  would  be  one  of  those  glaring 
ases  which  would  at  once  appear.  Such  a  case, 
■s  in  the  Judiciary  Department,  when  juries  de- 
ermine  damages  to  be  so  enormously  high  or 
aw,  as  to  induce  the  Judges  to  intercede  for  a  new 
rial. 

Mr.  D.  took  notice  of  what  had  fallen  from  Mr. 
rALLATtN,  as  to  the  possible  abuse  of  this  power 
f  the  Executive,  and  replied  to  it ;  and  alleged 
>at  the  reasonings  in  support  of  the  amendment 
'em  more  to  an  annihilation  of  the  diplomatic 
*ps  than  to  a  reduction  of  it.  He  also  touched 
5th  Con.— 29 


upon  the  distinctions  which  had  been  made  be- 
tween political  and  commercial  agents,  and  sup- 
posed Consuls  insufficient  to  answer  all  the  neces- 
sary purposes  of  commerce. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  urged  the 
propriety  of  the  adoption  of  this  amendment,  from 
the  fear  of  the  Executive  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment swallowing  up  the  rest     If  he  believed  any 
danger  from  the  abuse  of  this  Government,  he 
should  expect  it  to  arise  from  this  House,  and  not 
from  the  President.    He  should  be  warranted  in 
this  opinion  from  what  had  been   seen  in  this 
Government,  and  by  the  experience  of  other  na- 
tions.   His  inferences  from  facts  and  history  were 
different  from  those  drawn  by  other  gentlemen. 
The  annihilation  of  liberty  had  always  been  oc- 
casioned by  encroachments  of  the  popular  branch 
of  Government.    The  English  Government,  for 
instance,  had  originated  in  a  monarchy  and  aris- 
tocracy.   It  had  at  first  no  democracy  in  it.    It 
was,  however,  by  degrees  introduced  ;  and  in  their 
revolution,  monarchy  and  aristocracy  were  anni- 
hilated, and  the  Government  became  a  Govern- 
ment of  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  despots.  The  • 
next  important  era  in  the  history  of  that  nation 
was  about  the  termination  of  the  American  war. 
At  that  time  the  monarchy  became  unpopular ; 
the  democratic  branch  became  noisy  and  clamor- 
ous, and  wished  to  annihilate  the  Government. 
Their  power  was  so  great  that  the  King  was  obli- 
ged to  turn  out  his  Ministers,  and  an  appropria- 
tion was  refused  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  Gov- 
ernment.    To  such  a  height  was  the  opposition 
carried,  that  there  were  four  different  administra- 
tions in  two  years.    It  became  necessary  for  the 
Crown  to  be  subservient  to  the  views  of  tne  House 
of  Commons,  and  Mr.  Fox  and  his  adherents  were 
admitted  into  office ;  yet  they  were  discontented, 
and  the  King  was  obliged  to  dissolve  the  Parlia- 
ment.   Before  the  new  election,  the  spirit  of  the 
nation,  however,  so  favored  the  monarch,    that 
sixty  of  the  most  violent  members  were  thrown 
out  of  the  House,  and  to  this  violent  disposition  of 
the  Commons  was  it  chiefly  to  be  attributed  that 
the  Crown  now  enjoys  so  much  power  over  the 
other  branches  of  Government.    lie  did  not  know 
but  bribery  and  corruption  had  had  something  to 
do  in  the  business ;  but  he  mentioned  these  cir- 
cumstances to  show  that  the  change  which  had 
taken  place  in  that  country  had  been  chiefly  ow- 
ing to  an  imprudent  democratic  spirit.  He  thought 
it  ought  to  operate  as  a  warning  to  this  House, 
never  to  assume  powers  unauthorized  by  the  Con-    - 
stitution;  as  every  encroachment  of  this  kind, 
when  it  was  unsuccessful,  never  failed  to  strengthen 
that  power  which  it  meant  to  crush. 

If,  said  Mr.  D.,  the  Executive  of  this  country 
possesses  more  influence  than  he  ought,  it  does 
not  arise  from  patronage,  but  from  the  spirit  of 
finding  fault  with  Executive  measures  so  frequent 
in  this  House,  and  from  the  turbulent  spirit  which 
had,  from  time  to  time,  been  shown.  The  ratifi- 
cation of  the  British  Treaty  occasioned  a  partial 
disapprobation  of  Executive  measures,  as  any 
movement  which  Government  could  have  made 
at  that  time  would  have  done ;  as  what  would  have 
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Vv*  fusing  to  one  set  of  men  would  have  been 
4*xtta*ing  to  another.  But  he  believed  that  this 
HiW$*  rwising  afterwards  to  appropriate  money 
lx>  o*rry  it  into  effect,  produced  greater  unpopu- 
larity towards  it  than  had  before  been  produced 
towards  the  Executive,  as  it  excited  an  alarm 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  was  about  to 
swallow  up  the  powers  of  the  other  departments 
of  Government.    An  election  having  since  taken 

5 lace,  this  circumstance,  it  was  probable,  had  pro- 
uced  a  majority  in  both  Houses  generally  in 
favor  of  Executive  measures. 

Mr.  D.  concluded  by  saying  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  that  republi- 
can Governments  were  more  subject  to  patronage 
and  corruption  than  any  other.  Mr.  D.  took  a 
view  of  the  patronage  ot  the  British  Government, 
and  spoke  of  the  permanent  nature  of  their  Exec- 
utive ;  but  the  acts  *of  our  Government,  he  said, 
were  perpetually  before  the  people ;  the  periodical 
reversion  of  power  into  their  hands  enables  them 
to  mould  the  Government  to  their  will ;  and 
though  some  particular  branch  of  it  might  be  un- 
•  popular  for  a  time,  it  could  not  long  remain  so ; 
and  he  knew  of  no  mode  of  corrupting  the  Gov- 
ernment whilst  the  people  remained  incorrupt 
He  was  of  a  very  different  opinion  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  in  respect  to  the  present 
situation  of  the  Government  or  this  country.  His 
idea  was  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  had 
come  to  an  enlightened  understanding  of  their 
duty ;  but,  if  there  should  be  any  danger  of  shak- 
ing the  Government,  he  believed  it  would  arise 
from  this  House,  and  from  no  other  department. 
But;  he  believed,  the  dangers  which  were  now 
conjured  up  were  rather  the  dreams  of  a  disorder- 
ed imagination,  or  the  crudities  of  indigested  po- 
litical opinions,  than  produced  by  any  real  cause ; 
he  hoped,  therefore,  the  motion  would  not  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Brent  did  not  intend  to  have  taken  any 
part  in  the  debate  on  this  subject,  but  he  had  been 
induced  to  rise  from  the  manner  in  which  every 
one  who  favored  this  amendment  had  been  spo- 
ken of;  from  which,  and  the  anathemas  which 
had  been  pronounced  against  them,  he  thought  it 
behooved  every  member  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment to  come  forward  and  express  his  opinion. 

The  objections  urged  against  the  amendment, 
he  believed,  might  almost  be  confined  to  two, 
namely,  the  incompetency  of  the  House  to  make 
the  regulation  and  the  inexpediency  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

With  respect  to  the  first,  he  acknowledged,  he 
did  believe  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
those  who  were  the  most  strenuous  for  the  ad- 
vance of  Executive  power  to  have  made  an  ex- 
ception ;  but,  contrary  to  his  expectation,  it  had 
been  made.  They  were  told  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  only  knew  whether  it  was  pro- 

Eer  to  send  Ministers  abroad,  and  that  whenever 
e  made  an  appointment  it  was  a  duty  necessa- 
rily attached  to  this  House  to  make  an  appro- 
priation, and  that  they  should  violate  their  Con- 
stitutional duty  if  they  exercised  any  discretion 
upon  the  subject.    He  thought  the  debate  which 


took  place  when  the  subject  of  foreign  intercourse 
first  originated,  extracts  from  which  had  been  read 
by  his  colleague,  would  have  satisfied  every  gen- 
tleman as  to  the  understanding  then  had  upon  the 
matter,  as  they  were  the  sentiments  of  men  who 
had  always  been  in  favor  of  extending  the  Exec- 
utive power  as  far  as  it  could  be  pushed.  He 
asked  whether  it  was  not  a  subject  of  serious  re- 
gret to  every  man  who  wished  to  preserve  the 
Government  in  due  execution,  that  the  doctrine 
every  where  acknowledged  a  few  years  ago.  should 
now  be  deemed  unconstitutional,  and  that  those 
who  advocate  it  should  be  charged  with  a  desire 
of  prostrating  the  Government,  and  with  being 
disorganizes  and  friends  to  confusion. 

It  was  from  this  source  he*  apprehended  danger 
more  than  from  any  other.  But,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  he  would  admit  that  the  opinion  of 
gentlemen  on  this  subject  was  correct,  that  when 
the  President  has  determined  upon  tne  appoint- 
ment of  foreign  Ministers,  it  is  an  indispensable 
obligation  on  Congress  to  make  some  appropria- 
tion. Yet  it  did  not  follow  that  this  amendment 
in  any  degree  violated  this  principle.  None  of 
those  opposed  to  this  amendment  have  contended 
that  an  obligation  to  make  an  appropriation  pro- 
hibited the  power  of  discriminating  the  quantity 
of  it.  If  this  were  true,  they  would  find  by  the 
amendment  that  Ministers  to  Portugal,  Prussia, 
and  Spain,  may  yet  remain  as  they  are,  provided 
they  are  satisfied  with  the  salary  of  $4,500,  which, 
it  is  thought,  will  be  sufficient  for  any  business  to 
be  done  at  those  Courts.  Upon  the  principle, 
therefore,  of  those  Constitutional  heroes  there  was 
no  violation  of  their  doctrine. 

The  doctrine  of  checks  and  balances  which 
had  been  laid  down  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, had  been  called  novel,  and  calculated  to 
stop  the  wheels  of  Government.  Anotber  gen- 
tleman had  told  the  committee  that  those  who  ad- 
vocate this  doctrine  meant  nothing  less  than  the 
total  overthrow  and  destruction  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  believed  it  might,  with  great  propriety, 
be  retorted  upon  this  gentleman,  that  those  who 
treat  this  doctrine  as  novel  are  the  gentlemen  who 
go  for  the  overturning  and  destruction  of  the  Got- 
ernment.  For  himself,  he  considered  this  doctrine 
as  a  vital  principle;  not  as  introduced  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  but  as  a  thing  which 
may  be  found  in  every  feature  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. But  it  was  a  memorable  circumstance,  il- 
lustrated in  the  speech  of  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  that  when  gentlemen  endeavored  to 
prove  an  unfounded  doctrine,  one  part  of  their 
argument  frustrated  another.  This  remark  ap- 
plied to  the' doctrine  of  checks  and  balances ;  for. 
though  they  deny  the  doctrine,  yet  they  say  there 
is  no  rational  apprehension  of  danger  from  the 
power  of  the  President,  confined  as  it  is  by  the 
appropriations  of  this  House.  Thus,  while  ther 
are  rejecting  the  doctrine  of  checks,  and  spurning 
at  those  who  support  it  when  it  suits  their  argu- 
ment they  themselves  acknowledge  it. 

It  was  true,  when  the  power  of  the  President 
was  considered  on  a  rational  ground  of  construc- 
tion, there  was  no  serious  cause  of  alarm ;  but 
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when  they  found  novel  Constitutional  doctrines 
introduced  by  those  who  consider  themselves  as 
patrons  of  Executive  influence^  and  doctrines 
which  formerly  universally  obtained  now  explo- 
ded, there  was  serious  ground  of  apprehension. 

It  was  asked  whether,  if  it  was  proper  at  all  to 
reduce  our  foreign  Ministers,  it  was  proper  at  this 
time,  considering  the  state  of  this  country  and  of 
Europe  ?  The  remark  that  this  is  not  the  proper 
time  was  constantly  suggested  whenever  a  re- 
form was  proposed  in  any  country,  and  dreadful 
phantoms  were  constantly  conjured  up  to  main- 
tain institutions  which  could  not  be  otherwise 
supported.  Why  was  the  present  moment  more 
inauspicious  than  any  other?  Admitting  the 
tumultuous  situation  of  Europe  to  be  as  describ- 
ed, was  there  any  danger  from  withdrawing  our 
Ministers  from  Portugal  and  Prussia  ?  Or,  if  we 
were  in  hostility  with  them,  what  effect  could  it 
have  on  the  United  States  ?  Both  were  destitute 
of  any  means  of  injuring  each  other,  as  much  so 
as  two  men  would  be  who  were  bound  hand  and 
foot.  Ministers  were  proposed  to  be  retained  at 
London  and  Paris,  and,  if  it  would  accommodate 
gentlemen,  he  should  have  no  objection  to  agree 
to  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Spain,  though  he 
aw  no  occasion  for  it.  He  was  no  friend  to  di- 
plomatic characters  abroad.  He  believed  foreign 
Ministers  had  been  the  curse  of  modern  nations 
for  many  years. 

A  subject  of  a  very  delicate  nature  had  been 
involved  in  this.     It  nad  been  remarked  by  his 
colleague,  and  had  been  acknowledged  with  signs 
of  exultation  from  another  quarter,  that  there  ex- 
isted a  disposition  in  the  Executive  to  choose  to 
office  men  of  a  particular  political  opinion ;  none 
but  those  devoted  to  the  Administration,  and  ready 
to  justify  every  measure  it  has  ever  taken.    In- 
stead of  denying  the  charge,  gentlemen  rejoice  in 
the  truth  of  it,  and  declare  it  has  never  been  de- 
parted from  but  the  Government  has  had  cause 
to  regret  the   departure.    The  gentleman   from 
Connecticut  went  further.    Would  not  the  Presi- 
dent, said  he,  be  guilty  of  inconsistency  to  admit 
any  gentleman   into  the  Government  who  had 
been  opposed  to  the  measures  of  the  Executive  ? 
u  What !  (exclaimed  he)  admit  men  who  are  dis- 
organizes ;  men  whose  opinions  are  calculated  to 
produce  confusion  and  to  overthrow  the  Govern- 
ment !"    And  would  that  gentleman  seriously  and 
solemnly,  before  this  assembly,  undertake  to  ana- 
thematize, as  hostile  to  every  thing  valuable  in 
society,  ail  those  who  think  unfavorably  of  some 
of  the  measures  of  the  Administration  ?    If  he 
did,  Mr.  B.  believed  the  world  at  large  would  give 
him  credit  for  the  goodness  of  his  heart !    The 
world  at  large  knew  that  many  of  the  patriotic 
and  distinguished  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
from  the  most  amiable  motives  which  can  actu- 
ate the  human  heart,  dissented  from  the  views  of 
the  Executive;  many  who  are  as  much  devoted 
to,  if  not  infinitely  more  so,  and  admirers  of  the 
Constitution,  as  those  who  make  their  boast  of 
being  so. 

Would  that  gentleman  tell  the  committee,  for 
instance,  that  if  one  of  the  legal  characters  of  this 


country,  eminently  distinguished  in  every  duty, 
either  public  or  private,  should  unfortunately  be 
of  opinion,  from  the  experience  of  his  best  judg- 
ment, that  some  of  the  measures  of  the  Admin- 
istration have  been  unfavorable  to  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  country,  that  he  is  therefore  dis- 
qualified from  occupying  a  legal  seat  under  Gov- 
ernment ?  Did  he  suppose  he  ought  to  be  driven 
from  his  situation  because  some  demagogue,  ready 
to  sing  hallelujah  to  every  object  of  Govern- 
ment, was  ready  to  receive  it,  and  the  other  be 
pointed  at  with  scorn  and  reproach?  Yet  this 
was  the  consequence  that  must  continually  fol- 
low the  adoption  of  such  a  conduct  by  the  Ad- 
ministration; and,  therefore,  though  he  nad  heard 
it  reiterated  that  such  was  the  line  of  conduct 
adopted,  he  should  require  still  stronger  reasons 
to  believe  the  fact.  If  he  did  believe  it  he  should 
believe  there  was  a  strong  disposition  in  the  Ad- 
ministration to  foment  divisions  among  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  to  incense  one  part  of 
the  citizens  against  the  other,  that,  perhaps,  when 
they  were  brought  into  that  situation,  and  fury 
and  madness  reigned,  they  might  attain  ends 
which  they  knew  never  could  be  attained  whilst 
they  remained  under  the  influence '  of  reason. 
Until  unequivocal  evidence  of  a  fact  so  alarming 
in  its  nature  was  adduced;  until  "proof  strong  as 
holy  writ"  appeared,  he  would*  not,  therefore,  be- 
lieve it. 

The  committee  had  been  told  that  the  Execu- 
tive had  never  departed  from  his  line  of  conduct 
but  he  had  had  serious  cause  to  lament  it.  The 
allusion  was  well  understood.  Our  affairs  had 
called  an  eminent  character  from  abroad.  If  the 
Executive  of  the  United  States  had  had  serious 
cause  to  regret  having  once  employed  this  charac- 
ter, that  it  should  be  formed  of  such  materials  as 
to  regret  it,  gave  him  concern.  He  believed  the 
true  interest  of  the  country  would  wish  him  yet 
in  that  station.  He  believed  we  were  indebted  to 
him  for  the  peace  we  now  enjoyed ;  and.  so  far 
from  regretting  his  having'  been  in  office,  he  fe- 
licitated the  country  in  having  had  such  a  char- 
acter employed  at  the  important  moment  in  which 
he  served  the  United  States. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  proceeded 
to  say,  that  no  man  who  did  not  approve  of 
the  measures  of  the  Executive  could  conscien- 
tiously accept  of  any  office  under  Government 
He  differed  in  this,  as  he  did  in  most  other  things 
with  that  gentleman.  He  thought  the  instance 
he  had  adduced  was  an  exception;  and  he  would 
produce  others.  Might  not  a  man  honestly  ac- 
cept of  a  miltary  office;  a  collector  of  duties;  or 
almost  any  other  office  under  Government,  though 
his  political  opinions  differed  from  that  of  the 
Executive  1 

His  colleague  had  been  very  severely  animad- 
verted upon  for  stating  representative  republi- 
can Governments  as  tending  towards  an  adhesion 
of  parts,  and,  by  that  means,  towards  corruption. 
He  had  imagined,  from  his  acquaintance  with 
that  gentleman,  that  he  would  never  have  been 
charged  with  a  want  of  attachment  to  a  repub- 
lican Government,  and  a  fair  construction  of  what 


903 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


904 


H.opR.] 


Foreign  Intercour$e. 


[January.  1799. 


he  had  advanced,  would  go  to  support  that  opin- 
ion. His  wish  was  to  preserve  the  Government 
in  purity,  and  nothing  more. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  his  observations  by  a  remark 
upon  what  fell  from  the  gentleman  irom  Dela- 
ware, (Mr.  Bayard,)  respecting  the  President's 
power  of  nominating  to  office  making  him  more 
enemies  than  friends.  He  thought  him  entitled 
to  all  the  celebrity  of  a  new  discovery ;  but,  be" 
fore  he  sat  down,  he  seemed  to  contravene  this 
opinion,  by  stating  it  as  the  cause  of  the  great 
power  of  the  King  of  England,  that  he  had  so  very 
extensive  an  appointment  to  office  !  He  left  the 
gentleman  to  reconcile  two  opinions  so  opposite. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Thursday,  January  23. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  passed  the  bill 
to  amend  the  several  acts  tor  laying  a  duty  on 
spirits  and  on  stills,  with  amendments. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  a  bill  making  appropriation  for 
the  service  of  the  year  1798,  which  was  twice  read 
and  committed. 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  for 
suspending  the  act  relative  to  foreign  silver  coin, 
were  agreed  to. 

PER80N8  IMPRI80NED  FOR  DEBT. 

Mr.  Sitgr eaves  moved  that  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  to  whom  had  been  referred  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
report  of  the  Attorney  General,  relative  to  the  law 
for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for  debt,  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  them, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee,  which  he  should  move  to  be  appointed, 
to  inquire  whether  any  and  what  alterations  are 
necessary  in  that  law.  Both  motions  were  agreed 
to,  and  a  committee  of  three  appointed. 

RELATION8  WITtf  8PAIN. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  op  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  .• 

At  the  commencement  of  this  session  of  Congress,  I 
proposed,  in  the  course  of  it,  to  communicate  to  both 
Houses,  further  information  concerning  the  situation 
of  our  affaire  in  the  Territories  of  the  United  States  sit- 
uated on  the  Mississippi  river,  and  its  neighborhood ; 
our  intercourse  with  the  Indian  nations ;  our  relations 
with  the  8panish  Government,  and  the  conduct  of  their 
officers  and  agents.  This  information  will  be  found  in 
a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  documents 
accompanying  it,  which  I  now  present  to  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives. 

JOHN  ADAM8. 

Ukitsd  8tatbs,  January  23, 1798. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 
The  House  having  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing  the 
means,  of  foreign  intercourse,  and  Mr.  Nicholas's 
amendment  being  under  consideration, 


Mr.  Findlet  believed,  if  the  amendment  under 
consideration  had  been  argued  only  upon  its  proper 
ground,  its  expediency,  he  should  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  any  observations  upon  it;  but 
this  ground  had  been  widely  departed  from.  The 
arguments  of  gentlemen  who  supported  it,  had  Dot 
•only  been  misapprehended  and  misstated, but  they 
themselves  had  been  charged  with  the  worst  in- 
tentions. He  had  sat  a  whole  session  of  Congress, 
and  had  not  heard  so  many  misrepresentations, 
and  so  much  play  upon  words,  as  he  had  heard  io 
this  debate.  Though  he  did  not  possess  the  elo- 
quence and  delivery  of  other  gentlemen,  he  would. 
at  lea*t,  endeavor  to  set  them  an  example  of  can- 
dor. 

It  might  have  been  fairly  argued,  whether  it 
was  now  expedient  to  narrow  the  extent  of  our 
diplomatic  corps.  This  of  itself  would  have  af- 
forded a  pretty  large  field  of  discussion,  and  upon 
this  ground,  he  supposed,  the  question  would  be 
finally  decided.  Indeed,  all  questions  which  came 
before  the  House  were  determined  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  expediency.  That  the  present  question 
stands  on  this  ground,  was  acknowledged  by  gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  of  the  House;  for  it  had 
been  admitted,  by  those  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment, that  if  the  President  were  to  appoint  a  large 
number  of  Ministers,  (a  hundred  had  been  men- 
tioned,) the  House  would  be  justified  in  refusing 
an  appropriation. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Gris- 
wold)  had  said,  that  the  Constitution  declared 
that  the  President  should  have  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing to  office;  but  that  the  supporters  of  this 
amendment  declared  the  contrary.    This  was  mis- 
representation.   The  question  was  not,  who  should 
be  appointed,  but  what  offices  should  be  retained; 
and  he  always  understood  it  to  be  the  proper  busi- 
ness of  the  Legislature  to  institute  offices,  and  to 
fix  the  salaries  of  the  persons  who  should  fill  them, 
but  no  further.     The  Constitution  gave  to  the  , 
President  the  power  of  "  appointing  Ambassadors, 
other  public  Ministers,  and  Consuls,  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  all  other  officers  of  the  United 
States,  which  shall  be  established  by  law."  There 
seemed  to  be  a  distinction  between  officers  ap- 
pointed by  the  Constitution,  and  officers  appointed 
by  law.     Foreign  Ministers  and  Judges  were  offi- 
cers appointed  by  the  Constitution ;  but  did  the 
Executive  ever  appoint  a  Judge  before  his  office 
and  salary  were  appointed  by  the  Legislature? 
no  more  than  he  would  proceed  to  appoint  mili- 
tary officers  or  Ambassadors,  whose  offices  were 
not  fixed  bv  law.    But  it  was  yesterday  said  that 
Congress  nad  nothing  to  do  with  foreign  inter- 
course, and  that  they  had  no  right  to  investigate 
it.    He  was  surprised  to  hear  this.    Was  not  the 
power  of  declaring  war  placed  io  Congress?  And 
was  this  power  no  way  connected  with  our  inter- 
course with  foreign  nations  ?    And  if  the  power 
of  declaring   war   was  in    Congress,  were  sot 
those   powers  also   placed   there   which  should 
eoable  them  to  judge  upon  the  propriety  of  such 
a  measure?    They  certainly  were,  since  it  was 
not  expected  that    power  should    be  exercised- 
blindly. 
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But  the  committee  was  told,  if  they  exercised 
this  power,  that  they  should  u  stop  the  wheels  of 
Government" — a  favorite  expression  of  a  favorite 
author.*  How  was  this  to  he  done  ?  If  the  doc- 
trines of  the  gentlemen  opposed  to  this  amendment 
were  to  prevail,  they  would,  at  least,  stop  the 
wheels  of  this  Howe.  But  it  was  stated  to  be  the 
intention  of  those  who  advocated  this  amendment, 
to  check  and  counter-check  the  Government, 
until  they  stopped  it  altogether.  This  was  a  novel 
declaration.  He  believed  the  doctrine  of  checks, 
as  had  been  stated,  had  been  imported,  because  he 
did  not  believe  the  Aborigines  knew  anything  of 
it;  but  if  the  Governments  of  this  country  were 
traced  to  their  source,  it  would  be  found  to  be 
interwoven  in  them  all.  The  patronage  occa- 
sioned by  appointments  to  office  had  always  been 
a  serious  question  in  forming  both  State  Govern- 
ments and  the  General  Government.  In  some 
States  power  was  divided  between  the  Legislature 
and  the  Executive ;  in  other  States,  the  jealousy 
which  existed  in  this  respect  had  placed  the  power 
in  the  Legislature.  Were  it  necessary  for  him  to 
five  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  he  should  have  no 
hesitation  in  declaring,  that  this  power  was  im- 
proper to  be  placed  in  a  Legislature ;  and  that  by 
placing  it  there,  in  endeavoring  to  avoid  one  evil, 
they  laid  the  foundation  for  a  greater. 

When  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  under  consideration,  it  was  well  known  to 
those  members  of  the  committee  who  were  pre- 
sent at  that  time,  (and  some  he  saw,)  that  this  was 
an  important  question.  It  was  thrown  into  differ- 
ent shapes,  until  at  last  it  was  adopted,  as  it  ap- 
peared in  the  Constitution.  This  regulation  was 
adopted  upon  principle,  and  was  not  a  mere  arbi- 
trary thing.  The  power  of  appointing  to  office 
was  brought  down  by  placing  a  part  of  it  in  the 
Legislature.  It  was  further  restrained  by  prohi- 
biting any  member  of  the  Legislature  from  enjoy- 
ing, during  the  period  for  which  he  was  elected, 
any  office  which  should  have  been  created,  or  the 
emoluments  of  which  should  have  been  increased, 
during  that  time.  Thus,  holding  up  to  view  the 
avenues  by  which  corruption  was  most  likely  to 
enter. 

But  they  had  been  told  the  President  was  a  check 
upon  the  Legislature,  the  Senate  upon  the  Presi- 
dent and  House  of  Representatives ;  but  that  the 
House  of  Representatives  had  no  check  upon  the 
Executive.  If  this  was  the  nature  of  our  Govern- 
ment, he  must  own  he  was  ignorant  of  it,  though 
it  was  well  known  he  had  been  pretty  conversant 
with  it  since  it  had  an  existence.  He  believed  it 
was  not  without  reason  that  the  sole  power  of  ori- 
ginating money-bills  was  placed  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  which  was  an  actual  check:  he 
was  eajjy  led  to  this  opinion.  When  the  Consti- 
tution was  under  consideration,  this  was  asserted 
by  men  well  acquainted  with  the  subject  as  an 
effectual  check;  though  it  was  also  predicted  that 
the  day  might  arrive,  though  it  was  thought  to  be 
very  far  distant,  when  it  might  be  considered  other- 

*  Peter  Porcupine. 


wise.    But  he  was  sorry  to  find  that  day  was  now 
come,  so  much  sooner  than  it  had  been  predicted. 

In  the  year  1796,  our  diplomatic  intercourse  was 
first  enlarged.  He  then  voted  for  it,  not  because 
he  was  convinced  it  was  necessary,  but  because  he 
had  not  an  opportunity  of  knowing  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary ;  and  he  therefore  trusted  to  the  Executive 
judgment — not  that  he  considered  himself  as  a 
mere  machine,  and  that  he  was  bound  to  appro- 
priate because  the  President  had  sent  an  estimate 
to  the  House.  This  doctrine  was  not  then  avowed ; 
if  it  had  been,  he  believed  it  would  have  startled  the 
House.  He  voted  for  it  as  a  temporary  measure; 
and  he  did  not  think,  if  the  appropriation  was  now 
withheld,  that  the  House  could  be  charged  with 
entering  into  the  Executive  chair,  and  with  doing 
Executive  business.  In  order  to  keep  the  subject 
completely  within  the  power  of  Congress,  tne  law 
had  been  passed  only  for  two  years,  upon  the  same 
principle  that  the  law  was  passed  with  respect  to 
a  standing  army.  He  therefore  submitted  it  to 
gentlemen  to  determine  which  was  the  new  doc- 
trine, that  in  support  of  the  amendment,  or  that 
produced  against  it. 

In  order  to  support  the  necessity  of  Ministers 
abroad,  gentlemen  had  stated  it  to  be  their  busi- 
ness to  watch  the  proceedings  of  foreign  Courts. 
That  this  might  have  been  the  case,  he  had  no 
doubt;  but  he  believed  we  had  no  proof  of  this 
watchfulness  of  late.  He  feared  they  were  more 
frequently  employed  in  forming  plots,  with  which 
they  had  no  business.  We  had  a  Minister  at  a 
certain  Court,  he  said,  and  though  an  order  was 
issued  which  placed  our  commerce  upon  a  most 
dangerous  footing,  yet  we  never  heard  of  it,  until 
we  heard  of  its  execution.  Upon  the  whole,  he 
believed  Ministers  Resident  were  equal  to  any 
business  we  had  to  do  in  foreign  countries,  and  a 
salary  of  $4,500  had  never  been  complained  of  as 
being  too  low.  As  to  what  gentlemen  had  said 
about  other  nations  sending  Ministers  to  this  coun- 
try, and  that,  therefore,  we  ought  to  return  Minis- 
ters of  the  same  grade  to  them,  this  could  not  be 
a  governing  principle  with  this  country.  We  had 
to  consider  our  own  advantage,  and  let  foreign 
nations  attend  to  theirs. 

But  it  was  observed,  that  no  branch  of  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  supposed  capable  of  abusing  its 
powers.  This  was  contradicted  by  the  Constitu- 
tion, for  it  had  guarded  against  this  abuse  in  the 
Executive.  Gentlemen  spoke  of  this  amendment 
as  calculated  to  injure  the  President;  he  did  not 
see  how  that  could  be.  Refusing  to  appropriate 
money  for  any  object  which  he  was  of  opinion 
ought  to  be  effected,  could  be  doing  him  no  injury; 
if  it  were,  he  had  been  much  injured  during  the 
Summer  session,  as  Congress  had  declined  to  act 
upon  several  subjects  which  he  had  recommended 
to  them. 

The  gentlemajQ  from  Delaware,  (Mr.  Bayard,) 
in  speaking  of  the  inconsiderable  nature  of  the 

Satronage  of  our  Executive,  to  show  there  was  no 
anger  to  be  apprehended  from  an  extension  of  it, 
compared  it  to  tne  patronage  of  the  Crown  of  Eng- 
land, the  extensive  source  of  which  he  did  not  con- 
sider as  dangerous,  bnt  as  necessary  to  preserve  the 
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monarchy.  To  hear  this  doctrine  on  this  floor 
astonished  him,  as  well  as  the  use  made  of  it. 
Here,  he  stated,  the  patronage  was  not  dangerous. 
Why?  because  a  greater  was  necessary  to  the 
Monarch  in  Great  Britain  to  preserve  his  power ; 
and,  he  supposed,  as  a  necessary  consequence, 
therefore,  it  was  necessary  here,  to  promote  a  mon- 
archy! Gentlemen  delighted  to  dwell  on  this 
theme,  and  to  prove  that  all  danger  was  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  popular  Governments.  It  was  his 
opinion  that  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  preserve 
republican  purity  in  our  Government,  to  guard 
against  the  extension  of  Executive  patronage.  He 
might  call  to  his  aid,  to  prove  this,  the  history  and 
experience  of  all  ages  and  nations,  which  would 
show  that  republican  Governments,  corrupted, 
were  worse  than  monarchies.  Mr.  F.  then  took 
a  view  Of  the  different  popular  Governments  which 
had  formerly  existed  in  Europe,  and  showed  that 
the  spirit  of  despotism  in  the  Executive  had  wholly 
destroyed  and  absorbed  the  popular  branches. 

Ungenerous  allusions,  the  tendency  of  which 
he  did  not  understand,  had  been  made  against 
persons  from  foreign  countries.  It  had  been  the 
constant  policy  of  this  country  to  admit  as  citi- 
zens, after  a  certain  period,  persons  from  all  coun- 
tries. Our  Constitution  and  laws  admit  of  no 
distinction  of  citizens.  Why,  then,  was  it  now 
thought  to  be  dishonorable  not  to  have  been  born 
in  this  country  ?  If  this  principle  had  been  intro- 
duced sooner,  he  should  have  been  saved  some 
trouble ;  for  he,  though  born  in  a  foreign  country, 
had  been  elected  by  the  citizens  of  this  country  to 
transact  their  Legislative  business  for  many  years, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  they  ever  conceived 
their  Representative  would  have  heard  it  insinu- 
ated in  this  House,  that  he  ought  not,  on  that 
account,  to  be  considered  upon  th'e  same  ground 
with  other  members.  Lest  this  sentiment  should 
not  have  had  its  force,  it  was  repeated,  stating, 
that  our  danger  did  not  arise  from  foreign  corres- 
pondence, but  from  the  importation  of  foreigners. 
He  did  not  know  what  all  this  meant,  except  it 
were  to  destroy  the  harmony  existing  between  the 
citizens  of  the  Union,  who  were  of  all  countries. 
But  in  connexion  with  this,  something  had  been 
said  which  seemed  to  show  the  aim  of  gentlemen. 
These  persons  were  called  enemies  of  Govern- 
ment, and  were  charged  with  making  attempts 
to  overset  it,  and  even  this  amendment  was  stated 
as  being  intended  to  have  this  effect.  He  asked 
whether  such  charges  were  addressed  to  the  rea- 
son' of  that  committee?  The  friends  of  the 
amendment  had  been  charged  with  addressing 
the  people  out  of  doors;  but  surely  nothing  was 
better  calculated  than  such  charges  to  catch  the 
public  ear.  But  surely,  if  there  were  any  attempt 
existing  to  overturn  the  Government,  it  was  a 
crime  of  a  very  high  nature,  and  ought  not  to  be 
passed  over. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Dennis) 
had  said  something  about  an  attempt  to  overturn 
the  Government,  by  this  House,  when  the  British 
Treaty  was  under  consideration.  He  knew  there 
was  an  attempt  made  to  give  a  new  sense  to  the 
Constitution ;  an  attempt  was  made  to  pass  a 


vote  in  its  favor  upon  principle,  instead  of  expe- 
diency, and  by  doing  so,  to  declare  the  House  had 
no  discretion  in  appropriating  to  carry  into  effect 
a  treaty;  if  that  point  had  been  carried,  it  would 
have  been  oversetting  a  well  established  Constitu- 
tional principle,  but  it  was  not  carried. 

Mr.  F.  acknowledged  it  were  only  a  few  men 
who  made  use  of  this  violent  kind  of  language, 
and  he  knew  their  characters.  They  were  chiefly 
men  who  had  been  accustomed  to  make  harangues 
in  county  courts,  where  such  liberties  were  usually 
taken. 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  apologized  for  rising  in  so 
late  a  stage  of  the  debate,  especially  as  he  did  not 
know  that  he  should  offer  anything  which  was 
new  upon  the  subject  before  them ;  but  he  thought 
it  necessary  to  state  his  opinion  upon  some  things 
which  fell  from  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 

He  considered  this  amendment  merely  as  a  text 
thrown  out  for  political  discussion,  the  ground  of 
which  had  been  considerably  changed.  Indeed  it 
was  no  uncommon  thing  when  gentlemen  found 
their  measures  meet  "with  greater  opposition  than 
they  expected,  to  endeavor  to  give  them  a  differ* 
ent  aspect  The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Brent,)  yesterday,  confined  the  object  of  the  mo- 
tion to  a  narrower  ground,  and  exhibited  it  in  a 
less  formidable  shape  than  that  in  which  it  had 
before  appeared.  The  mover  of  the  amendment 
set  out  with  declaring  it  to  be  his  intention  to 
bring  back  our  diplomatic  intercourse  to  what  it 
was  in  the  year  1796;  but  there  was  no  principle 
in  that  law'  similar  to  this  amendment.  There 
was  nothing  there  but  an  appropriation  of  money, 
without  any  reference  to  the  grade  of  Ministers 
to  be  employed. 

But  the  gentleman  wished  to  limit  the  patron- 
age of  the  Executive  without  bringing  any  proof 
that  this  Dower  had  been  abused ;  but  having  no 
ground  or  this  kind  to  go  upon,  the  gentleman 
had  invented  a  number  of  theories  of  his  own, 
unsanctioned  by  experience.  He  stated  that  the 
form  of  a  Government  was  of  little  consequence. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  the  people  of  this  country 
were  well  assured  of  the  importance  of  a  republi- 
can form  of  Government  so  construed  as  to  pre- 
serve its  purity ;  but  now  they  were  told  every- 
thing depended  solely  upon  the  execution  of  a 
Government. 

In  support  of  this  principle,  the  gentleman  had 
asserted  that  Executive  patronage  was  more  dan- 
gerous in  republican  Governments  than  in  monar- 
chical ones.  If  this  were  true,  he  was  misin- 
formed by  history.  There  were  few  Govern- 
ments in  the  world  which  partook  of  the  republi- 
can form ;  he  knew  of  none  but  those  of  this 
country,"  Great  Britain,  and  the  present  Govern- 
ment in  France.  All  the  other  Governments 
with  which  he  was  acquainted,  were  either  mon- 
archies with  some  small  check,  or  civil  despotisms. 
All  reforms  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Euro- 
pean Governments  had  been  produced  by  reprt- 
sentative  bodies.  He  instanced  the  Revolution  in 
France,  which  he  stated  as  being  produced  by  the 
King's  convoking  a  representative  assembly  ft* 
the  purpose  of  extricating  himself  from  his  difr 
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culties.  But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Mr. 
P.  stated,  had  said  that  the  liberties  of  the  people 
of  England  were  in  greater  danger  than  it  they 
bad  no  representative  body ;  but  he  believed  the 
reform  of  that  Government  from  an  absolute  to  a 
limited  monarchy,  had  been  occasioned  by  the 
people.  So  soon  as  representatives  of  the  people 
were  admitted  into  the  Government,  the  reform 
begun,  and  continued  until  it  became  much  more 
beneficial  to  the  people  than  it  had  before  been. 

Mr.  P.  wished  to  examine  into  the  fact  whether 
republican  Governments  were  not  preferable  to 
any  other.     He  believed  that  this  country  was 
indebted  for  its   independence  to  the  republican 
Governments  of  the  individual  States.    If  it  had 
not  been  for  them,  he  believed,  these  States  would 
still  have  been   a  colony  under  Great   Britain. 
But,  by  the  people  having  the  privilege  of  electing 
enlightened  citizens  into  their  Legislatures,  who 
were  aware  of  the  disadvantages  under  which  the 
country  labored  from  being  subject  to  a  foreign 
Power,  this  disadvantage  was  shown  to   the  peo- 
ple, and  it  produced  a  spirit  'favorable  to  inde- 
pendence.   He  had   therefore  adopted  a  different 
opinion  from  that  avowed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia;  he  believed  a  republican  Government, 
the  best  possible   Government  for  securing  the 
liberties  of  a  country.    He  believed  there  might 
be  abuses  in  republican  Governments,  as  well  as 
others;  but  no  fact  had'  been  adduced  to  show 
that  abuses  existed  in  our   Government ;  nay  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gallatin) 
acknowledged — and  he  was  glad  to  hear  the  ac- 
knowledgment— that  our  Government  was  as  yet 
tolerably  pure.     Why,  then,  go  into  measures  to 
prevent  mischiefs,  which  are  unlikely  to   take 
place  1    But,  it  was  said  these  mischiefs  were  to 
arise  from  the  power  of  the  President  to  appoint 
to  office.    It   was  true,  the  President  had   this 
power,  but  it  was  also  true  that  the  Senate  parti- 
cipated with  bim  in  that  power ;  so  that  it  any 
patronage  attended  it,  it  was  divided  between  the 
two  departments,  and  it  could  not  be  supposed  that 
the  Senate,  composed  of  gentlemen  of  the  first 
talents,  from  the  different  parts   of  the  Union, 
would  be  likely  to  misuse  this  power.   They  were 
a  check  upon  the  President,  ana  there  was  no  need 
of  any  other. 

But  danger  was  apprehended  from  the  Presi- 
dent's appointing  to  office  only  men  of  opinions 
consonant  to  his  own.  He  thought  the  arguments 
of  gentlemen  had  been  somewhat  misstated  on 
this  ground.  He  had  heard  no  gentleman  con- 
tend, that  if  there  should  be  a  vacancy  in  an  office, 
and  a  person  of  ability  and  integrity  presented 
himself  for  it,  though  he  might  entertain  some 
opinions  different  from  those  of  the  Executive,  or 
might  think  some  of  the  members  of  the  Admin- 
istration had  been  wrong,  that,  on  that  ground 
merely,  he  should  be  rejected.  If  they  did,  he 
should  not  join  them.  His  opinion  was,  however, 
that  if  there  were  a  set  of  gentlemen  averse  to 
every  measure  of  Government,  to  whom  it  was 
sufficient  to  know  that  a  business  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Executive  for  them  to  condemn  it, 
that  these  gentlemen  ought  not  to  be  appointed  to 


office,  as  it  might  be  supposed  that  such  persons 
would  rather  retard  than  assist  in  the  execution  of 
the  measures  of  Government.  For  instance,  sup- 
pose there  were  some  citizens  in  the  country  (and 
he  had  heard  there  were)  who  declared  that  the 
excise  law,  or  carriage  tax,  were  unconstitutional 
or  improper,  would  it  be  prudent  or  fight  to  ap- 
point persons  of  this  description  to  collect  those 
taxes  f  Certainly  not ;  they  would  create  an  op* 
position  to  the  Government  by  rendering  those 
laws  obnoxious. 

But  it  was  said,  this  preference  for  men  of  cer- 
tain opinions,  if  the  business  of  foreign  Ministers 
was  continued,  might  have  an  improper  influence 
upon  the  members  of  the  Legislature.  He  thought 
few  gentlemen  in  Congress  were  capable  of  being 
operated  upon  by  an  expectation  of  appointments 
to  office;  besides,  if  the  President  were  to  act 
consistently  with  the  principles  which  gentlemen 
attributed  to  him,  he  would  not  choose  gentlemen 
from  thence  who  were  active  in  support  of  Exe- 
cutive measures ;  he  would  rather  wish  to  retain 
them  in  their  present  situation. 

To  those  gentlemen  who  thought  Consuls  were 
equal  to  every  business  which  we  had  to*'  settle 
abroad,  he  would  say,   that  the  duty  of  Consuls 
was  well  known  and  defined  by  our  laws;  it  only 
related  to  individuals  of  this  country  who  might 
have  occasion  to  go  to  foreign  countries,  and  who 
might  require  assistance  from  them.    There  was 
no  instance,  he  believed,  of  any  representation  be- 
ing made  from  one  Government  to  another,  by 
means  of  Consuls.    If  it  were  necessary  to  have 
any   such  representation   made,  it  was  proper, 
therefore,  to  leave  the  business  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  and  Senate,  who  would  best  determine  to 
what  place  Ministers  ought  to  be  sent,  and  what 
should  be  their  grade.    He  should,  therefore,  vote 
against    the    amendment;  and  although    some 
gentlemen  might  vote  in  favor  of  it,  thinking  it 
did  not  interfere  with  the  Constitutional  powers  of 
the  Executive,  yet  it  was  his  opinion,  if  it  were 
voted  for  upon  the  ground  stated  by  the  mover  of 
it  it  would  infringe  upon  those  powers,  more  es- 
pecially as  the  gentleman  himself  had  declared 
that,  though  he  did  not  mean  at  present  to  attempt 
an  overturning  of  the  whole  diplomatic  corps,  he 
meant  to  do  it  at  some  future  period. 
The  eommtttee  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Wednesday,  January  24. 
DUTY  ON  SPIRIT8  AND  8TILL8. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  fox 
amending  the  several  acts  laying  a  duty  upon 
spirits  and  stills,  was  taken  up  and  disagree©  to. 
Before  the  House  rose,  the  bill  was  returned  from 
the  Senate,  with  their  resolution  to  adhere  to  their 
amendment.  This  amendment  was  to  strike  out 
the  provision  which  allowed  licenses  to  be  taken 
out  for  a  week. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com* 
miltee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing  the 
means  of  foreign  intercourse;  and,  Mr.  Nic  ho  lab's 
amendment  being  under  consideration— 
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Mr.  Craik  said,  he  did  not  know  that  what  he  j      It  might  be  inquired,  how  this  evil  is  to  be  re- 
should  offer  might  be  thought  of  much  importance  •  medied  ?    It  could  not  be  cured  in  that  House; 


bv  the  committee,  but  he  thought  the  importance 
of  the  subject  a  sufficient  apology  for  offering  his 
sentiments  upon  the  occasion.    Having  been  Kept 


but  it  was  their  duty  to  inform  the  people  that 
such  was  the  situation  of  things,  and  the  remedy 
lay  with  them.    When   they  saw  the  evil,  the 


from  the  House  bv  indisposition  when  the  gentle-  !  cure  could  easily  be  effected  by  means  of  their 


man  from  Virginia  introduced  his  motion  to  the 
House,  he  had T>een  indebted  to  the  reports  which 
had  been  given  of  his  sentiments  in  the  papers  for 


elections. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Gallatin)  thought  the  people  were  with  him 


his  knowledge  of  them.  As  that  gentleman  had,  j  and  his  friends  in  opinion.  If  he  meant  to  ic- 
on a  late  occasion,  given  it  as  a  reason  for  post-  i  elude  him  and  his  constituents,  and  the  opinion 
poning  the  subject  which  respected  the  arming  of  ;  was  well  founded,  he  acknowledged  his  unfitness 
merchant  vessels,  that  the  question  would  have  a  to  represent  them,  because  he  could  never  give  the 
tendency  to  destroy  that  harmony  and  unanimity  doctrine  of  those  gentlemen  his  sanction ;  but  he 
which  was  so  desirable  to  be  at  this  crisis  pre-  did  not  believe  in  the  assertion,  and  had  no  objec- 
served,  he  should  have  supposed  the  same  motive  tion  to  make  the  appeal.  If,  indeed,  he  comd  be- 
would  have  led  him  to  have  postponed  this  mea-  j  lieve  that  the  people  gave  credit  to  all  the  imputa- 
aure  to  a  period  when  unanimity  and  harmony  .  tions  and  criminations  made  on  that  floor  and 
might  have  been  of  less  consequence,  as  no  prin-  !  elsewhere,  not  only  upon  this  question,  but  upon 
ciple  could  have  been  brought  into  discussion    many  others,  he  might  be  led  to  believe  that  their 


which  was  capable  of  producing  more  heat  and ' 
party  spirit  than  the  present.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised, however,  that  this  gentleman  had  seized 
with  such  avidity  an  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward a  motion  which,  in  its  consequences,  struck 
at  the  very  existence  of  Government,  nor  did  he 
complain  that  he  had  chosen  to  criminate  all  those 
who  opposed  the  motion  as  being  unfriendly  to 


opinion  was  as  stated ;  but  he  had  a  better  opinion 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  than  to  believe 
that  this  was  the  case. 

Mr.  C.  said,  he  meant  not  to  excite  unnecessary 
alarm ;  but  it  must  be  allowed  that  such  a  crisis 
of  affairs  might  not  be  far  distant  as  might  call 
for  all  the  resolution  and  energy  of  the  country. 
At  such  a  period,  was  it  not  desirable  that  the 


the  purity  of  Republican  Government.  He  was  I  Executive  should  meet  with  the  full  support  and 
one  of  those  who  believed,  from  a  view  of  the  '  confidence  of  the  people  ?  It  surely  was ;  but  he 
state  of  parties  in  this  country,  that  little  could  be  I  did  not  think  the  present  measure  calculated  to 
obtained  by  concession,  he  had,  therefore,  resolved  I  produce  this  effect. 

never  to  give  way  from  any  such  motive  in  future,  I  The  first  instance  in  which  it  had  been  attempted 
when  he  thought  it  was  important  to  carry  any  j  to  establish  the  principle  now  contended  for  was 
measure  into  effect.  He  was  not  surprised  at  this  |  when  an  appropriation  for  carrying  the  British 
measure,  because  it  was  only  a  continued  link  of  i  Treaty  into  effect  was  under  consideration ;  and 
that  chain  of  opposition  which  had  commenced  |  notwithstanding  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
with  the  present  Government ;  and.  notwithstand-  nia  (Mr.  Findlet)  had  said  that  the  question  was 
ing  the  ingenuity  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl-    then  decided  upon  the  expediency  of  the  measure. 


vania,  (Mr.  Findley,)  he  considered  the  question 
as  containing  an  important  principle,  and  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  frequently  received  the  negative 
of  that  House.  It  was  this:  Whether  the  House 
of  Representatives  should  be  established  in  the 


and  not  upon  principle,  yet,  so  far  as  his  recollection 
served  him.  the  contrary  was  the  case.  [Mr.  F. 
again  repeated  his  opinion.]  Mr.  C.  said,  that 
without  dwelling  upon  this  point,  he  would  refer 
to  ethers.    That  House  had  endeavored  to  destroy 


right,  which  some  gentlemen  claimed,  of  exercis-  j  the  Mint  establishment  by  refusing  an  appropria- 
ing,  upon  all  occasions,  an  unlimited  discretion,  i  tion,  which  would  have  had  the  effect  to  repeal  a 
when  called  upon  to  appropriate  money,  on  the  ,  law  which  it  required  the  whole  Legislature  to 
acts  of  the  Executive ;  which  was,  in  fact,  whe-  >  pass,  and  which,  in  the  usual  course,  would  require 


ther  that  House  should  take  all  the  powers  of  the 
Government  into  its  own  hands. 


a  majority  of  both  Houses  to  repeal.     The  same 
attempts  had  been  repeatedly  made  in  respect  to 


It  had  been  said,  that  the  doctrines  which  had    the  frigates ;  it  had  also  been  tried  in  reducing 


been  avowed  on  this  occasion  proved  that  there 
were  two  parties  in  that  House  and  in  t^e  country. 
He  believed  it ;  and  though  the  declaration  might 
alaup  some  gentlemen,  so  long  as  he  had  a  seat  in 
that  House,  he  should  boast  of  being  one  of  a 
party ;  for  those  who  denied  the  existence  of  par- 
ties, must  shut  their  eyes  and  ears  to  every  thing 
they  heard  and  saw.  And  if  the  fact  be  so,  why 
deny  it  ?  It  was  no  secret  out  of  the  walls  of  this 
House,  and  it  was  necessary  the  declaration  should 
be  made  that  the  evil  might  be  cured.  The  peo- 
ple were  not  now  to  be  informed  that  there  were 
parties  existing  in  that  House ;  but  there  was  a 
truth  of  which  they  ought  to  be  informed,  viz : 
that  there  was  a  party  which  was  systematized. 


the  Military  Establishment.  But,  notwithstand- 
ing these  repeated  attempts  had  failed  of  success, 
a  motion  was  now  brought  forward,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  destroy  our  system  of  diplomatic 
intercourse  (which  had  been  established  by  the 
Executive,  he  doubted  not  with  due  consideration) 
by  withholding  an  appropriation.  If  ever  the 
House  of  Representatives  should  be  successful  in 
establishing  their  right  thus  to  check  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Executive  department,  then  he  should 
consider  that  all  the  departments  of  Government 
were  brought  to  their  feet  Away,  then,  with  the 
independence  so  much  boasted  of  in  the  different 
departments  of  Government !  Where,  then, 
would  be  the  ground  of  our  stability,  our  security. 
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or  our  confidence  ?  In  vain  would  it  be  to  look 
to  the  Senate  or  to  the  Executive ;  they  would 
be  prostrated  at  the  magnetic  touch  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Every  effort  had  been  called  forth  on  former 
occasions  in  support  of  this  untenable  doctrine ; 
the  most  artful  arguments  had  been  addressed  to 
the  members  of  the  House,  as  it  was  well  known 
that  there  was  always  a  natural  propensity  in  pub- 
lic bodies  rather  to  increase  than  to  diminish  their 
powers.  Attempts  on  such  occasions  were  also 
made  to  enlist  the  people  on  their  side  by  raising 
jealousies  against  the  different  departments,  by 
showing  that  it  was  possible  they  might  have  ob- 
jects in  view  which  were  incompatible  with  the 
public  interest,  so  as  almost  to  induce  a  belief  that 
whatever  could  be  taken  from  the  other  branches 
of  Government,  and  added  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, would  be  so  much  gained  by  the  people. 
And  when  gentlemen  opposed  these  encroach- 
ments, they  were  represented  as  being  supporters 
of  Executive  measures  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
people.  But  the  true  reason  was,  because  these 
men  were  firmly  attached  to  the  Government  as 
established,  and  determined  to  preserve  its  balance 
and  harmony,  and  to  protect  the  whole,  by  giving 
to  each  its  proper  power ;  because  they  were  de- 
termined to  oppose  every  change  in  the  Govern- 
ment not  introduced  in  a  Constitutional  manner. 
Bat  whenever  a  controversy  arose  between  that 
House  and  the  other  departments  of  Government, 
it  was  always  represented  that  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives was  the  peculiar  guardian  and  pro- 
tector of  the  people,  and  that  the  powers  placed  in 
the  other  departments  were  perpetually  liable  to 
ibuse;  and,  because  this  was  the  case,  they  ought 
not  therefore  to  be  trusted.  He  believed  the  people 
too  well  understood  the  nature  of  our  Government 
to  be  thus  imposed  upon.  He  believed  they  were 
iot  now  to  be  informed  that  all  power  emanated 
From  them,  and  that  wherever  it  was  placed  by 
the  Constitution,  the  possessor  of  it  was  responsi- 
ble to  them  for  its  execution.  He  believed  they 
poked  upon  the  Executive  department  with  as 
"avorable  an  eye  as  upon  any  other  department  of 
he  Government.  He  did  not  believe  they  had 
created  any  office,  and  filled  it  with  men  of  their 
>wn  choice,  to  be  an  object  of  jealousy  and  fear ; 
lor  did  he  believe  that  tney  meant  that  House  to 
*  a  Court  of  Inquisition,  to  sit  in  judgment  upon, 
ht  to  define  all  the  acts  of  the  other  departments 
>f  Government.  He  believed  the  people  saw  they 
lad  other  checks  less  liable  to  be  abused — they 
aw  them  in  the  departments  themselves. .  In  the 
Executive  department,  the  people  had  a  security 
n  the  manner  and  period  of  his  election — in  the 
lersuasion  that  he  cannot  have  interests  different 
rom  those  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people — in  the 
u'gh  responsibility  of  his  station — in  his  liableness 
o  punishment  for  misconduct — and  in  the  con- 
ideration  that  he  must  either  be  a  native  Ameri- 
an  or  have  been  a  citizen  prior  to  the  adoption 
f  the  present  Government. 
Mr.  C.  said  he  had  often  thought  it  would  be 
forth  while  to  inquire  what  would  be  the  effect 
froduced  upon  a  stranger  who  should  enter  the 


House  in  the  midst  of  a  debate  like  the  present, 
when  gentlemen  gave  vent  to  the  most  indiscrim- 
inate censure  of  the  Executive,  and  of  all  those 
who  supported  him,  and  when  they  represented 
the  patronage  of  the  Executive  as  likely  to  over- 
whelm the  Government.  Would  he  not  consider 
the  Presidential  Chair  as  filled  by  some  foreign 
despotic  Viceroy,  unlimited  in  his  power — a  man 
of  no  respectability  or  fellow-feeling?  But  what 
would  his  surprise  be  when  informed  of  the  charac- 
ter and  situation  of  the  man  against  whom  all 
these  charges  were  brought ! 

Much  had  been  said  about  Executive  patronage ; 
but  he  believed  the  observations  were  too  ridicu- 
lous to  merit  serious  consideration.  They  might 
serve  to  frighten  weak  minds,  or  alarm  children, 
but  on  men  of  common  sense  they  could  produce 
no  effect  Nor  did  he  believe  there  was  weight 
sufficient  in  anything  which  had  been  offered  in 
support  of  this  amendment  to  create  an  opposition 
to  the  Executive,  which  would  ultimately  destroy 
the  Government.  It  would  destroy  it,  because  no 
department  of  Government  could  resist  the  House 
of  Representatives  in  such  an  opposition.  When, 
therefore,  it  arrives  at  that  point,  it  will  have  ar- 
rived to  that  crisis  of  tyranny  predicted  by  the 
mover  of  the  amendment.  There  would  then  be 
a  new  Government;  and  from  such  a  Govern- 
ment and  such  a  tyranny  he  prayed  Heaven  to 
protect  him. 

Shall  gentlemen,  then,  who  oppose  measures 
which  would  lead  to  this  tyranny  be  branded  as 
heroes  of  the  Executive,  as  partisans  laboring  to 
extend  Executive  influence!  Should  men  pos- 
sessed of  the  first  talents  in  the  country  be  charged 
in  their  conduct  with  looking  forward  to  offices 
under  Government?  And  notwithstanding  the 
Jesuitical  explanation  which  had  been  given  to 
the  amendment  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. (Mr.  Findlby,)  of  the  effect  it  was  intended 
to  produce,  there  was  no.  doubt  it  was  meant  to 
affect  the  present  state  of  our  diplomatic  agents ; 
if  not,  there  was  no  reason  for  its  introduction  at 
this  time.  Nor  had  he  any  doubt  that  the  charge 
of  influence  was  meant  to  apply  to  the  present 
Legislature,  or  why  talk  about  gentlemen  coming 
to  the  House  with  commissions  in  their  pockets  7 

But  were  the  loaves  and  fishes  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive  worthy  of  all  this  jealousy  ? 
He  thought  the  President  must  have  the  power  of 
working  miracles,  as  of  old;  before  more  should 
fall  to  the  share  of  any  public  officer  than  was  ne- 
cessary for  a  bare  subsistence.  Then  why  was 
this  alarm  of  patronage  created  ?  He  saw  nothing 
in  this  bill  but  what  was  perfectly  harmless.  Why, 
then,  was  the  House  of  Representatives  placed  in 
battle  array  against  the  Executive?  Had  the  Ex- 
ecutive abused  the  power  placed  in  him,  or  em- 
ployed it  unwisely?  No  one  had  said  he  had 
abused  his  power,  and  they  were  not  placed  in  a 
situation  to  judge  how  wisely  or  unwisely  he  had 
employed  it. 

But  it  was  said,  that  the  House  had  a  right  to 
legislate  upon  this  question,  and  that  it  would  be 
wise  and  proper  to  destroy  the  whole  diplomatic 
corps ;  if  so,  they  had  an  equal  right  to  determine 
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they  would  not  break  off  this  foreign  intercourse, 
to  say  what  the  establishment  should  be,  how 
many  Ministers  should  be  employed,  what  should 
be  their  grade,  and  where  they  should  be  sent ; 
because,  once  establish  the  right  to  deliberate  at 
all  upon  the  subject,  and  they  might  go  all  lengths 
upon  it.  But,  if  the  House  were  to  declare  the 
President  had  acted  unwisely,  or  wrong,  in  ap- 
pointing the  Ministers  which  had  been  appointed, 
he  supposed  he  must  come  to  the  bar  of  the  House 
to  defend  himself,  and  give  the  reasons  upon  which 
he  had  acted. 

Mr.  C.  considered  the  power  to  refuse  an  ap- 
propriation, and  the  Constitutional  right  to  do  it, 
as  different  things.  Perhaps  gentlemen  founded 
their  arguments  oh  power.  He  knew  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  departments  to  destroy  each 
other,  but  he  denied  that  they  had  a  Constitutional 
right  to  do  so.  They  had  tne  power  to  refuse  to 
appropriate  for  the  salary  of  the  President  him- 
self, or  for  the  Judges ;  but  no  one  could  say  the 
House  would  act  rightly  in  doing  it. 

He  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  undertake  a 
defence  of  the  conduct  of  the  President  for  having 
determined  to  make  choice  of  men  to  office  of  a 
certain  opinion;  he  believed  the  determination 
was  dictated  by  common  prudence.  Nor  did  he 
believe  that  the  time  would  ever  arrive  when  the 
President  would  be  driven  to  the  alternative  of 
choosing  men  devoid  of  talents  and  of  virtue,  or 
from  men  of  a  different  description;  nor  did 
he  believe  that  he  would  appoint  demagogues  to 
office  who  sing  hallelujah  to  any  measure  of  the 
Executive. 

Nor  did  he  think  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Brent)  very  fortunate  in  speaking  ot  the 
embassy  of  a  certain  Minister,  whom  he  supposed 
had  been  alluded  to,  when  it  was  said  the  Gov- 
ernment had  always  reason  to  regret  a  departure 
from  the  rule  of  choosing  men  of  a  certain  opin- 
ion to  office.  He  might  concede  all  that  gentlet- 
man  advanced  in  his  favor,  and  not  pass  any  pan- 
egyric upon  him.  He  might  admit  that  our  pres- 
ent situation  with  the  French  Republic  was  due 
to  the  efforts  of  that  gentleman,  as  he  believed  it 
was  such  as  every  friend  of  the  welfare  and  hap- 
piness of  the  country  would  wish  to  see  greatly 
changed. 

Mr.  C.  then  took  notice  of  the  doctrine  of  checks 
advanced  by  Mr.  Brent,  and  declared  it  calcu- 
lated to  produce  hostility  and  warfare  between 
the  different  departments  of  Government ;  and  if 
it  were  correct,  he  should  agree  with  his  colleague 
that  republican  Governments  have,  of  all  others,  the 
most  direct  tendency  to  anarchy  and  despotism. 

The  gentleman  last  up,  from  Pennsylvania,  had 
complained  loudly  of  abuse  and  harsh  language, 
and  that  the  advocates  of  the  amendment  had 
been  charged  with  intention  of  overturning  the 
Government ;  yet  that  very  gentleman  had  said 
there  were  those  who  called  the  Executive  the 
Government,  and  charged  gentlemen  with  having 
learned  their  abuse  in  county  courts.  He  believed 
there  were  other  schools  of  this  kind,  or  he  should 
have  been  at  a  loss  to  know  whence  other  gentle- 
men had  acquired  their  knowledge. 


Mr.  C.  denied  that  the  power  to  declare  war. 
placed  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  gare 
them  any  right  to  interfere  in  the  business  of  for- 
eign intercourse.  He  called  the  doctrine  of  cheeks, 
which  was  contended  for,  a  fifth  wheel  in  the 
Government,  which  was  calculated  to  overturn  it 

Mr.  C.  concluded  his  observations  by  referring 
to  a  debate,  which  took  place  in  the  first  session  of 
Congress,  on  a  bill  providing  for  the  expense  of  an 
Indian  treaty,  on  a  motion,  which  was  carried,  to 
strike  out  the  number  of  Commissioners  to  be  em- 
ployed. This  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sedg- 
wick, and,  he  said,  seconded  by  Mr.  Madisoh,  on 
the  ground  of  its  being  an  improper  interference 
with  the  Executive  duty.  lie  quoted  this  to 
prove  that  it  was  an  early  construction  of  the  Con- 
stitution, that  it  was  wholly  Executive  business  to 
determine  the  number  and  grade  of  agents  to  be 
employed  abroad. 

Mr.  Findley  explained. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Claiborne  wished  to  offer  a  few 
reasons  for  his  vote  on  this  question ;  but  as  there 
were  not  more  than  twenty  minutes  to  come  be- 
fore the  hour  of  adjournment,  to  appease  any  im- 
patience which  the  committee  might  feel  at  his 
rising  at  so  late  an  hour,  he  would  assure  them  he 
would  not  exceed  that  hour. 

He  was  clear  that  the  House  had  a  right  to  re- 
strict our  diplomatic  appointments,  so  far  as  rela- 
ted to  the  appropriation  of  money ;  and  he  was 
convinced  that  the  $ood  of  the  country  required 
an  exertion  of  that  right  on  the  present  occasion. 

He  was  convinced  also  that  that  part  of  the 
Constitution  which  had  placed  the  care  of  the 
Treasury  in  the  hands  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, had  greatly  recommended  h  to  the  people 
of  the  United  States ;  and,  if  ever  that  valuable 
deposite  was  parted  with,  the  affection  of  the  citi- 
zens towards  the  Government  will  be  greatly 
lessened ;  and  he  further  believed  that  if  it  were 
one  of  the  political  tenets  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  (and  his  arguments  declared  it 
to  be  so,)  that  the  doors  of  the  Treasury,  so  far  as 
relates  to  foreign  intercourse,  shall  always  beopened 
at  the  will  of  the  Executive,  that  this  very  honor- 
able gentleman  and  his  adherents  would  not  long 
be  the  favorite  politicians  of  America.  But  candor 
impelled  him  to  declare  that  the  saving  of  a  few 
thousand  dollars  was  not  his  chief  motive  in  sup- 
porting this  amendment;  he  considered  it  of  infi- 
nitely more  importance  as  a  check  to  the  growth 
of  our  foreign  political  connexions— connexions 
which  he  had  for  several  years  viewed  as  dan- 
gerous to  the  welfare  of  this  country. 

Situated  as  the  United  States  are,  at  a  great  dis- 
tance from  the  transatlantic  world,  unambitious 
of  conquests,  and  blessed  with  a  Government 
formed  by  the  people,  and  highly  pleasing  to  a 
large  majority  of  them,  what,  said  he,  have  we  to 
do  with  the  politics  of  Europe  1 — with  that  con- 
tinual confusion  and  warfare  occasioned  by  the 
constant  desire  to  preserve  the  balance  of  power  so 
necessary  for  the  existence  of  small  nations,  sur- 
rounded as  they  are  by  more  powerful  nations  ? 
These  were  evils  which  called  for  the  sympathy  of 
the  finest  feelings  of  humanity  for  distress;  bet 
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bey  were  events  with  which  we,  as  a  nation,  had 
othing  to  do.  It  was  our  concern  to  preserve 
larmony  with  all  nations ;  to  follow  the  peaceful 
mrsuits  of  our  agriculture;  to  afford  to  our  unof- 
ending  commerce  such  a  protection  as  we  are 
nabled  to  do.  without  oppressing  our  agriculture; 
ut  to  keep  aloof  from  the  intrigues  and  designs 
if  European  Princes,  as  well  as  Republics. 

With  tbis  view  of  the  subject,  he  saw  no  neces- 
ityfor  this  extensive  political  intercourse.  He 
lettered  it  was  of  no  use.  Was  it  found  that 
rhen  England  determined  to  despoil  our  com- 
aerce,  that  it  was  in  the  power  of  one  of  our  Min- 
sters there  to  prevent  it  ?  Or,  if  other  maritime 
Powers  were  disposed  to  do  the  same,  could  our 
Ministers  avert  the  evil  ?  He  believed  not.  But 
iad  not  our  foreign  political  connexions  been  at- 
aided  with  serious  evils?  To  what  was  our 
ireseot  critical  situation  owing,  but  to  this? 
tVhat  more  than  this,  tended  to  produce  quarrels 
vith  foreign  Governments,  and  of  course  to  en- 
laager  our  tranquillity  at  home?  He  appealed 
io  every  experienced  man  whether  we  had  any- 
thing more  to  fear  than  this. 

But,  were  there  no  further  mischiefs  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  this  policy  ?  Would  not  foreign 
politics  be  introduced,  which  might  bring  about 
i  change  of  sentiments  and  views  in  the  country  ? 
Was  this  desirable  in  America  ?  Or,  would  it 
not  rather  prove  the  bane  of  its  liberty?  Among 
the  things  most  to  be  dreaded  was,  however,  the 
introduction  of  a  foreign  interest  into  our  councils. 
tad  ought  we  not,  he  asked,  to  close  every  door 
o  its  entrance,  as  a  necessary  precaution  to  se- 
cure our  freedom  and  happiness?  He  was  of 
opinion  that  this  was  the  truest  policy  which 
America  could  pursue. 

The  committee  had  been  told  that  this  was  not 
he  proper  time  to  retrench  our  diplomatic  corps. 
But  the  same  gentleman  had  stated  Europe  as 
wnvulsed  to  its  centre;  as  disregarding  the  law 
>f  nations;  where,  they  state,  villanyas  reigning 
•riumphant,  and  where  the  principles  of  morality 
iad  virtue  had  but  few  supporters.  If  this  were 
*ue,  surely  no  time  was  more  proper  than  the 
present  to  reduce  our  present  establishment;  for, 
f  the  times  were  so  iniquitous,  what  possible 
pod  could  honest  American  Ministers  render  to 
heir  country  from  a  residence  in  those  countries? 

The  committee  had  also  been  told  by  the  gen- 
lemaa  from  Delaware, that  so  great  was  the  thirst 
or  conquest  in  those  countries,  that,  for  aught  he 
mew,  a  compact  might  now  be  making  to  en- 
clave America;  and  he  adduced  this  as  a  reason 
or  continuing  what  he  called  our  honorable  spies 
abroad.  In  a  little  circle  of  one  of  the  cantons  of 
Switzerland,  on  a  question  like  this,  such  a  sug- 
gestion might  be  entitled  to  some  little  weight; 
Hit,  upon  this  floor,  it  was  toot  surely  worthy  of 
ttosideration.  For,  let  it  be  remarked,  that  an 
mmeose  ocean  separates  the  United  States  from 
hose  countries,  and  a  late  attempt  to  enslave 
America  had  produced,  to  use  a  hacknied  phrase, 
in  awful  Us$on  to  the  world  how  future  attempts 
>f  this  kind  were  made. 

For  his  own  part  he  was  surprised  that  this 


motion  had  been  so  much  opposed.  Provision 
was  made  for  the  two  great  belligerent  countries, 
and  there  seemed  to  be  no  objection  to  a  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  being  sent  to  Spain.  With  re- 
spect to  other  Powers,  he  saw  ho  occasion  for  our 
sending  Ministers  to  them. 

The  observations  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia had  had  considerable  weight  on  his  mind. 
That  gentleman  had,  from  experience,  informed 
the  committee  what  took  place  under  the  Confed- 
eration. In  the  infancy  of  our  national  Govern- 
ment, the  policy  of  sending  Ministers  to  foreign 
Courts  was  much  gone  into;  but  he  told  them 
experience  soon  evinced  that  it  was  a  dangerous 
policy,  and  at  the  origin  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment they  were  almost  wholly  discontinued. 
This  was  the  wisdom  of  experience,  which  he 
greatly  relied  upon. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland,  who  had  just 
sat  down,  complained  of  abuse  from  gentlemen 
favoring  this  amendment;  though  he  believed 
everything  of  this  kind  had  come  from  the  oppo- 
site quarter.  He  asked  who  it  was  that  told  the 
committee  "  that  there  were  persons  within  these 
walls,  whose  object  was  to  overthrow  the  Gov- 
ernment?" And  here  be  would  remark,  that 
when  the  observation  was  made,  the  persons 
charged  should  have  been  pointed  out;  as,  making 
the  observation,  without  pointing  out  the  persons, 
was  an  illiberal  and  ungenerous  general  reflec- 
tion. Who  was  it  that  said  that  the  present  ques- 
tion was.  "  the  Government  and  the  people  on  one 
side,  ana  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  and  his 
friends  on  the  other?" 

Did  that  member  suppose  that  the  favorers  of 
the  amendment  were  less  independent  in  their 
sentiments,  and  less  the  friends  of  the  American 
people,  than  he  was?  When  he  looked  round 
that  committee,  among  the  friends  of  the  amend- 
ment, he  saw  men  who  ranked  high  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  American  people;  whose  characters 
were  well  known;  and  it  would  be  heard  with 
astonishment  that  a  doubt  injurious  to  them  had 
ever  been  entertained  in  this  House.  Mr.  C.  said 
he  believed  the  time  he  had  allotted  to  himself 
was  expired,  and  sat  down. 

The  committee  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Thursday,  January  25. 

Nathaniel  Freeman,  Jr.,  from  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  appeared  and  took  his  seat. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  report 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,*  in  pursuance 
of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  2d  of  Febru- 
ary last,  with  a  plan  for  regulating  the  duties  on 
imposts  and  tonnage ;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  for 
amending  the  several  acts  relative  to  the  duties 
on  spirits  and  on  stills,  which  they  had  adhered 
to,  (and,  of  course,  excluded  any  conference,  which 
is  usual  in  cases  of  disagreement,)  was  taken  up, 
and  the  former  disagreement  of  the  House  to  it 
was  receded  from. 

Mr.  Clopton  presented  the  petition  of  sundry 
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persons  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  stating  that  the 
quantity  of  coal  in  that  country  was  inconceiva- 
bly great,  and  praying  national  encouragement  to 
their  collieries.  Referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

A  message  was  received  from  the'  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  passed  the  bill 
for  placing  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list, 
with  amendments.  The  House  took  them  up, 
and  referred  ttfem  and  the  bill  to  the  Committee 
of  Claims. 

LAND  TITLES  IN  TENNESSEE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  W.  C.  Claiborne,  the  un- 
finished business  of  yesterday  was  postponed,  and 
the  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  report  of  a  select  committee  on  the  memo- 
rial of  the  Legislature  of  Tennessee,  together  with 
the  Message  of  the  President  relative  to  that  sub- 
ject. Mr.  Kittera  in  the  Chair ;  when  the  reso- 
lution reported  by  the  committee  having  been  first 
negatived,  the  committee  passed  that  formerly  in- 
troduced by  Mr.  Macon,  first  filling  up  the  blank 
with  the  amount  of  the  estimate  sent  to  the  House 
by  order  of  the  President,  viz:  with  $25,880,  for 
the  purpose  of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians. 
The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  House  being  re- 
sumed, Mr.  Macon  moved  to  postpone  the  consi- 
deration of  the  disagreement  or  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to  the  report  of  the  select  committee, 
which  contemplated,  in  addition  to  the  treaty, 
some  relief  being  afforded  to  the  persons  who  had 
been  driven  off  their  lands,  to  the  second  Monday 
in  February ;  which  motion  being  carried,  the  re- 
solution agreed  to  by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
was  concurred  in  by  the  House,  and  a  committee 
appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  accordingly. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitor eaves,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment  against  Wil- 
liam Blount,  reported  the  said  articles.  They 
were  five  in  number.  The  first  charged  the  said 
William  Blount  with  intending  to  carry  into 
effect  an  hostile  expedition  in  favor  of  the  Eng- 
lish against  the  Spanish  possessions  of  Louisiana 
and  Florida ;  the  second,  with  attempts  to  engage 
the  Creek  and  Cherokee  Indians  in  the  said  expe- 
dition; the  third,  with  having  alienated  the  affec- 
tions of  the  said  Indians  from  Ben.  Hawkins,  an 
agent  of  the  United  States  among  the  Indians,  the 
better  to  answer  his  said  purposes,  the  fourth, 
with  having  seduced  James  Carey,  an  interpreter 
of  the  United  States  among  the  Indians,  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  in  his  criminal-  intentions ; 
and  the  fifth,  with  having  attempted  to  diminish 
the  confidence  of  the  Cherokee  Indians  in  relation 
to  the  boundary  line,  which  had  been  run  in  con- 
sequence of  the  treaty  which  had  been  held  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  said  Indians. 
This  resolution  was  committed  for  Monday. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 
The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations ; 


when  the  amendment,  which  has  for  several  days 
been  under  consideration,  having  been  read,  do 
gentleman  rising,  the  Chairman  was  about  to  pat 
the  question  upon  it,  when 

Mr.  Nicholas  rose. — Expecting  some  otb#r 
sen  tie  man  would  have  opened  the  debate,  he  said 
he  had  not  held  himself  in  readiness  to  eater  upon 
a  reply  which  he  felt  himself  called  upon  to  make 
to  a  number  of  observations  which  hid  been 
brought  forward  on  the  present  occasion. 

He  had  been  represented,  in  the  course  of  tbe 
debate,  as  being  in  favor  of  monarchical  Goren- 
ments,  rather  than  republics,  and  as  saying  that 
republics  were  more  dangerous  to  liberty  than  any 
other  sort  of  Government.  The  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  had  astonished  him,  when  he  de- 
clared that  he  had  begun  his  speech,  on  introducing 
the  motion  to  the  House,  by  stating  that  republics 
were  more  liable  to  corruption,  and  more  unfaror- 
able  to  liberty,  than  despotic  monarchies.  He 
could  not  have  supposed  that  such  a  position  could 
have  entered  into  any  person's  mind,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  think  any  member  should  nave  deemed 
it  necessary  to  go  into  arguments  to  prove  the  su- 
periority of  a  republican  over  a  monarchical  Got- 
ernment.  He  was  surprised  that  arguments  like 
these  should  be  brought  forward  in  answer  to  any- 
thing which  fell  from  him ;  because,  if  there  were 
a  man  on  earth  exclusively  devoted  to  republican 
Governments,  it  was  he — for  he  would  fly  from  a 
monarchical  Government  as  far  as  the  earth  would 
give  limits. 

Tbe  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Par- 
ker) had  stated  that  the  republican  spirit  had 
continually  overturned  monarchies.  He  knew  it: 
and  he  would  find  nothing  in  his  sentiments  which 
stated  that  republics  were  more  liable  to  corrup- 
tion than  monarchies;  but  that  republics  were 
liable  to  be  destroyed  by  an  excess  ot  influence  in 
the  Executive,  he  believed— -and  he  said  so  agaia. 

He  was  not  so  much  surprised  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  should  have  availed  him- 
self of  the  opportunity  of  making  a  declaration  in 
favor  of  republican  Government,  by  misrepresent- 
ing what  he  had  said,  as  hitherto  he  had  giren  do 
substantial  proofs  of  his  attachment  to  it.  Hf 
said  "by  misrepresenting,"  because  he  had  stated 
him  as  saying  that  every  thing  was  to  depend 
upon  feeble  minorities,  in  opposition  to  majori- 
ties. The  words  "feeble  minorities"  could  not 
be  so  distorted.  What  he  had  said  was,  that  fl 
would  not  be  in  the  power  of  a  feeble  minority  to 
attract  the  public  mind  to  the  danger  by  which 
the  Government  should  be  threatened,  in  case  of 
the  corruption  which  he  predicted  as  possible  to 
exist.  It  was  to  this  appeal  to  the  public  mind- 
to  the  sentiments  of  the  people  over  their  mis- 
guided Representatives,  which  he  considered  * 
the  safeguard  of  a  republic,  to  which  he  alluded. 
That  gentleman  haa  no'apprehension  from  feeble 
minorities ;  but  he  feared  the  sense  of  the  peopk 
would  be  awakened  to  the  abuses  of  power  in  the 
department  he  had  alluded  to ;  for  it  was  the  the- 
ory of  gentlemen  opposed  to  this  amendment  that 
it  was  not  right  to  disturb  the  departments  ot 
Government ;  and  that  the  people  ought  not  to 
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trouble  themselves  about  the  execution  of  its 
measures. 

A  colleague  of  that  gentleman's  (Mr.  Dana) 
bad  charged  him  with  addressing  the  galleries, 
rather  than  the  members  of  the  committee.  Upon 
this  subject  he  wished  to  be  understood.  A  cla- 
mor of  this  kind  had  frequently  been  raised.  He 
was  ready  to  confess  that  he  wished  what  he  said 
not  to  be  confined  within  those  walls,  but  to  go 
beyond  them,  and  produce  an  effect  upon  the  pub- 
lic mind ;  and  if  tne  doors  of  the  House  were  to 
be  shut,  and  there  was  no  chance  of  his  sentiments 
going  abroad,  his  seat  should  be  vacated  to  the 
first  person  who  would  accept  of  it 

But  it  was  said  that  what  had  fallen  from  him 
with  respect  to  the  liability  of  corruption  to  creep 
into  republican  Governments,  was  a  serious  at- 
tack upon  the  republican  system  itself;  but  he 
believed  those  gentlemen  who  were  continually 
flattering  the  system,  and  thereby  depriving  the 
people  of  a  proper  caution,  were  greater  enemies 
to  this  system  of  Government  than  those  who 
advised  caution  against  undue  encroachments 
upon  it. 

Gentlemen  had  said  that  the  effect  of  this  amend- 
ment could  not  be  what  he  declared  it  to  be,  to 
operate  at  a  distant  time,  and  not  immediately. 
The  gentleman  from  Delaware  had  said  this  could 
oot  be  the  case  unless  a  new  clause  were  to  be  in- 
troduced. This  he  knew,  but  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  it.  This  difficulty  had  arisen  from  a 
want  of  candor  in  the  drawer  of  the  bill.  Gen- 
tlemen concur  in  considering  this  provision  as  for 
a  permanent  establishment,  though  the  latter  ap- 
propriation was  introduced  merely  as  a  temporary 
Ero vision.  It  was  originally  so  introduced ;  but 
aving  been  repeatedly  sanctioned,  as  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper)  had  de- 
clared it  had,  it  ought  now  to  have  been  consider- 
ed equally  permanent  with  the  other. 

It  would  be  understood,  Mr.  N.  supposed,  by 
many  persons' who  heard  of  this  debate,  that  there 
was  a  party  in  that  House  who  were  dissatisfied 
at  not  being  likely  to  get  any  office  under  Govern- 
ment, and  that  therefore  they  were  determined  to 
obstruct  Governmental  measures  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. Insinuations  of  this  kind  had  been  made, 
and  they  would  not  fail  of  gaining  credit  with 
some  people.  His  motive  was  entirely  misunder- 
stood. When  he  complained  of  the  President 
confining  his  appointments  to  office  to  men  of  his 
own  opinion,  it  was  not  because  he  wanted  office 
either  for  himself  or  his  friends,  but  because  he 
believed  the  measure  would  produce  serious  mis- 
chief to  the  public.  Nor  was  it  of  any  change  of 
principle  that  he  complained.,  because  he  believed 
it  was  no  new  practice  ;  but  it  was  because  it  held 
oat  an  improper  temptation.  It  said,  in  effect, 
come  and  act  with  us  and  you  will  be  entitled  to 
office. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  ac- 
quitted the  supporters  of  this  amendment  of  want- 
ing the  offices  for  themselves ;  he  called  them  pal- 
try, and  unworthy  of  acceptance.  He  stated  their 
imbition  as  going  farther.  Nothing  would  serve 
them  but  popular  applause,  and  to  have  the  direc- 


tion of  public  sentiment.  He  considered  this 
House  as  a  theatre  upon  which  members  acted 
for  public  applause.  For  his  own  part,  he  did  not 
think  he  possessed  a  talent  for  public  speaking ; 
but  if  the  House  was  to  be  considered  as  a  public 
theatre,  he  thought  that  gentleman  himself  would 
make  tne  most  conspicuous  figure  upon  the  stage. 

But  the  gentleman  added  that  this  clamor  of 
opposition  had  existed  in  other  countries,  and. 
would  continue  to  exist.  It  had  existed,  he  said, 
in  England  many  years ;  and  thisj  he  supposed, 
was  to  reconcile  this  country  to  it.  The  same 
predictions  with  respect  to  the  excessive  patron* 
age  of  the  Executive,  Mr.  N.  said,  had  been  made 
in  that  country,  but  disregarded.  And  he  recom- 
mended that  they  should  now  be  disregarded; 
meaning,  he  supposed,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  would  be  contented  to  be  in  the  same  sit- 
uation with  the  people  of  England.  But  if  there 
was  something  in  the  situation  of  that  country 
which  every  unprejudiced  man  must  think  would 
have  been  better  avoided,  and  which  would  have 
been  avoided  if  the  clamor  which  the  gentleman 
says  is  common  to  all  countries,  had  been  attend- 
ed to  in  due  time,  this  was  an  argument  which 
ought  to  induce  the  people  of  the  United  States 
to  attend  in  time  to  this  clamor.  Not  that  all 
clamor  was  to  be  attended  to  ;  but  he  doubted  not 
that  the  people  would  be  able  to  discriminate  be- 
tween that  which  ought  and  that  which  ought  not 
to  be  attended  to. 

Mr.  N.  considered  the  subject  of  this  bill  as  one 
of  the  most  important  that  could  come  before  the 
Legislature,  for  he  attributed  all  our  misfortunes 
to  this  source.  He  thought  we  ought  to  have  no 
political  connexion  with  Europe,  but  be  consid- 
ered, in  relation  to  that  continent,  as  mere  buyers 
and  venders  of  their  manufactures.  With  respect 
to  this  Government,  the  power  contended  for, 
which  would  empower  the  Executive  to  send 
Ministers  to  every  Court  in  Europe,  was  every 
thing.  Read  the  Constitution  and  see  what  was 
committed  to  it,  and  what  would  be  its  power,  if 
this  doctrine  were  to  prevail.  It  would  be  the 
screw  which  would  raise  or  sink  the  Government 
at  its  pleasure.  Was  the  declaration  of  war  an 
important  trust?  And  would  it  not  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Executive,  if  the  ground  contended 
for  was  established,  to  bring  the  country  into  such 
a  situation  as  to  oblige  Congress  to  declare  war  1 
At  present,  there  were  few  people  who  did  not 
trace  our  situation  to  causes  growing  out  of  our 
diplomatic  establishment.  There  was  a  difference 
oi  opinion,  it  was  true,  as  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Executive.  Some  thought  it  perfectly  unbiame- 
able  and  proper ;  others  declare  it  not  only  to  be 
improper  in  itself,  but  intended  to  bring  the  coun- 
try to  the  situation  we  are  in.  It  was  not  impor- 
tant for  him  to  inquire  into  this  business;  it  was 
enough  to  show  that  the  President  had  at  any 
time  the  power  of  producing  this  effect  when  he 
pleased,  and  whether  it  was  dune  by  design  or  ac- 
cident, it  was  tbe  same  thing  to  the  country.  Per- 
haps tne  actors  in  the  business  were  the  only  per- 
sons who  did  not  attribute  our  misfortunes  to  this 
source. 
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He  believed  we  were  placed  in  such  a  situation 
as  always  to  be  liable  to  be  thus  involved  from 
our  commercial  connexions.  The  commerce  of 
this  country  would  always  create  a  partiality  for 
Great  Britain ;  the  extensive  credits  which  were 
obtained  from  them,  and  the  continued  extension 
of  that  trade,  would  constantly  operate  that  way. 
It  would,  therefore,  require  considerable  caution 
to  prevent  too  close  a  political  connexion  being 
formed  with  that  country. 

Bat  it  was  said  there  was  no  danger,  and  that 
in  this  question  the  Constitution  and  the  people 
were  on  one  side,  and  the  faction,  or  the  support- 
ers of  this  amendment,  on  the  other.  If  this  were 
true,  he  owned  they  ought  to  stop  here ;  but  he 
understood  the  Constitution  as  speaking  a  very 
different  language,  and  he  thought  that  gentle- 
men produced  this  doctrine  merely  by  construc- 
tion, in  opposition  to  the  plain  meaning  of  the  in- 
strument. The  Constitution  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  Ministers  by  the  President,  but  it 
only  gave  him  the  power  partially,  because  their 
salaries  were  fixed  by  Congress ;  that  part  of  the 
Constitution  which  declares  that  no  money  shall 
be  taken  from  the  Treasury  but  by  law,  was  an 
effectual  check  upon  that  power.  Language 
could  not  be  plainer.  Those  who  advocated  a 
contrary  doctrine,  did  not  adduce  their  arguments 
from  the  Constitution.  They  barely  asserted  that 
it  was  so,  and  that  those  who  would  not  believe  it 
were  disorganizes.  Most  of  the  gentlemen  op- 
posed to  the  amendment  had  insisted  that  the 
Executive  had  the  power  of  checking  the  Le- 
gislature, but  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Constitution  that  the  Legislature  should  check 
the  Executive.  This  stood  upon  np  better  ground 
than  "  it  is  so  because  it  is  so." 

The  gentleman  from  Delaware  had  said  that 
that  House  had  no  check  upon  the  Executive,  be- 
cause his  powers  were  denned,  and  theirs  were 
not.  The  question  was,  what  is  the  definition  of 
the  Executive  power  ?  They  were  endeavoring 
to  ascertain  what  it  was,  and  whether  that  House 
was  not  a  check  upon  it,  by  having  the  power  to 
refuse  appropriations.  But  the  gentleman  had 
said  that  the  House  could  not  refuse  to  appropri- 
ate for  the  salary  of  the  President  or  Chief  Jus- 
tice. Surely  nothing  could  evince  the  weakness 
of  gentlemen's  arguments  more  than  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  as  these.  Every  one  knew  the  House 
could  not  refuse  to  appropriate  for  the  salaries 
mentioned,  for  this  good  reason,  because  the  Con- 
stitution forbade  them.  He  thought  that  the  re- 
verse conclusion  was  the  just  one;  that  when 
power  was  taken  away  in  particular  instances,  it 
was  left  in  the  general. 

He  thought  it  was  necessary  that  the  extent  of 
gentlemen's  doctrine  should  be  understood.  The 
Constitution  says,  no  money  shall  be  taken  from 
the  Treasury  but  by  law ;  but  gentlemen  say,  the 
President  has  power  to  appoint  foreign  Ministers, 
and  to  call  upon  the  House  for  appropriations. 
They  have  before  told  the  House  he  had  the  power 
to  make  treaties,  and  that  when  made  they  could 
not  refuse  appropriations  to  carry  them  into  effect. 
So  that  he  not  only  had  the  power  to  appoint 


Ministers  and  make  treaties,  but  to  command  the 
Treasury  to  open  at  his  will.  Suppose  the  Presi- 
dent and  the  Senate  were  to  make  a  treaty  offen- 
sive and  defensive  (and  they  could  make  a  treaty 
of  this  kind  as  well  as  any  other)  would  not  Con- 
gress be  driven  into  war  by  force  ?  So  that  not 
only  the  keys  of  the  Treasury  were  taken  from 
them,  but  tne  power  of  determining  the  important 
question  of  war,  if  these  doctrines  respecting  the 
power  of  the  Executive  were  well  founded. 

This  theory  of  gentlemen  deserved  serious  at- 
tention. They  tell  the  committee  that  each 
department  of  Government  has  a  check  withti 
itself,  but  that  they  have  no  check  upon  each 
other.  How  this  theory  was  to  be  supported  he 
could  not  tell,  except  the  different  department 
were  never  to  touch  each  other  in  the  exercise 
of  their  functions ;  or,  when  one  approached  the 
other,  that  other  was  to  give  way  ?  How  was 
the  check  of  departments  to  be  avoided?  He 
could  not  understand  it.  It  was  well  known  thai 
the  Legislative,  Executive,  and  Judicial  depart- 
ments of  Government  ran  into  each  other.  The 
partition  between  them,  if  any  at  all,  was  ex- 
tremely thin,  and  would  not  prevent  their  com 
in  contact. 

But  if  it  were  possible  that  the  doctrine  shoal 
be  correct,  what  would  it  lead  to  ?  The  depart 
ments  of  Government  were  not  to  check  each 
other.  Why  not  ?  One  of  the  reasons  assigns 
was,  because  they  have  not  the  means  of  inform* 
tion  in  their  hand,  and  therefore  could  not  jadgt 
of  what  was  proper  to  be  done  by  their  co-depart 
ments.  All  agree  that  the  power  of  the  Execu- 
tive may  be  abused  ;  if  so,  he  asked  where  wv 
the  check  against  that  abuse  ?  If  not  vested  is 
that  House,  in  the  power  to  grant  or  refuse  appro- 
priations as  they  see  proper,  where  was  the  check; 
Was  it  in  the  people?  Had  they  more  inform* 
tion  with  respect  to  our  foreign  relations,  or  wen 
they  in  other  respects  better  calculated  to  deter- 
mine the  abuse  than  that  House  ?  Or  did  the* 
gentlemen  impress  it  upon  their  constituents  a>  I 
duty  to  exercise  this  kind  of  guardianship  om 
the  Executive  ?  If  this  were  inquired  into.  h« 
believed  that  gentlemen  used  the  same  kind  « 
soporifics  at  home  as  were  used  in  that  Hon* 
"  All  your  interests  are  safe ;  nothing  can  be  d< 
amiss  in  Government  without  some  departmesi 
discovering  the  mischief."  As  he  believed,  there- 
fore, the  people  were  not  directed  to  be  upon  the 
watch,  and  as  they  had  not  befter  informant 
with  respect  to  Executive  measures  than  thi 
House,  he  saw  no  reason  for  transferring  the  be* 
ness  to  them.  Nor  could  the  people  correct  & 
evil  by  election,  as  they  had  not  the  knowledge  4 
facts  upon  which  it  was  necessary  to  act. 

Was  it  true,  Mr.  N.  asked,  according  to  t* 
practice  of  the  Government,  that  the  departm**? 
had  no  check  upon  each  other?  Did  not  fr 
Judiciary  consider  the  acts  of  the  Executive  v- 
Legislature?  Certainly  they  did.  There  *? 
instances  in  which  the  judges  had  decided  u£ 
the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  country.  an<2  '* 
one  instance,  he  believed  they  bad  determined  fe 
them,  and  in  another  against  them. 


925 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


926 


Jan  oahy,  1798.] 


Foreign  Intercourse. 


[H.  of  R. 


Was  it  not  proper,  then,  to  go  into  theory  on 
this  subject,  and  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  a 
power  of  this  kind  being  vested  in  the  Legisla- 
ture ?  For,  if  it  were  not  so  placed,  it  was  seen 
that  the  Executive  could  take  money  from  the 
Treasury  whether  it  could  be  spared  or  not. 
Would  this  be  consistent  with  economy,  with 
order  in  Government,  or  order  in  finances  ?  And 
if  the  House  had  a  right  to  come  at  an  end  in  one 
way,  he  believed  gentlemen  would  not  say  they 
could  not  come  at  it  in  another,  for  he  acknow- 
ledged that  all  the  departments  must  get  out  of 
their  sphere ;  and,  if  gentlemen  allowed  the  power 
of  the  House  to  determine  upon  salaries,  they 
must  also  allow  the  right  of  the  House  to  inter- 
fere in  the  business  of  foreign  Ministers ;  and  if 
they  could  not  show  the  use  of  the  limitation 
against  the  direct  interference  of  the  House,  they 
would  not  say  it  existed.  If  the  House  had  not 
the  power  of  refusing  appropriations  of  this  kind, 
the  Executive  would  not  only  be  able  to  com- 
mand appropriations,  but  taxation;  because,  if 
there  were  not  money  in  the  Treasury,  it  must  be 
raised  to  answer  the  demands. 

But,  it  was  said,  there  was  no  need  of  checking 
the  Executive,  because  the  Senate  was  a  check 

ri  it.  This  was  no  check  with  respect  to  the 
e,  it  only  related  to  the  person  appointed,  and 
here  the  power  was  equally  divided  between  them, 
and  each  were  equally  interested.  The  only  dif- 
ference was,  that  there  were  more  wills  to  consult 
in  the  Senate.  But  it  was  said  the  doctrine  which 
he  advocated  was  novel,  and  imported.  He  thought 
he  had  obviated  this  objection  by  producing  the 
debate  which  took  place  at  the  first  establishment 
of  the  diplomatic  corps ;  and  he  referred  to  the 
opinion  of  a  gentleman  who  lived  at  a  time  when 
p>rty  had  not  appeared  to  influence  the  opinions 
of  men,  who  said  that  it  was  competent  for  Con- 
gress to  say  whither  Ministers  should  be  sent,  and 
whither  they  should  not  be  sent.  And  he  could* 
ay  for  himself  and  his  countrymen,  (for  he  never 
beard  a  different  opinion  in  Virginia,)  that  he 
never  had  an  idea  that  the  House  had  not  this 
power,  and  therefore  had  it  not  to  learn  from  any 
Hher  country.  But  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
(aid  yesterday x  that  the  doctrine  was  not  only 
lovel  but  that  it  had  been  decided  against  in  three 
ff  four  instances.  In  the  British  Treaty,  the  House 
fecided  against  the  power  to  refuse  an  appropria- 
tion. If  sixty-seven  members,  who  voted  on  the 
fccasion,  did  not  understand  their  votes,  that 
night  be  the  case ;  but  he  believed  that  would  not 
£  insisted  upon.  The  gentleman  was  equally 
i&fortnnate  in  the  other  instances  he  adduced,  as 
n  none  of  them  had  the  question  been  decided 
igainst. 
But  it  was  said,  if  even  the  House  had  the 
iQwer,  it  ought  not  now  to  exercise  it,  because  the 
lecessary  information  being  lodged  with  the  Exe- 
wive,  they  could  not  form  a  proper  judgment 
pon  it.  He  believed,  however,  the  House  had  a 
kght  to  all  information  which  related  to  subjects 
pon  which  they  were  called  to  act  But  the 
otnmittee  had  sufficient  knowledge  on  the  sub- 
set to  determine  there  could  be  no  connexion 


between  this  country  and  Prussia  to  render  a 
Minister  necessary  there;  for  no  gentleman  had 
even  conjectured  an  use  for  such  a  character  at 
that  Court.  He  agreed  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
President  to  carry  on  the  details  of  foreign  cor- 
respondence where  the  Legislature  determined  to 
have  Ministers,  but  he  did  not  believe  his  power 
extended  beyond  this.  But  with  respect  to  infor- 
mation, even  the  body  who  were  called  upon  to 
concur  in  the  appointment  of  Ministers,  had  no 
more  than  that  House.  The  mere  nomination 
was  sent  to  the  Senate  without  anything  more 
than  the  general  reasons  for  the  measure. 

The  gentleman  from  Delaware  gave  a  clue  to 
the  construction  of  the  Constitution,  which  he  did 
not  mean  to  attach  to  the  gentleman  himself.  He 
said  that  the  Executive  department  was  one  which 
required  support,  in  order  to  preserve  it ;  because 
the  hereditary  Cnief  Magistrate  of  Great  Britain, 
with  all  the  patronage  be  possesses,  would  not  be 
able  to  stand  against  the  House  of  Commons  if  it  . 
were  not  for  the  members  of  venal  boroughs. 
This  doctrine  was  a  little  strange,  and  when  he 
heard  gentlemen  hold  such  high  notions  of  Exe- 
cutive power,  if  the  strict  letter  of  the  Constitu- 
tion would  not  support  the  doctrine  he  contended 
for,  he  should  be  induced  to  stretch  it  a  little,  were 
it  necessary  to  counteract  what  appeared  to  him 
so  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  a  republican  Govern- 
ment. 

He  was  told  that  he  had  introduced  very  unne- 
cessary topics  into  this  debate,  and  that  the  in- 
crease of  power  and  patronage  in  the  President, 
had  nothing  to  do  in  this  question ;  but  gentlemen 
must  allow,  that  if  he  sincerely  thought,  that  the 
power  of  determining  what  foreign  Ministers 
should  be  employed  was  in  that  House,  and  he 
saw  them  employed  where  they  could  be  of  no 
possible  use,  was  ne  not  justified  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  discussion?  But  it  was  said  the  power 
was  so  small  as  to  be  unworthy  of  notice ;  but  he 
supposed,  so  far  as  the  appointment  to  office  was 
gone  into  without  necessity,  it  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  patronage.  It  was  said,  however,  that  this 
patronage  was  not  sufficient  to  ground  an  alarm 
upon.  Were  they  then  to  wait  until  the  mischief 
was  done  ?  It  would  be  too  late  when  the  system 
was  completely  matured  to  check  it.  It  could 
only  be  done  at  its  commencement;  and  when 
gentlemen  saw  that  one  of  the  objects  of  Govern- 
ment had  invariably  been  to  increase  offices  and 
salaries,  there  was  sufficient  cause  for  alarm.  But 
it  was  further  said,  that  if  there  was  danger  out  of 
the  walls  of  that  House,  there  was  none  in  the 
Legislature.  He  did  not  mean  to  insinuate  that 
majorities  were  produced  by  influence.  He  trusted 
if  measures  were  brought  forward  which  were 
inimical  to  the  public  good,  they  would  be  rejected 
as  they  had  heretofore  been.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, tnat  this  business  of  foreign  intercourse,  were 
it  continued,  might  become  dangerously  in  fluen- 
tial  on  the  Legislature  itself,  as  they  nad  seen, 
from  what  had  already  taken  place,  that  persons 
for  these  appointments  were  to  be  selected  from 
men  of  a  certain  opinion  in  that  bo  dy. 

But  no  injury,  it  was  asserted,  could  arise  from 
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Executive  influence,  unless  the  office  was  perma- 
nent. An  Executive,  upon  a  four  years*  lease, 
could  do  no  harm.  !Mr.  N.  did  not  know  that 
being  in  office  only  four  years  prevented  him  from 
using  his  influence  during  that  time ;  and  in  pro- 
portion to  that  influence  would  be  his  efforts  to 
retain  his  situation.  He  was  not  saying  that  these 
things  had  really  happened,  but  that  they  might 
be  reasonably  expected  to  take  place.  The  com- 
mittee were  told,  however,  that  ambition  was  only 
a  Legislative  property.  He  thought  he  had  made 
concession  enough,  when  he  had  said  that  Legis- 
latures might  make  encroachments  in  this  way. 
He  believed  history  would  uniformly  show,  that 
Executives  had  never  failed  to  aim  at  an  increase 
of  their  power. 

When  he  was  up  before,  one  of  the  reasons 
which  he  gave,  for  restraining  the  diplomatic  in- 
tercourse, was,  tnat  men  only  ofparticular  political 
opinion  were  appointed  to  office.  Many  of  the 
gentlemen  who  opposed  this  motion,  had  acknowl- 
edged the  faet,  and  were  afraid  only  that  it  might 
not  always  be  observed.  If  this  were  the  case,  the 
appointment  to  office  could  operate  only  to  cor- 
rupt the  public  opinion,  and  influence  the  elections 
of  the  country.  [Mr.  Dana  desired  to  know  to 
what  extent  he  considered  the  Executive  determi- 
nation to  go?]  Mr.  N.  replied,  that  he  under- 
stood that  no  man  was  to  be  entrusted  with  an 
office  who  had  found  fault  with  Executive  meas- 
ures. This  had  been  several  times  declared; 
though,  it  was  true,  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts had  endeavored  to  soften  the  business  by 
supposing  that  certain  offices  would  be  excepted. 
Mr.  N.  said  he  would  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
this  determination.  The  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania (Mr.  Sitgheaves)  said  it  was  perfectly 
just,  as  the  President  must  think  himself  right 
He  agreed  that  this  principle  should  go  as  far  as 
it  could;  but  the  gentleman  must  acknowledge 
that  it  was  not  a  Constitutional  idea  that  the 
President  must  be  right.  The  Constitution  provi- 
ded that  he  should  be  elected  every  four  years,  in 
order  that  the  people  might  judge  whether  he  had 
acted  right  or  wrong;  for  the  English  doctrine, 
"that  the  King  can  do  no  wrong,'"  was  not  adopted 
in  this  country.  Upon  the  principle  of  the  Presi- 
dent being  always  right,  it  had  been  said  that  he 
ought  not  to  appoint  Ministers  whose  opinioos 
would  militate  against  their  duty.  But  he  might- 
differ  with  tbe  gentleman  with  respect  to  the  ex- 
tent of  this  opinion.  He  did  not  himself  know 
that  it  was  necessary,  at  a  time  when  we  were 
desirous  of  peace,  to  have  a  Secretary  of  State 
wbose  manifestoes  were  calculated  only  for  the 
eve  of  a  war,  and  who  seemed  to  be  hurrying  on, 
as  if  it  were  considered  that  he  possessed  most 
merit  who  was  most  active  in  promoting  a  war. 
He  agreed,  that  when  a  person's  opinions  disqual- 
ified him  from  duly  executing  an  office,  that  the 
President  would  act  right  in  not  appointing  such 
an  one ;  but  he  understood  tbe  determination  to 
extend  to  all  offices,  which  was  proscribing  one- 
half  of  the  people  of  America  merely  because  they 
have  thought  some  of  the  Executive  measures 
wrong.    Such  a  resolution  was  equally  unjust  and 


illiberal,  since  it  was  not  necessary  that  a  Collec- 
tor, a  military  officer,  <fcc.,  in  order  .duly  to  per- 
form his  duty,  should  have  an  opinion  directly  cor- 
responding with  that  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  of 
the  United  States.  If  this  principle  were  to  be 
carried  into  the  Judiciary,  could  a  man,  whom 
Government  called  a  disorganize^  expect  to  find 
justice  in  a  court  formed  of  such  materials  ? 

If  gentlemen  think  that  the  President  of  tbe 
United  States  cannot  support  his  office,  without  a 
patronage  similar  to  that  of  the  King  of  Knglaod, 
they  are  right  in  wishing  for  an  extension  of  this 
influence ;  but  he  could  not  agree  to  yield  it.  be- 
cause he  had  sworn  not  to  do  it.  The  example 
of  England  ought  to  be  a  sufficient  warning  to  the 
people  of  this  country,  how  they  suffer  their  Ex- 
ecutive to  become  corrupted ;  for  the  abuses  of  that 
country  would  never  have  been  borne  to  this  day. 
had  not  the  people  been  deceived  into  a  belief  that 
they  had  a  share  in  their  Government,  by  repre- 
sentation, which,  in  fact,  they  had  not. 

Mr.  N.  said  he  was  sorry  to  be  under  the  neces- 
sity of  replying  to  some  reflections  which  had 
been  cast  upon  our  late  Minister  in  France.  Gen- 
tlemen had  not  stated  that  business  fairly.  It  was 
necessary,  at  the  time  this  gentleman  was  sent  to 
France,  to  send  a  man  of  his  political  character. 
This  conduct  was  forced  upon  the  Executive. 
He  believed  an  offer  of  the  embassy  was  made  to 
one  gentleman  who  refused  it,  assigning  for  a  rea- 
son to  his  friends  that  be  was  convinced  that  who- 
ever accepted  of  the  office  must  be  made  a  sacri- 
fice of,  as  he  would  be  recalled  whenever  the 
situation  of  things  should  be  such  as  to  allow  oi  it. 
He  was  sorry,  when  our  late  Minister  to  France 
had  laid  before  the  public  all  the  official  docu- 
ments which  had  passed  between  him  and  the  two 
Governments,  that  gentlemen  should  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  cast  their  censure  upon  him.  The 
public,  who  was  in  possession  of  his  book,  would. 
Jiowever,  judge  for  themselves.  But,  if  a  declara- 
tion was  to  be  made  on  this  subject,  he  declared  it 
as  his  opinion  that  peace  with  the  French  Repub- 
lic mignt  have  been  secured,  but  that  the  Exec- 
utive had  done  all  in  its  power  to  cast  it  from  us. 
With  respect  to  insinuations  which  had  been 
thrown  out  against  the  private  character  of  that 
gentleman,  he  should  not  notice  them ;  but  if  any 
charge  could  be  brought  against  him,  let  it  be  pub- 
licly made,  and  he  had  no  doubt  it  would  be  an-  , 
swered. 

He  would  not  have  detained  the  committee 
longer,  Mr.  N.  said,  but  if  he  did  not  lay  before 
them  some  additional  observations,  they  would 
not  be  in  full  possession  of  his  sentiments  on  this 
subject.  It  was  necessary,  in  order  to  judge  of 
the  present  situation  of  the  country,  to  be  informed 
of  what  had  thrown  the  present  existing  influence 
into  tbe  hands  of  the  Executive,  and  what  was 
the  means  of  preserving  it.  In  doing  this,  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  touch  upon  a  subject  which  some 

gentlemen  might  think  lay  out  of  his  way.  Bui  if 
e  could  show  that  there  existed  a  description  d 
persons  in  this  country  attached  by  interest  to  the 
Executive,  who  formed  a  kind  of  standing  army 
more  powerful  than  if  they  had  guns  in  their 
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hands,  by  being  spread  over  the  community,  it 
would  afford  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  guard- 
ing against  Executive  patronage.  He  should, 
therefore,  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  origin  of 
party  in  this  country. 

In  speaking  of  the  public  debt,  he  trusted  it 
would  pot  be  thought  that  he  had  any  intention 
of  shaking  its  credit.  He  had  been  five  years  in 
Congress, and  never  advocated  anything  which  had 
this  tendency  ;  but  he  must  speak  of  the  creation 
of  that  debt.  And  when  the  political  character  of 
the  fiscal  operator  was  considered,  it  was  probable 
that  the  scheme  was  intended  to  produce  a  party 
in  the  United  States  who  would  support  the  Exe- 
cutive at  all  events.  For  this  purpose  all  Gov- 
ernment paper  was  funded  at  its  nominal  value ; 
and  this  was  done  so  that  it  could  be  purchased 
up  for  a  mere  trifle,  before  the  people  could  hear 
of  the  provision,  so  that  the  class  of  men  referred 
to,  in  a  moment  made  immense  fortunes.  And 
let  any  gentleman  say  whether  any  of  this  band 
of  speculators  have  ever  abandoned  the  support 
of  the  Executive.  Never ;  they  were  as  perfectly 
bound  and  disciplined  as  an  army.  These  men 
yet  continued  their  speculations  upon  the  barren 
rocks  of  the  country.  With  respect  to  the  effect 
which  this  system  of  speculation  produced  on  mo- 
rality, it  was  well  ascertained ;  with  respect  to  its 
effect  on  politics,  they  were  uniform — many  had 
abandoned  their  former  opinions  for  those  of  the 
band  with  whom  they  are  connected. 

He  should  refer  to  another  accumulation  of 
strength  which  stands  on  the  same  ground.  An- 
other class  of  men  are  lifted  from  obloquy,  and  are 
in  favor  of  the  party  in  Government ;  these  were 
the  disaffected  men  in  the  Revolution  of  our  coun- 
try. Look  around  and  point  to  a  man  in  that 
class  who  does  not  join  in  support  of  Executive 
measures.  These  men  felt  an  attachment  to  this 
Government,  from  their  hatred  to  the  old.  He 
did  not  blame  them  for  being  friends  of  this  Gov- 
ernment. He  was  himself  a  friend  to  it,  and  if  it* 
were  now  to  be  adopted,  he  should  be  in  favor  of 
it.  But  as  soon  as  there  appeared  danger  of  a 
rupture  with  France,  these  men  became  patriots 
of  their  country.  Then  it  was  that  they  formed 
a  conspicuous  part  of  the  Government  party,  who 
were  not  ashamed  to  associate  with  them.  This 
was  an  accumulation  of  strength  to  the  Executive 
unknown  in  the  Constitution,  and  tended  to  de- 
stroy the  balance  of  Government. 

He  introduced  this  class  of  men  to  notice,  be- 
cause the  committee  had  heard  much  about  Ame- 
rican character  and  American  sentiment.  The 
character  and  sentiment  which  would  grow  out  of 
this  mass,  he  did  not  think  would  be  very  honor- 
able to  America.  He  introduced  it  for  another 
reason;  because,  when  gentlemen  found  a  man 
who  owed  his  birth  to  another  country,  who 
thought  differently  from  them,  they  load  him  with 
obloquy  and  reproach  merely  because  he  was  a 
foreigner.    When  this  remark  was  applied  to  a 

E articular  gentleman  in  that  House,  he  could  not 
elp  feeling  some  degree   of  indignation  at  the 
charge.     He  knew  that  gentleman  himself  felt  all 
the  contempt  for  such  charges  which  they  de- 
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served ;  he  was  also  convinced  that  those  charges 
arose  from  a  jealousy  of  the  superior  talents  of 
that  gentleman,  which  every  day  became  more 
conspicuous  in  that  House ;  but,  in  behalf  of  t^e 
public,  Mr.  N.  said  he  felt  resentment  for  the  in- 
jury done  to  one  of  its  Representatives.  Let  gen- 
tlemen who  proclaim  this  member  to  be  a  for- 
eigner, proclaim  also  that  he  is  a  foreigner  of 
twenty  years  standing;  that  he  came  into  this 
country  a  boy,  and  that  by  his  own  labor  and  in- 
dustry in  it.  ne  had  got  his  fortune ;  let  them  pro- 
claim also  that  he  came  from  a  country  which  was 
then  engaged  in  a  contest  with  that  nation,  which 
he  was  now  charged  with  having  a  partiality  for. 
Let  them  talk  of  this,  and  that  gentleman  may 
defy  any  influence  which  may  be  produced  against 
him  by  the  charge  of  being  a  foreigner.  And  if 
gentlemen  chose  to  insinuate  (as  they  frequently 
did)  that  this  member  was  improperly  concerned 
in  an  unfortunate  occurrence  in  our  country,  let 
them  consult  his  publication  on  the  subject,  and 
they  will  have  a  fair  opportunity  of  being  ac- 
quainted with  facts  which  will  do  away  every 
slander  against  him.  Mr.  N.  said  he  felt  it  neces- 
sary to  say  what  he  had  done  with  respect  to  his 
friend  from  Pennsylvania.  If  he  had  not  done  it, 
and  had  sat  silently  to  hear  the  slanders  so  fre- 

?[uently  thrown  out  against  him,  he  should  have 
elt  himself  an  accessary  in  the  shameful  illibe- 
ral ity. 

Mr.  N.  concluded,  by  saying,  that  from  the  sen-  - 
timents  which  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  (Mr.  Pinckney) — and  being  con- 
vinced with  him — that  foreign  Ministers  were 
rather  dangerous  than  serviceable,  he  would  on 
some  future  occasion  (as  he  himself  did  not  long 
expect  to  have  a  seat  in  that  House)  bring  forwara 
a  motion  for  doing  away  all  our  foreign  intercourse. 
His  present  object  was,  however,  what  he  had 
stated  it  to  be.  He  hoped  he  should  not  now  be 
considered  as  an  enemy  to  Republicanism.  He 
might  be  charged  witty  introducing  a  motion  which 
might  be  mischievous.  He  did  not  intend  it  to 
have  any  such  effect.  He  believed  this  was  the 
proper  time  to  do  the  business.  He  was  convinced 
there  was  no  danger  of  an  invasion  of  this  coun- 
try ;  if  there  were,  he  believed  every  man  in  the 
country  (he  would  speak  for  himself  at  least) 
would  be  ready  to  resist  it.  With  respect  to  ag- 
gression, he  might  not  be  so  ready  to  attack  it  as 
some  other  gentlemen ;  but  nothing  could  be  enter- 
tained by  him  when  put  in  competition  with  the 
security  and  independence  of  his  country. 

The  committee  now  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Friday,  January  26. 

Mr.  D.  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
made  a  report  on  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill  for  placing  certain  persons  on  the  pension 
list,  an  agreement  to  which  was  recommended  to 
the  House,  and  concurred  in. 

APPROPRIATION  FOR  INDIAN  TREATY. 

Mr.  Pinckney  reported  a  bill  making  an  appro- 
priation of  a  sum  of  money  to  defray  the  expense 
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of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming  land 
in  the  State  of  Tennessee,  which  was  committed. 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  upon  it ;  but,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Gal- 
latin, who  wished  to  introduce  a  section,  which 
he  had  not  yet  prepared,  for  fixing  the  salary  of 
the  Commissioners,  the  committee  rose,  and  had 
leave  to  sit  again. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  baring  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  foreign  intercourse,  and  Mr.  Nicho- 
las's amendment  being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  Goodrich  observed  that  it  had  been  con- 
tended by  gentlemen  supporting  the  amendment, 
that  it  was  competent  for  this  House  to  fix  our 
diplomatic  establishment,  as  to  the  number  and 
grade  of  our  public  Ministers.  On  the  first  of  these 
questions  he  should  not  make  many  remarks.  It 
was  at  all  times  difficult  to  speak  upon  it  with 
precision,  and  to  brine  our  ideas  to  a  closeness  of 
reasoning  which  should  be  clearly  understood.  It 
was  a  theory,  too,  upon  which  gentlemen  rather 
formed  their  opinion  from  the  political  sentiments 
with  which  they  had  been  acccustomed  to  consi- 
der the  Executive  power,  than  from  fair  investi- 
gation and  argument.  The  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  supporters  of  the  amendment  was  drawn  from 
these  sources,  viz :  from  the  power  of  that  House 
to  create  offices,  or.  if  not  found  here,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  its  power  or  appropriating  money,  or  in  the 
fixing  of  salaries. 

With  respect  to  the  first,  the  office  of  foreign 
Minister  was  created  by  the  Constitution  itself, 
and  the  power  of  appointment  was  placed  in  the 
President;  and;  if  ne  were  not  much  mistaken, 
when  the  question  of  appropriation  was  formerly 
under  discussion,  it  was  not  pretended  that  that 
House  had  any  right  to  inquire  into  the  expedi- 
ency or  necessity  of  a  treat  v.  He  knew  that  this 
power  of  instituting  offices  nad  been  advocated  by 
many.  It  had,  however,  only  been  glanced  at  in 
the  course  of  the  debate — the  ground  of  appropri- 
ation having  been  principally  depended  upon. 

It  was  worthy  the  attention  of  the  committee, 
(and  the  fact  was  disputed  by  no  one,)  that  the 
power  of  receiving  foreign  Ministers  was  vested 
solely  in  the  President ;  and  this  being  the  case, 
it  could  scarcely  be  imagined  that  the  right  of  fix- 
ing the  diplomatic  intercourse  was  in  the  House, 
so  as  directly  or  indirectly  to  interfere  with  the 
power  placed  in  the  Executive  of  receiving  foreign 
Ministers. 

Few,  if  any,  of  the  members  of  the  committee 
would,  however,  decide  upon  the  question  on  this 
ground.  But  the  right  of  determining  on  the 
number  and  grade  of  Ministers  by  means  of  the 
power  of  withholding  appropriations  had  been 
insisted  upon.  Here,  all  that  could  be  said  had 
already  been  said.  The  nomination  lay  with  the 
President,  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  and  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  House  to  appropriate  The 
appointment  and  service  created  a  debt  which  it 
was  obligatory  on  the  House  to  pay ;  they  were 
under  a  moral  obligation  to  pay  it. 


But  it  was  said,  if  the  end  could  not  be  attained 
by  refusing  an  appropriation,  it  could  certainly  be 
effected  by  the  power  of  the  House  to  fix  salaries. 
It  was  not  contended  that  the  House  had  not  t 
right,  with  a  view  to  economy,  to  fix  the  salaries 
of  our  diplomatic  agents.  But  upon  what  ground 
could  these  salaries  be  fixed?  If  it  were  upon 
any  other  than  upon  a  principle  of  equitable  and 
honorable  reward,  it  would  be  dirty  economy ;  it 
would  be  descending  to  do,  by  chicanery  and  sub- 
terfuge, what  the  House  could  not  effect  in  any 
other  way,  and  would  be  doing  what  the  Consti- 
tution could  never  have  intended.  He  should 
however,  dismiss  this  subject,  and  he  should  do 
it  the  more  cheerfully,  as  there  were  other  grounds 
upon  which  the  question  might  be  placed,  which 
would  not  meet  with  so  decided  an  opposition  in 
the  minds  of  many  gentlemen. 

It  must  have  occurred  to  every  member  of  the 
committee,  that  the  bill  was  limited  to  two  years 
in  its  duration.  The  nature  of  the  amendment 
was  limitation  upon  limitation,  bycurtailing  a  pan 
of  our  diplomatic  intercourse.  Was  this  done  on 
the  ground  of  saving  expense?  This  was  diss* 
vowed,  as  it  was  seen  to  be  a  matter  of  small 
moment.  Indeed,  it  was  doubtful  with  him  whether 
anything  would  oe  saved  or  not ;  as  it  was  certain 
that  our  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  would  not  accept 
of  the  offices  of  Ministers  Resident  with  half  their 
present  salary ;  of  course,  fresh  persons  would  be 
appointed,  and  the  expense  of  fresh  outfits  incur- 
red. Mr.  G.  also  complained,  on  the  same  ground 
as  before  stated,  of  the  injustice  of  recalling  our 
present  Ministers.  He  also  thought  it  bad  policy  ; 
as,  where  a  Government  like  ours  wanted  all  the 
virtue  and  talents  of  its  citizens  for  public  offices, 
it  would  be  found  difficult  to  obtain  them?  if  so 
much  uncertainty  was  given  to  the  duration  of 
offices,  which  had  all  the  appearance  of  perma- 
nency. It  would  besides  derange  our  affairs  abroad, 
very  much  embarrass  the  business  of  the  Execu- 
tive, and  would  be  looked  upon  as  a  wanton  inter- 
ference with  the  views  of  that  department,  which 
it  might  mar  and  lay  prostrate. 

But,  it  was  said,  that  these  Ministers  were  un- 
necessary at  the  Courts  to  which  they  were  seoL 
In  answer  to  this  he  should  allege,  as  had  already 
been  alleged,  the  House  did  not  possess  informa- 
tion sufficient  to  determine  this  point,  and  it 
might  be  unsafe  to  be  communicated  to  them. 
But  was  there  no  reason  for  bavins  a  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  in  Spain  ?  No  gentleman  would 
say  so.  And  was  there  no  reason  for  such  an 
agent  at  Lisbon?  Was  not  this  the  centre  of 
communication  with  respect  to  our  affairs  with 
the  Barbary  Powers?  But  what  use,  it  was 
asked,  could  a  Minister  at  Berlin  render  to  this 
country  ?  At  a  time  when  the  affairs  of  Europe 
are  disturbed  as  at  present,  when  our  situation 
with  France  is  such  that  no  Ministers  of  ours 
will  be  received  in  that  country,  reasons  of  a  very 
important  nature  may  suggest  themselves,  whj 
an  able  and  faithful  Minister  should  be  placed  at 
the  Court  of  Prussia.  But  arguments  of  a  more 
general  nature  were  introduced  in  favor  of  the 
amendment. 
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It  was  said  to  be  the  interest  of  this  country  to 
annul  all  our  foreign  political  intercourse.  He 
did  not  deny,  that  separated  as  we  are  from  Eu- 
rope, that  it  might  be  for  the  interest  and  happi- 
ness of  this  country  to  hare  no  connexion  with 
European  Powers.  They  might,  he  said,  specu- 
late upon  this  subject;  but  they  had  not  the 
power  to  decide  upon  it;  for  political  intercourse 
did  not  depend  upon  our  sending  Ministers  abroad. 
It  might  be  earned  on  by  foreign  Ministers  sent 
here;  and  the  Constitution  (as  he  had  before  sta- 
ted) showed  they  could  not  prevent  this,  as  it 
expressly  made  it  the  duty  of  the  President  to  re- 
ceive foreign  Ministers ;  and,  in  this  case,  there 
would  be  no  call  upon  the  House  for  the  estab- 
lishment and  support  of  Ministers,  as  they  would 
be  supported  by  their  own  country ;  and  though 
it  was  true  that  foreign  Ministers  were  not  usually 
sent  to  a  country  without  a  return  of  men  of  the 
same  grade  to  the  country  from  which  they  were 
sent,  yet  he  introduced  this  position  to  show  that 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  say 
whether  this  country  should  have  foreign  political 
intercourse  or  not. 

But  if  the  committee  must  speculate  upon  this 
question,  there  were  other  considerations  which 
would  lead  them  to  an  opinion  that  it  would  be 
proper  to  abandon  all  foreign  political  connex- 
ions. It  was  a  sentiment  advocated  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  that  we  ought  to  have 
no  political  foreign  relations.  That  gentleman 
prided  himself  on  being  of  peculiar  sentiments,  but 
on  this  occasion  he  was  not  so.  It  had  long  been 
the  sentiment  of  this  country.  It  was  a  sentiment 
introduced  into  all  our  treaties  but  one,  and  it 
would  be  found  in  the  Farewell  Address  of  the 
late  President  of  the  United  States.  Mr.  G.  pre- 
sumed, therefore,  when  our  diplomatic  intercourse 
was  established  by  the  late  President,  (and  be  es- 
tablished it  as  it  is,)  he  felt  the  force  or  this  senti- 
ment as  strongly  as  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. But  though  the«gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Pinckn ey,J  who  had  himself  been 
employed  abroad,  had  given  it  as  his  opinion 
that  this  country  would  be  better  without  Minis- 
ters abroad,  yet,  though  he  acknowledged  the 
weight  of  this  authority,  when  he  found  the  late 
President,  who  had  the  best  opportunity  of  form- 
ing a  judgment  upon  the  subject  from  sage  expe- 
rience, had  appointed  these  Ministers,  he  was  led 
to  doubt,  though  he  was  sensible  some  evils  had 
arisen  from  foreign  Ministers  residing  in  this  coun- 
try, as  well  as  from  our  Ministers  abroad,  whether 
they  might  not  be  too  hasty  in  deciding  upon  this 
national  question.  Admitting  that  it  was  not  for 
the  interest  of  this  country  to  have  any  foreign 
political  relations,  he  asked  gentlemen  what  they 
meant  by  this?  They  must  mean  that  sort  of 
compact  with  foreign  nations  which  was  called  a 
treaty  of  alliance  defensive  and  offensive.  With 
a  foreign  relation  of  this  kind  we  have  nothing  to 
do,  and  he  hoped  never  should  have.  But  what 
connexion  was  there  between  this  subject  and 
the  present  amendment  ?  Because  we  determin- 
ed to  have  no  political  relation  with  foreign  coun- 
tries, were  we  to  have  no  political  agents?  Sure- 


ly we  ought,  since  they  may  be  the  means  of 
preventing  the  necessity  of  these  political  foreign 
relations'. 

But  before  it  was  determined  whether  it  would 
be  proper  to  have  any  political  foreign  intercourse, 
he  would  inquire  what  was  the  effect  produced 
by  foreign  Ministers  in  our  country,  and  by  ours 
when  abroad  ?  He  acknowledged  that  produced 
by  Ministers  sent  to  this  country  was  not  a  very 
agreeable  one ;  it  was  not  such  an  one  as  to  en- 
courage us  or  to  flatter  us.  But  from  what  cause 
had  this  arisen  ?  It  arose  out  of  the  state  of  the 
times,  from  the  situation  of  public  sentiment  in 
this  country.  If  anything  could  leave  a  doubt 
on  this  subject,  it  would  be  the  effect  of  the  diplo- 
matic agents  in  this  country.  He  had  doubted 
whether  it  was  expedient  to  admit  them ;  for  al- 
though these  public  agents  ought  only  to  have 
corresponded  with  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  vet,  when  they  were  thwarted  in  their 
views,  they  had  constantly  made  their  appeals  to 
the  people.  Nor  would  he  except  the  Ministers 
of  the  two  great  European  rival  Powers ;  the  con- 
duct of  all  had  been  far  different  from  what  it 
ought  to  have  been,  and,  instead  of  supporting  the 
dignified  characters  of  diplomatic  agents,  as- 
serting the  interests  of  their  own  country,  and 
conciliating  the  favor  and  affection  of  ours,  they 
have  departed  from  this  line  of  conduct  and,  ob- 
serving ihe  existence  of  two  parties  in  this  coun- 
try, they  have  endeavored  to  operate  upon  the 
people.  But  it  was  true  we  had  no  reason  to  ob- 
ject to  foreign  Ministers  on  this  ground,  as  the 
good  sense  of  the  people  had  uniformly  resisted 
their  address,  and  all  their  projects  nad  been 
frustrated. 

But  what  effects,  he  asked,  had  our  agents  pro- 
duced abroad?  Undoubtedly  their  instructions 
have  uniformly  been  to  represent  to  foreign  coun- 
tries the  interests  and  views  of  our  own.  And 
was  it  not  to  be  supposed  that  persons  going  from 
this  country  to  foreign  countries  would  feel  an 
attachment  to  their  own,  and  that  they  would 
make  the  most  of  its  interests?  Calculating  from 
what  we  know  of  human  nature,  this  must  be  the 
case.  It  was  true,  a  Minister  might  conduct  him- 
self so  as  to  injure  instead  of  serving  tbe  country 
by  which  he  was  employed.  He  might  raise  ex- 
pectations which  his  country  could  never  gratify. 
He  might  propose  to  afford  a  foreign  nation  .such 
a  succor  as  his  country  could  not  supply.  If 
this  were  to  be  done,  it  would  be  regretted ;  but 
because  an  institution  might  possibly  be  abused, 
it  was  no  argument  for  its  being  annihilated. 

Suppose,  said  he.  our  foreign  intercourse  were 
to  be  broken  up,  what  would  be  the  consequence  ? 
We  must  then,  when  we  have  any  business  to 
settle  with  a  foreign  nation,  employ  Envoys  Ex- 
traordinary, which  would  be  employing  men  of  a 
higher  graae  of  character,  and  if  public  Ministers 
were  to  be  considered  as  full  of  mischief,  might 
be  attended  with  greater  evils  than  the  grade  we 
now  employ.  But  it  was  said  the  business  of  the 
country  with  foreign  nations  might  be  managed 
by  Consuls ;  but,  as  had  been  observed,  these  cha- 
racters were  not  admitted  at  foreign  Courts,  if 
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they  were  in  other  respects  fit  for  the  business, 
which  he  did  not  believe  they  were.  Besides,  if 
no  accredited  agents  were  employed  between  fo- 
reign nations,  spies  and  emissaries  would  take 
their  place ;  as  Governments  would  be  informed, 
in  one  way  or  other,  of  what  was  going  on  in 
every  country  with  which  they  bad  any  con- 
nexion. 

And,  if  a  resolution  were  taken  in  this  country 
to  have  no  diplomatic  agents  abroad,  in  what  a 
situation  would  the  Executive  of  this  country  be 
placed  ?  He  is  entrusted  with  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  country,  but  he  would  have  no  foreign  Min- 
ister. He  must  therefore,  descend  to  the  same  low 
means  with  other  nations,  and  depend  upon  spies 
for  information ;  and  when  he  got  this  informa- 
tion it  would  not  be  from  authority,  and  therefore 
such  as  he  could  not  communicate  to  the  Legisla- 
ture. Gentlemen,  he  supposed,  would  not  be  will- 
ing to  put  the  business  upon  this  footing.  He  ac- 
knowledged that  the  employment  of  foreign  Min- 
isters was  attended  with  some  inconveniences; 
but  it  was  seen  there  were  evils  on  both  sides,  and 
it  was  for  Government  to  balance  between  them. 
But  it  was  said  these  Ministers  would  join  the  po- 
litical parties  of  the  countries  to  whicn  they  were 
sent.  On  the  contrary,  he  should  suppose  they 
would  carry  with  them  the  feelings  of  their  own 
country,  and  communicate  them ;  but  if  this  were 
to  be  dreaded,  would  it  not  be  most  likely  to  hap- 
pen in  the  two  countries  that  were  exempted  from 
this  amendment  ?  For  where,  he  asked,  were  the 
points  on  which  the  great  affairs  of  the  nations 
of  Europe  turn  but  in  London  and  Paris  ?  If  there 
were  danger  of  this  kind,  it  must,  therefore,  be  at 
those  places. 

But  it  was  said  that  wars  were  generally  pro- 
duced by  Foreign  Ministers.  That  this  may  have 
been  the  case  in  some  instances, he  did  not  doubt; 
but,  speaking  in  general,  it  was  attributing  too 
greai  effects  to  too  trifling  causes.  The  causes  of 
war,  he  said,  were  in  the  passions  and  animosities 
of  nations.  Our  own  country  had  been  agitated 
in  a  manner  which  could  scarcely  have  been  im- 
agined, from  its  remote  situation,  by  its  partiality 
for  one  nation  and  its  enmity  to  another.  When 
contemplating  this  subject,  therefore,  the  commit- 
tee ought  not  too  hastily  to  decide.  The  intention 
of  foreign  intercourse  was  to  promote  peace  and 
amity;  it  had  long  been  the  practice  or  the  civil- 
ized world.  If  some  of  our  Ministers  had  caught 
the  passions  of  the  country  to  which  they  were 
sent,  and  we  had  not  been  wholly  able  to  avert 
the  storm  which  seems  to  threaten  us — a  storm 
which  appears  to  be  bearing  away  all  the  ancient 
land-marks  of  the  earth — yet,  he  believed,  upon 
the  whole,  that  our  foreign  Ministers  had  done 
great  and  permanent  good  to  this  country. 

But,  instead  of  bringing  forward  a  subject  of 
this  kind  at  this  time,  the  Legislature  ought  to  be 
united  in  support  of  the  Executive  of  the  country; 
for,  from  whatever  cause  our  misfortunes  arise — 
whether  from  our  own  misconduct,  or  the  unrea- 
sonable domination  of  a  foreign  Power — they  did 
not  originate  under  the  present  Administration, 
and,  therefore,  the  difficult  situation  in  which  our  | 


Chief  Magistrate  was  placed  required  all  the  sup- 
port which  the  Legislature  could  give  him.  If 
the  gentleman  who  moved  this  amendment  had, 
however,  introduced  it  unaccompanied  with  the 
reflections  which  he  had  made  use  of,  it  ought 
have  been  a  subject  well  worthy  of  consideration 
This  he  had  not  thought  proper  to  do.  Topics  of 
a  singular  nature  had  been  brought  forward.  It 
had  been  said  that  all  republican  Governments  had 
a  tendency  towards  despotic  power ;  that  the  power 
of  appointment  to  office  placed  in  the  President 
had  been  basely  prostituted ;  that  the  doctrine  of 
favoritism  had  been  introduced,  and  persons  of  a 
particular  character  were  only  appointed  to  office, 
and  that  this  determination  was  likely  to  produce, 
or  had  produced,  dangerous  operations  on  the  ta- 
lents and  abilities  of  the  Legislature.  When 
charges  of  so  serious  a  nature  were  brought  for- 
ward, it  became  necessary  to  repel  them.  He 
was  sensible  the  subject  was  painful.  The  wea- 
pons of  self-justification,  and  justification  of  Got- 
eminent,  became,  in  some  measure,  weapons  of 
attack,  and  few  had  the  judgment  to  use  them 
rightly.  If  the  charges  were  true,  what  were  the 
constituted  authorities  of  the  country  ?  The  ac- 
cusation impeaches  the  purity  of  the  Executive, 
the  purity  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
lays  prostrate  all  the  authorities  of  the  country ; 
and,  instead  of  securing  to  them  that  love  and  re- 
spect which  every  friend  of  his  country  most  wish 
them  to  possess,  they  must  become  objects  of  ab- 
horrence. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  declares  this 
is  a  theatre,  on  which  he  will  speak,  and  that  this 
is  a  subject  upon  which  he  will  dwell ;  from  this 
House  an  alarm  is  to  be  communicated  to  the 
people  out  of  doors.  This  is  a  temple  from  which 
is  to  be  preached,  not  the  moral  virtues  of  peace, 
charity,  and  brotherly  love,  which  are  preached 
from  other  temples,  but  the  subject  is  to  be  the 
purity  of  the  gentleman's  own  conduct,  the  ortho- 
doxy of  his  own  political  faith  and  opinions,  and 
the  political  heresies  and  political  corruptions  of 
his  opponents. 

He  thought  this  must  be  a  subject  of  regret  to 
the  gentleman's  friends ;  for,  when  this  habit  of 
preaching  was  once  begun,  the  love  of  it  would 
increase,  and  though  he  preached  in  the  most  ele- 
gant and  harmonious  manner,  the  virtues  of  his 
friends  would  die  in  the  melody  of  his  accents. 
For,  it  will  be  asked,  what  occasion  is  there  for 
this  preaching?  Is  political  sense  and  virtue  of 
that  nature  that  it  seeks  thus  to  be  extolled  ?  Ster- 
ling worth  retires ;  it  does  not  become  its  own 
trumpeter.  It  will  not,  therefore,  be  a  subject  of 
regret  to  his  opponents ;  for,  if  he  preaches  much, 
and  in  the  manner  in  which  he  preached  yester- 
day, he  will  do  them  but  little  harm.  The  sub- 
ject, when  often  dwelt  upon,  will  have  no  weight 
or  credit.  There  had  been  much  preaching  oi 
this  kind,  both  in  Church  and  State.  It  might 
for  a  time,  do  temporary  mischief;  but  its  effects 
were  transient.  He  would,  therefore,  have  drop- 
ped the  subject,  had  not  the  slander  of  this  gentle- 
man been  too  much  supported  by  others. 
It  was  said  to  be  the  tendency  of  all  Government 
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to  come  to  despotism ;  that,  true  it  was,  our  Gov- 
ernment was  tolerably  pure;  it  had  dabbled  in 
corruption,  but  dabbled  but  little.  And  by  whom 
was  this  said  ?  For  the  name  that  said  this  ought 
to  be  a  proud  name  indeed  ;  it  ought  to  be  distin- 
guished not  only  by  brilliant  public  services,  but  for 
a  peculiar  disinterestedness  of  character ;  to  have 
something  around  it  which  effectually  shielded  it 
from  suspicion.  By  whom,  then,  has  it  been  said? 
What  arrogant  and  proud  pretence  led  men  to 
speak  in  this  manner?  What  had  entitled  them 
to  this  high  tone  ?  Eminent  talents  all  knew  they 
possessed  ;  but  did  mere  eminence  of  talents  enti- 
tle men  to  this  right  ?  He  asked  how  these  ta- 
lents had  been  employed?  In  great  and  national 
service  ?  In  fixing  the  independence  and  freeJom 
of  the  country  ?  nave  they  aided  in  establishing 
the  great  outlines  and  measures  of  Government  ? 
Have  they  assisted  in  building  up  the  Govern- 
ment, with  special  interest  to  the  happiness  of  the 
country  ?  They  do  not  pretend  this.  Not  that 
they  hare  done  anything  for  the  happiness  of  the 
country,  but  in  opposition  to  it.  It  would  be  in- 
vidious to  enter  into  a  comparison  between  the 
two  characters.    Bat  let  the  gentlemen  go  to  the 

gge  of  history,  and  what  do  they  find  there? 
ad  the  mere  Reclaimer  against  Government  and 
its  abuses  an  enviable  rank  on  that  page?  No. 
Let  me  not,  said  Mr.  6.,  be  misunderstood.  Im- 
mortal honor  is  due,  and  will  be  given,  to  men 
who  have  resisted  the  acts  of  tyranny  and  oppres- 
sion. Such  a  man  was  Hampden;  such  a  man 
was  Sidney.  But  a  mere  dec  I  aimer  ranked  not 
with  these  men ;  nor  did  he  rank  with  those  who 
have  been  the  benefactors  of  mankind  by  estab- 
lishing eminent  civil  institutions.  Yet,  in  that 
House,  gentlemen  claimed  as  a  right,  upon  this 
mere  ground,  to  speak,  and  when  they  pleased,  of 
the  abuses  and  corruptions  of  Government. 

Mr.  G.  asked  what  were  these  abuses?  They 
were  said  to  arise  from  Executive  patronage.  Let 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  go  to  his  State,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  his.  Either 
was  an  extent  of  country  which,  in  the  Old  World, 
would  form  an  empire.  What  were  the  officers 
tinder  the  Executive  ?  A  single  Judge  in  the  Ju- 
diciary Department,  a  Marshal,  and  a  few  Depu- 
ties, a  Supervisor,  and  some  Collectors.  And 
though  this  is  an  epitome  of  the  whole  of  our 
eoootry,  yet,  in  the  view  of  the  gentlemen  who 
support  this  amendment,  this  patronage  is  alarm* 
in*  and  destructive ! 

Let  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  look  at 
the  supreme  Executive  of  that  State,  and  he 
would  find  a  much  more  numerous  list  of  officers; 
and,  if  not  of  a  grade  so  high,  yet  of  a  grade  at 
least  equally  capable  of  oppression.  And  was  it 
a  subject  of  popular  declamation  that  the  Gov- 
ernor of  that  State  was  Rearing  down  the  Gov- 
ernment by  means  of  his  patronage?  No.  The 
subject  was  not  beard  in  the  Legislature  of  that 
State-- the  cry  and  clamor  was  only  here. 

But  it  was  said,  that  this  patronage  or  power  of 
appointment  had  been  basely  prostituted,  by  select- 
ing eminent  characters  from  that  House  for  of- 
fice.   He  asked  gentlemen  how  many  men  had 


been  chosen  from  the  Legislature  for  office,  since 
the  commencement  of  Government?  But  few, 
indeed.  He  asked,  further,  if  there  was  anything 
in  the  Constitution  which  declared  that  members 
of  the  Legislature  should  not  be  appointed  to  of- 
fice ?  and,  if  not,  how  it  happened  that  at  this  pe- 
riod they  were  growing  wiser  than  the  framers  of 
our  Constitution,  with  respect  to  huma'n  nature  ? 
If  the  doctrine  of  gentlemen  was  true,  which  was 
to  prevent  this  patronage,  no  officer  ought  to  be 
appointed  from  the  Legislature.  Would  this  cure 
the  evil  ?  If  human  nature  be  so  corrupt  as  they 
think  it  is,  have  not  the  members  of  the  Legisla- 
ture friends  ?  And  if  they  were  capable  of  being 
influenced  by  these  appointments,  the  influence 
might  be  as  strong  if  their  friends  were  appointed. 
This  doctrine,  therefore,  not  only  went  to  ostra- 
cise the  members  of  the  Legislature,  but  their 
families  and  friends. 

But  it  was  said,  the  doctrine  of  favoritism  had 
been  adopted,  and  that  only  one  description  of 
men  was  appointed  to  office.  He  thougnt  there 
was  a  great  want  of  order  in  gentlemen  who  first 
brought  forward  this  subject.  It  was  a  subject 
upon  which  it  was  difficult  and  indelicate  to  speak. 
The  doctrine  had  been  allowed  without  authority, 
for  the  President  of  the  United  States  had  not  al- 
lowed that  he  had  formed  any  such  determination 
as  was  attributed  to  him ;  but  if  he  had  determin- 
ed to  select  to  office  only  those  persons  who  had 
evinced,  by  their  manners,  an  attachment  to  the 
Constitution  of  their  country,  and  to  those  meas- 
ures which  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Legisla- 
ture and  himself,  he  thought  he  nad  adopted  a 
right  principle.  He  did  not  think  the  President 
had  resolved  to  appoint  no  man  to  office  excejpt 
he  were  of  his  own  political  sentiments,  though  he 
might  have  determined  not  to  make  choioe  of  any 
man  who  had  manifested  uniform  opposition  to 
ail  the  measures  of  Government.  He  asked  what 
measure  had  been  taken  by  the  Executive  which 
had  not  been  sanctioned  by  all  the  constituted  au- 
thorities, and,  in  a  less  formal  manner,  by  the  peo- 
ple themselves,  and  in  some  cases,  by  votes  of  the 
State  Legislatures? 

But,  he  asked,  against  whom  these  charges  of 
venality  and  corruption  were  made  ?  They  were 
brought  against  the  Executive  of  this  country. 
And  what  was  this  Executive?  Gentlemen  seem- 
ed to  consider  it  as  a  sort  of  leviathan  or  monster, 
which  was  always  to  be  goaded  and  probed  with 
a  thousand  wounds  for  its  venal  propensities; 
though,  for  some  of  its  good  qualities,  it  must  be 
Kept  alive,  though  in  torture  and  pain. 

The  duties  of  the  Executive  were  to  preserve 
the  powers  of  the  country,  to  vindicate  its  rights, 
to  protect  its  sovereignty,  to  execute  the  public 
will  expressed  through  the  laws.  Rob  it  of  one 
of  these  powers  and  you  destroy  the  most  valua- 
ble part  of  the  Government  $  depress  it,  and  you 
only  do  it  for  a  short  time.  It  will  rise  in  the  af- 
fections and  favor  of  the  people,  with  new  life  and 
vigor.  Indeed,  these  attempts  against  the  Execu- 
tive were  calculated  to  produce  a  much  more 
strong  and  powerful  Executive  than  we  now 
have. 
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But  against  whom  were  these  charges  brought  ? 
They  were  levelled  at  the  Executive  power.  But 
against  whom  were  they  personally  brought? 
"Were  they  intended  against  the  late  President,  or 
the  present  ?  Both  were  implicated  in  the  accu- 
sation. He  would  not  attempt  to  sketch  the 
whole  praises  of  the  former ;  but  he  would  men- 
tion a  tew  traits  of  his  character,  which  must  repel 
these, charges.  They  would  go  to  his  disinterest- 
edness, and  show  that  he  had  never  been  actuated 
by  a  love  of  power. 

For  his  disinterestedness,  it  was  enough  to  say, 
that  he  had  spent  forty  years  in  the  public  service 
without  reward,  and  in  doing  it,  he  had  diminish- 
ed an  ample  fortune.  With  respect  to  his  love  of 
power,  it  was  enough  to  say,  that  he  had  twice  re- 
tired from  the  most  elevated  station  to  the  walks 
of  private  life — there  he  hoped  he  would  long  live 
surrounded  with  comforts  unalloyed  by  the  enmi- 
ty of  any  man. 

With  respect  to  the  present  Chief  Magistrate, 
he  asked  whether  there  was  anything  in  the  life 
of  this  man,  which  had  shown  a  deviation  from 
strict  and  honorable  conduct,  in  his  way  to  pro- 
motion and  office  ?  His  honor  and  his  offices  were 
of  the  hard-earned  kind.  He  had  never  gone  into 
devious  paths  to  seek  for  them.  He  had  acquired 
his  elevated  station  by  doing  his  duty  in  a  firm 
and  independent  manner. 

Here  nothing  looked  like  a  love  of  power.  He 
would  next  ask  gentlemen  against  whom  their  at- 
tacks were  made  in  that  House  ?  For,  they  may 
say  what  they  please,  the  American  people 
would  never  admit  of  a  charge  of  corruption 
where  no  corruption  exists.  They  might  say 
they  did  not  mean  to  include  in  their  charge 

gentlemen  who  had  acted  with  the  President;  but 
leir  charge  was  that  the  patronage  of  the  Presi- 
dent had  found  its  way  into  that  House,  and  pro- 
,  duced  majorities  there.  He  regretted  that  a  sen- 
timent so  degrading  to  the  American  character 
had  been  advanced  by  a  citizen  of  this  country. 
The  way  to  produce  worth  was  not  to  place  men 
in  a  degraded  state.  If  it  were  wished  to  form  an 
assembly  of  vile  men,  tell  them  they  are  made  of 
such  kind  of  stuff  that  they  must  become  so. 
If  they  locked  into  history  tnis  sentiment  would 
be  confirmed. 

What  was  it  that  made  the  Roman  character? 
Was  it  not  a  high  sense  of  public  and  private  vir- 
tue? Yes ;  it  was  this  that  carried  that  country  to  its 
greatness.  But  here  our  citizens  were  saia  to  be 
composed  of  such  corruptible  materials,  that  they 
cannot  withstand  the  temptations  held  out  to  them 
•  by  our  offices;  whilst  there,  every  thing  tended  to 
elevate  human  nature,  and  it  was  this  which  led 
to  Roman  greatness.  Different  principles  and  dif- 
ferent manners  were  now  adopted ;  and  what  was 
the  character  of  the  people  who  now  inhabited 
the  clime  formerly  possessed  by  the  ancient  Ro- 
mans ?  Behold  the  modern  Italian,  dark,  cun- 
ning, and  mischievous. 

These  charges  were,  then,  founded  in  slander, 
and  ought  to  be  repelled.  His  colleague  had  been 
astonished  from  whence  these  suspicions  came, 
and  charged  them  upon  the  gentleman's  own 


heart.  His  friend  was  mistaken  ;  there  were  no 
such  materials  there.  None  were  to  be  found 
there  so  base.  The  charge  must  have  proceeded 
from  a  distempered  mind,  produced,  perhaps,  by 
being  foiled  in  a  favorite  choice  of  an  Executive 
Magistrate;  or  from  a  concurrence  of  circum- 
stances which  had  thrown  over  the  gentleman's 
mind  a  cloud  of  suspicion  and  jealousy. 

But  it  was  said  that  the  only  saviour  of  the 
country  now  consisted  of  a  feeble  minority,  which 
was  to  stem  the  torrent  of  corruption.  It  was 
true,  and  it  was  to  be  regretted,  that  there  was 
party  in  this  country.  Not  that  he  would  be  un- 
derstood that  the  most  strict  scrutiny  into  publie 
measures  was  a  blameable  conduct ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  believed  it  was  for  the  happiness  of  the 
country  that  public  measures  should  be  scrutiniz- 
ed ;  but  an  organized  spirit  of  party  was  always 
dangerous  in  a  country. 

In  speaking  upon  this  subject,  it  must  occur  to 
every  member  that  it  was  not  a  party  over  a  par- 
ticular district  of  country  which  was  spoken  of; 
it  could  not  escape  the  patriotic  mind,  that  this 
party  was  spread  over  the  whole  Union.  This  be- 
ing the  case,  the  subject  assumed  an  importance 
very  different  from  what  would  be  the  case  were 
it  a  subject  of  mere  private  discontent. 

Mr.  G.  addressed  himself  to  gentlemen  who  ac- 
knowledged themselves  in  a  minority,  and  he  did 
it  with  that  degree  of  earnestness  which  the  situ- 
ation of  our  country  demanded.  We  were  at  this 
time,  said  he,  in  a  state  of  anxiety ;  we  were  ap- 
prehensive of  an  eventful  crisis,  when  all  the  pat- 
riotic virtues,  if  not  the  active  energies  of  the 
country,  will  be  necessary.  He  asked  whether,  at 
a  time  when  Government  could  hardly  move 
upon  its  wheels ;  when  we  were  surrounded  with 
difficulties ;  when  our  affairs  in  the  western  coun- 
try were  in  a  very  critical  state ;  when  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Legislature  was  full  of  perplexity ;  it 
was  proper  to  add  to  all  this,  a  still  more  difficult 
and  perplexing  state  of  things  ?  If  this  opposition 
were  determined  to  obstruct  the  measures  of  Gov- 
ernment, bow  was  it  to  move  ?  For  he  did  not 
pretend  to  say  that  the  opposition  was  confined  to 
the  gentlemen  in  that  House;  he  supposed  they 
fairly  represented  the  sense  of  their  constituents. 
In  this  state  of  things,  how  was  Government  to 
proceed  ?  If  gentlemen  would  come  forward  and 
say  expressly  what  they  wanted,  if  their  discon- 
tents were  well  founded,  they  might  be  removed. 
But,  on  this  occasion,  all  that  had  been  said  had 
been  mere  general  clamor.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  complained  of  the  funding  system,  of 
this  and  of  mat;  but  he  did  not  now  expect 
to  reverse  these  systems ;  and,  therefore,  he  could 
not  think  it  was  either  prudent  or  patriotic,  in  the 
present  state  of  things,  to  introduce  them.  Had 
it  not  a  tendency  to  increase  our  divisions,  and  did 
gentlemen  expect  that  the  country  could  rise  above 
these  evils  ?  When  every  support  of  Government 
was  necessary,  was  this  the  time  to  sow  discon- 
tents? These  were  serious  questions.  Mr.  G. 
said  he  would  go  further,  and  say,  if  there  was 
anything  which  he  could  do,  and  it  were  propos- 
ed how  it  could  be  effected,  for  producing  harm©- 
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ny  in  the  House,  he  would  do  every  thing  but 
rob  the  Government  of  its  powers.  He  could  not 
consider  this  amendment  as  a  single,  unconnected 
measure;  it  was  connected  with  others,  and  in- 
tended to  clog  the  wheels  of  Government. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  said  that  this 
country  ought  only  to  be  considered  as  a  vender  of 
its  produce  and  purchaser  of  what  was  brought  to 
it.  Did  he  suppose  that  such  an  assertion  would 
produce  content  1  Did  he  suppose,  for  instance. 
that  the  State  of  Massachusetts  would  destroy  all 
its  vessels,  and  revert  back  to  a  state  of  society 
long  since  passed  ? 

Notwithstanding  the  charges  which  had  been 
brought  against  the  Government,  its  friends  had  a 
source  of  satisfaction  in  the  good  sense  of  their 
countrymen  ;  he  believed  they  would  adopt  a  firm 
and  decisive  language ;  and  ne  doubted  not  they 
would  recollect  and  be  persuaded  of  the  truth  of 
the  maxim,  that  "  united  we  stand,  but  divided  we 
fall." 

Mr.  Sewall,  after  a  few  prefatory  remarks,  ob- 
served that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
avowed  that  his  amendment,  and  the  manner  in 
which  he  had  introduced  it,  was  an  attack  upon 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States.  The  occasion 
of  the  attack,  or  the  propriety  of  it  at  this  moment, 
he  left  him  to  justify  to  his  constituents  and  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  He  seemed  to  despise 
what  might  be  said  by  gentlemen  here.  He 
arowed  he  did  not  speak  so  much  to  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  people  of  the  United  States  within 
these  walls,  as  to  the  people  without  them,  whom 
he  wished  to  bring  to  consider  the  danger  of  their 
present  situation,  and  to  induce  them  to  join  him 
io  measures  unfavorable  to  the  happiness  and 
prosperity  of  the  country. 

It  would  be  difficult  to  go  over  all  the  observa- 
tions of  the  gentleman,  ana  to  answer  them  singly. 
Such  a  procedure  would  not  fail  to  tire  the  com- 
mittee. He  would,  therefore,  bring  them  into  a 
sort  of  arrangement  or  division.  And  the  first 
thing  which  he  should  notice  was,  what  he  called 
his  violent  attack — an  attack  upon  the  principles 
which  the  gentleman  acknowledged  had  no  con- 
nexion with  the  question,  with  a  design  of  raising 
discontents  in  the  people  of  the  United  States 
against  their  Executive — not  with  respect  to  this 
question,  but  with  respect  to  the  danger  to  be  ap- 
prehended from  Executive  patronage  in  general. 
This  he  called  a  violent  attack,  because  it  was  not 
produced  by  anything  under  the  view  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  did  not  mean,  however,  to  account 
for  this  conduct,  but  to  make  some  observations 
upon  it. 

In  another  point  of  view  he  considered  what  had 
fallen  from  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  as  a  civil 
attack  upon  the  Executive  authority,  attempting  to 
deny  certain  rights  as  belonging  to  the  Executive, 
°y  assuming  an  authority  unknown  in  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  and  unknown  to  the  Consti- 
tution. 

In  the  first  place  he  would  refer  to  what  he  had 
»id.  He  called  upon  the  people  of  the  United 
Mates  to  confederate  with  him  against  the  Exec- 
utive. He  was  not  contented  with  this  appeal  j  he 


had  endeavored  to  raise  an  interested  passion,  not 
in  the  people  at  large,  but  in  those  who  may  nave 
been  disappointed  in  their  applications  for  offices 
to  the  President,  and  to  all  those  who  have  par- 
tialities  elsewhere,  to  consider  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States  in  a  degraded  point  of  light, 
from  having  joined  a  certain  party, and  from  hav- 
ing determined  to  choose  no  person  to  office  but 
persons  of  a  certain  opinion ;  thereby  degrading 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States,  by  represent- 
ing him  as  the  head  of  a  party. 

He  called  another  part  of  the  people  to  come 
around  him,  from  a  consideration  of  their  liberties 
beingin  danger,  from  the  excess  of  patronage  in 
the  Executive;  to  these  classes  might  also  be 
added  the  mere  seekers  for  office.  In  this  manner 
were  the  people  of  the  United  States  to  be  ar- 
rayed and  marshalled  out.  and  in  this  manner  this 
Constitution,  and  these  laws,  were  to  be  endan- 
gered, by  an  attack,  which  appeared  as  if  it  were 
intended  to  be  the  forerunner  of  a  more  serious 
attack  from  abroad. 

Nor  was  the  gentleman  contented  by  drawing 
around  him  all  the  discontented  of  the  community, 
but  he  also  made  an  attempt  upon  that  part  of  the 
people  who  were  generally  in  favor  of  Executive 
measures,  by  saying  they  were  flatterers,  mere 
devotees  of  the  Executive,  and  seekers  for  office, 
as  in  fact  already  corrupted.  In  this  manner  was 
the  Executive  to  see  not  only  the  discontented  part 
of  the  people,  but  his  friends  arrayed  against  him. 
In  the  latter  attempt,  the  gentleman  would  fail. 
He  believed  there  were  those  who  could  support 
charges  of  this  nature — who  could  console  them- 
selves with  having  done  their  duty,  by  having 
supported  the  laws  and  Constitution  of  their 
country,  and  defy  and  despise  his  representations. 

And  here  he  would  observe  that  tne  gentleman 
threw  strong  censure  upon  those  who  are  certainly 
the  most  deserving  part  of  the  community — those 
who  are  contented  with  the  measures  of  the  Exec- 
utive— satisfied  with  the  measures  of  the  General 
Government.  Mr.  S.  believed  persons  of  this  de- 
scription to  be  in  the  natural  state  of  society — that 
state  which  the  Constitution  supposes  ;  yet  these 
were  called  upon  to  renounce  their  confidence  in 
the  Executive.  Surely,  said  he,  we  might  retort 
upon  gentlemen,  by  saying  that  those  who  oppose 
the  measures  of  the  Executive,  who  take  the  part 
of  a  foreign  country  against  their  own,  are  in  an 
unnatural  and  criminal  state.  They  might  say 
we  will  avoid  you  ;  your  conduct  is  already  disa- 
greeable to  us;  the  Executive  avoids  you,  and 
we  approve  his  conduct ;  you  are  disreputable  to 
society ;  you  are  the  enemies  of  Government.  But 
he  would  avoid  allegations  of  this  sort.  He  was 
convinced  that  there  were  few  people  in  the  United 
States — he  hoped  none  in  that  House — who  would 
answer  to  this  charge.  He  hoped  none  were  guilty 
of  it ;  but  it  was  hard  upon  gentlemen  who  were 
in  favor  of  Constitutional  measures,  that  they 
should  be  called  upon  to  defend  themselves 
against  charges  of  this  kind. 

Gentlemen  who  professed  themselves  satisfied 
with  the  measures  of  the  Government  here,  were 
charged  with  the  want  of  attention  to  the  interests 
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of  the  people,  because  they  did  not  alarm  their 
constituents,  on  their  return  home,  on  the  subject 
of  Government  abuses ;  because  they  did  not  do 
this,  they  were  charged  with  administering  sopo- 
rifics at  home. 

Some  few  parts  of  the  gentleman's  observations 
deserved  more  particular  examination ;  and  first, 
with  respect  to  the  danger  arising  from  the  power 
of  appointing  to  office  being  placed  in  the  Execu- 
tive. On  this  occasion  the  excessive  patronage  of 
the  Executive  of  the  British  Government  was 
brought  before  the  committee,  and  they  were  bid 
to  beware  of  our  Executive  becoming  like  it. 
This  charge  was  a  vague  one,  as  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  show  that  there  was  any  resemblance  be- 
tween the  two  Executives.  The  thing  which 
gentlemen  considered  as  of  no  weight — he  meant 
the  short  period  for  which  our  Executive  was 
elected,  and  that  of  England  being  permanent — he 
thought  of  material  importance.  •  Our  Executive 
had  no  power  but  for  four  years,  during  which 

Sriod  he  was  liable  to  be  impeached  by  that 
ouse  for  any  flagrant  abuse  of  duty ;  in  which 
case  he  would  be  tried  by  the  Senate,  and  acquit* 
ted  or  found  guilty.  In  a  Constitution  like  this, 
therefore,  what  need  was  there  for  ail  this  alarm 
about  Executive  power  ?  If  there  existed  abuses 
in  the  Executive  department,  why  not  bring  for- 
ward an  impeachment  at  once  ?  But  the  truth 
was,  no  proof  of  abuse  existed.  He  trusted  he 
should  not  be  considered  as  wanting  in  respect  to 
the  people,  if  he  considered  them  as  an  improper  tri- 
bunal to  be  appealed  to  on  this  occasion.  Ii  abuse 
existed,  he  had  pointed  out  the  Constitutional  way 
of  having  it  rectified.  He  was  further  of  opinion 
that  any  attempt  to  misinform  the  people  on  this 
subject,  was  a  sort  of  treason  against  the  peaceful 
enjoyment  by  the  people  of  their  liberty.  It  was 
necessary,  therefore,  that  the  people  should  be 
well  assured  of  the  truth  of  such  a  charge ;  for,  if 
it  had  the  effect  which  he  had  mentioned,  and 
was  not  founded  in  fact,  he  should  consider  the 
man  who  made  it,  as  a  traitor  to  the  people. 

Liberty,  he  said,  was  security  :  destroy  security, 
therefore,  and  you  destroy  liberty.  He  did  not 
mean  to  attribute  any  intention  of  this  kind  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia.  He  was  only  endea- 
voring to  point  out  to  him  the  extreme  impropri- 
ety of  the  manner  in  which  he  had  supported  his 
proposition. 

It  was  allowed  that  the  Government  was  as  lia- 
ble to  be  destroyed  by  anarchy,  as  from  excessive 
patronage  in  the  Executive.  It  was  upon  the  Ex- 
ecutive we  depended  for  the  execution  of  the  laws, 
and  for  general  protection.  It  was  in  fact  the 
eyes  of  the  community.  The  Constitution  had 
characterized  his  office ;  it  was  a  part,  and  the  ce- 
ment of  our  Union.  Would  any  single  man  in 
that  House  claim  to  himself  that  confidence  from 
the  people  of  the  United  States  which  the  Execu- 
tive had  ?  Tbey  came  from  different  districts,  im- 
pressed with  local  views  and  interests,  which  they 
could  not  avoid,  though  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
member  to  consider  himself  as  the  representative 
of  the  whole  Union ;  but  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  was  elected  by  the  whole,  to  preside 


over  the  whole,  and  his  future  reward  would  de- 
pend upon  the  manner  in  which  be  filled  the  office 
at  present,  and  the  people  would  always  be  inclined 
to  show  him  respect  and  regard,  and  would  be  slow 
in  believing  that  he  would  do  anything  contrary 
to  the  interest  of  the  United  States. 

He  would  refer  to  the  particular  charges  which 
had  been  alleged  against  the  Executive.  He  had 
been  charged  with  having  recommended  a  mission 
to  Prussia,  when  there  was  no  occasion  for  it 
They  were  necessarily  uninformed  on  this  point 
The  gentleman  from  V  irginia,  indeed,  had  suppos- 
ed that  they  had  a  right  to  bid  the  Executive  to 
lay  before  them  the  motives  for  his  conduct ;  but 
he  believed  he  could  not  find  any  such  authority 
in  the  Constitution.  The  power  of  appointing 
Ministers  was  in  the  Executive,  and  if  he  had 
nominated,  and  the  Senate  approved;  there  existed 
no  Constitutional  authority  to  call  him  to  account 
except  manifest  abuse  appeared ;  and  if  this  were 
the  case,  he  had  already  pointed  out  the  mode  of 
redress.  It  was  extremely  hard  upon  gentlemen 
who  wished  to  defend  the  Executive,  to  be  obliged 
to  say  they  were  as  ignorant  with  respect  to  its 
motives,  as  those  who  complained  of  it  It  was  a 
sufficient  answer,  however,  to  say,  that  tbe  busi- 
ness was  not  within  the  care  of  this  House. 

The  Executive  had  been  charged  with  making 
appointments  to  office  from  the  Legislature,  wit£ 
a  view  to  influencing  the  members  to  a  certain 
line  of  conduct.  Particular  reference  had  been 
had  to  foreign  Ministers,  and  it  had  been  said  only 
one  had  been  appointed  but  who  had  been  taken 
from  tbe  Legislature.  It  was  said  that  four  others 
had  been  taken  from  the  Legislature,  the  appoint- 
ment to  which  might  have  had  an  influence  upon 
it ;  if  it  could  possibly  have  had  any,  it  must  have 
been  so  small  as  to  be  below  calculation.  Mr.  S. 
enumerated  all  the  Ministers  we  have  in  Europe, 
and  whence  they  were  appointed ;  the  result  of 
which  enumeration  was,  that  the  influence  com- 
plained of  could  not  have  produced  any  effect,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  the  Minister  at  Lisbon  (Mr.  W. 
Smith.)  It  was  true  he  was  in  the  Legislature, 
and  likely  to  remain  in  it  j  but,  if  gentlemen  re- 
curred to  that  gentleman's  character,  and  his  uni- 
form support  of  Government,  no  one  would  sup- 
pose that  his  conduct  was  influenced  by  the  ex- 
pectation of  his  appointment.  But  are  those  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature,  who  are  in  a  natural  state, 
the  only  commendable  state  in  society,  to  be  those 
who  are  to  be  suspected  of  being  improperly  influ- 
enced by  the  appointments  to  office,  merely  be- 
cause the  Executive  declines  appointing  men  to 
office  who  are  in  continual  opposition  to  Govern- 
ment ?  If  gentlemen  possessing  opinions  of  the 
latter  kind,  were  suddenly  to  change  them,  there 
would,  indeed,  be  some  ground  to  suspect  an  im- 
proper influence.  But  there  was  no  instance  in  | 
which  this  would  apply. 

But  it  was  considered  as  criminal  in  the  Execu- 
tive to  appoint  to  important  offices  those  men  only 
who  are  friendly  to  the  measures  of  Government. 
A  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Brent)  some 
days  ago,  mentioned  several  offices,  to  which  it 
would  be  improper  to  confine  appointments  in  the     ( 
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ray  proposed;  but  he  carefully  avoided  mention- 
ing the  offices  which  had  been  under  considera- 
ion.  It  most  be  recollected  that  the  Executive  is 
inswerable  for  any  measures  which  may  be  taken 
with  respect  to  any  foreign  country,  and  it  was 
tot  to  be  expected  that  he  would  cnoose  those  to 
lo  his  business,  who  were  averse  to  Executive 
neasures.  He  knew  of  one  instance  only  in  which 
his  had  occurred,  and  he  recollected  that,  in  that 
n stance,  the  gentleman  had  himself  boasted  that 
le  obtained  from  the  Executive  a  declaration  con- 
brmably  to  his  views,  before  he  would  undertake 
he  office.  How  far  this  was  true,  or  whether  the 
gentleman  deceived  himself,  he  could  not  tell.  He 
supposed  the  latter  was  the  case.  He  was.  how- 
ever, appointed  to  a  mission,  which,  after  he  had 
undertaken  it.  he  thought  proper  to  neglect. 

The  Executive  had  also  been  attacked  with  re- 
spect to  his  choice  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  and 
[lis  fair  and  honorable  vindication  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  against  an  insidious  Power, 
who  had  endeavored  to  excite  an  alarm  against 
the  people  of  this  country,  which  might  have  en- 
dangered our  independence  and  happiness — who 
had  reduced  us  to  a  degraded  state  by  depredating 
upon  our  commerce,  which  had  produced  a  loss 
incalculable — was  called  a  manifesto  equal  to  a  de- 
claration of  war.  This  attack,  he  was  convinced. 
would  have  little  weight. 

Mr.  S.  then  went  into  a  disquisition  on  the  con- 
struction of  the  Constitution  with  respect  to  ap- 
propriating money,  and  denied  that  the  House  had 
a  right  to  refuse  an  appropriation  for  foreign  Min- 
isters, when  called  upon  by  the  President,  as  it  was 
a  moral  obligation,  which  they  were  bound  to  obey. 
He  believed  the  bill  had  better  be  rejected  than 
that  this  amendment  should  take  place ;  for,  if  not 
passed  at  all,  the  President  would  be  relieved  from 
Lis  responsibility;  but,  if  it  passed  with  the  amend- 
ment, it  would  deprive  him  of  the  free  exercise  of 
his  authority. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Monday,  January  29. 
MEMORIAL  OF  THE  QUAKERS. 

Mr.  Sitorbavb8,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  memorial  and  address  of  the 
people  called  Quakers,  from  their  yearly  meeting 
held  in  Philadelphia,  in  November  last,  made  a 
report,  stating,  that  as  the  above  memorial  was 
expressed  only  in  general  terms,  the  committee 
applied  to  the  memorialists,  desiring  them  to  ex- 
hibit the  precise  grievances  which  they  wished  to 
have  redressed;  that,  in  consequence  of  this  re- 

?|uest,  the  committee  received  certain  documents 
rom  them ;  after  which  the  memorialists  were 
invited  to  a  conference,  in  order  to  suggest  a 
remedy  to  the  evils  which  they  complained  of; 
and,  after  several  consultations,  the  committee 
state  it  to  be  clearly  their  opinion,  that  the  facts 
referred  to  are  exclusively  of  judicial  cognizance, 
that  therefor©  it  is  not  competent  for  the  Legisla- 
ture to  do  anything  in  the  business,  and  recom- 
mended that  the  memorialists  have  leave  to  with' 
draw  their  memorial. 


Mr.  S.  moved  that  the  report  be  read  a  second 
time,  for  the  purpose  of  being  concurred  in. 

Mr.  Thatcher  hoped  the  report  would  be  com- 
mitted. As  several  applications  had  been  made 
to  the  Legislature  by  this  body  of  people  for  re- 
dress of  a  similar  kind  prayed  for  in  this  memo- 
rial,  in  order,  therefore,  to  give  them  full  satisfac- 
tion, and  thereby  prevent  future  applications,  he 
hoped  the  determination  made  upon  it  might  be 
done  in  the  most  solemn  manner. 

Mr.  Sitor eaves  hoped  this  course  would  be 
taken.  He  wished  the  memorialists  to  be  fully 
satisfied  with  the  proceedings  taken  on  their  ap- 
plication. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  was  also  of  this  opinion. 

Mr.  McDowell  could  not  conceive  the  object 
of  the  gentleman  who  moved  this  report  to  be  com- 
mitted, except  it  were  to  pay  a  compliment  to  the 
memorialists.  He  was  opposed  to  paying  this 
compliment.  He  thought  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  so  frequently  come  forward  to  attempt  to 
disturb  the  peace  of  society,  and  to  arraign  the  con- 
duct of  State  Governments,  was  not  entitled  to  it. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  the  report  would  not  be  re- 
ferred. 

The  question  was  put,  and  there  appeared  to 
be  35  for  the  committing  the  report,  and  35  against 
it;  the  Speaker  determined  in  the  affirmative,  and 
the  question  was  carried. 

RELIEF  OF  WIDOWS,  Ac 
Mr.  Dwioht  Foster,  from  the  Committee  of 
Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  resolution  re- 
quiring a  report  on  the  propriety  of  extending  the 
act  passed  June  7, 1794,  for  making  further  provi- 
sion for  the  more  effectual  protection  of  the  fron- 
tiers of  the  United  States,  and  for  the  relief  of 
widows  and  children  of  officers  killed  in  the  ser- 
vice, reported  it  as  their  opinion,  that  it  ought  to 
be  extended  to  the  widows  and  children  of  such  as 
were  killed  in  the  war  with  the  Indians.  Com- 
mitted for  to-morrow. 

LOSSE8  RECOVERED   UNDER  BRITISH 

TREATY. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  presented  the  following  reso- 
lution : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  direct 
the  proper  officer  to  lay  before  this  House  a  statement 
of  the  losses  recovered  by  citizens  of  the  United  States 
under  the  treaty  made  with  Great  Britain,  specifying 
those  cases  which  have  been  actually  decided  upon  by 
the  Court  of  Anpeal." 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

COUNTERVAILING  DUTIE8. 
Mr.  Josiah  Parker  also  presented  the  following: 
"  Retohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  direct  the  proper  officer  to  lay  before 
this  House  a  copy  of  the  Act  of  the  British  Government 
countervailing  the  duties  on  tonnage  laid  on  foreign 
ships  and  vessels  by  the  United  3taies,  and  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  imported  therein." 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

LAND  TITLES  IN  TENNESSEE. 
The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  enabling  the  Presi- 
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dent  to  hold  a  treaty  with  the  Indians  claiming 
lands  in  the  State  ot  Tennessee.  Mr.  Gallatin 
proposed  an  amendment  fixing  the  pay  of  the 
Commissioners  at  eight  dollars  a  day,  exclusive 
of  their  expenses ;  which  was  agreed  to.  And,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  McDowell,  the  words  "  or  North 
Carolina,"  were  moved  to  be  added  after  the  word 
Tennessee,  so  as  to  enable  the  President  to  treat 
for  any  land  belonging  to  the  Indians  within  that 
State.  The  motion  was  agreed  to  by  43  to  16. 
The  House  agreed  to  the  amendments,  and  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time  to- 
morrow. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  that  the  unfinished 
business  relative  to  foreign  intercourse  should  be 
postponed,  in  order  to  take  up  the  articles  of  im- 
peachment reported  against  William  Blount. 

Mr.  Harper  hop%d  the  unfinished  business 
would  not  be  postponed  for  this  purpose,  as  he 
wished  it  first  to  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  he  made  this  motion  be- 
cause of  the  impatience  which  had  been  hereto- 
fore shown  to  go  into  the  business,  and  because 
he  believed  it  would  not  require  much  time.  .He 
also  thought  it  would  be  proper  to  exhibit  the  ar- 
ticles to  the  Senate  at  as  early  a  period  as  possi- 
ble, as  there  would  be  certain  preliminary  ques- 
tions to  be  decided  before  the  impeachment  could 
be  proceeded  with — he  alluded  to  the  impeach- 
ability  of  a  Senator,  which  he  understood  the 
Senate  meant  to  dispute.  If  the  Senate  deter- 
mined that  one  of  their  body  is  not  impeachable, 
the  business  would  be  at  an  end.  This  question 
would  be  entered  upon  after  the  articles  were  ex- 
hibited. He  honed,  therefore,  the  House  would 
take  up  the  subject.  By  this  time,  as  the  evi- 
dence had  been  long  in  the  hands  of  the  members, 
the  subject  must  be  well  understood.  It  woula 
be  seen  that  the  articles  were  predicated  upon  the 
single  letter  of  William  Blount  to  James  Carey, 
which  was  communicated  to  the  House  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  McDowell  supported  the  motion. 

Mr.  Macon  was  opposed  to  it,  wishing  the  un- 
finished business  first  to  be  gone  through. 

Mr.  Sprigo  was  in  favor  of  the  motion.  A 
doubt  had  arisen  whether  the  trial  would  go  on 
in  the  absence  of  the  person  imoeached.  If  this 
should  prove  to  be  the  case,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
send  a  messenger  to  Tennessee,  and  wait  his  re- 
turn. The  sooner,  therefore,  the  business  could 
be  gone  into  the  better. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought  there  was  no  necessity 
immediately  to  proceed  to  consider  the  articles  in 
question,  as  he  found  by  a  bill  before  him  that  the 
Senate  considered  it  necessary  to  pass  a  bill  before 
they  entered  upon  the  business,  prescribing  the 
mode  of  proceeding  in  cases  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Gordon  thought  the  remark  of  the  gentle- 
man last  up  was  not  entitled  to  any  weight;  if  it 
were,  the  Senate  might  prevent  the  impeachment 
altogether.  He  thought  the  observation  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Sprigg)  was 
worthy  of  consideration.    The  preliminary  Ques- 


tion might  (and  he  believed  would)  be  made 
whether  a  Senator  was  impeachable.  If  the  Sen- 
ate decided  one  of  their  body  was  not  impeach- 
able, the  business  would  be  at  an  end  ;  if  not,  it 
might  be  necessary  to  issue  process  to  call  the 
person  impeached  before  them,  and  it  might  be 
necessary  to  protract  their  session,  for  the  purpose 
of  finishing  the  business;  as,  after  it  was  gone 
into,  it  would  not  be  proper  to  leave  it  in  an  un- 
finished state. 

Mr.  Coit  wished  the  articles  not  to  be  taken 
up  to-day,  as  they  were  only  laid  upon  the  table 
this  morning,  and  he  had  scarcely  time  to  read 
them. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  think  the  business  would 
come  to  any  earlier  termination  by  going  into  the 
articles  to-day,  as  a  committee  of  the  House  would 
have  to  go  to  the  Senate  to  argue  the  point  of  im- 
peachability  with  them. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  thought  differently ;  for.  though 
the  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  must  be 
heard  in  the  Senate^  before  the  question  of  im- 
peachability  was  decided,  yet  the  Senate  could 
not  proceed  on  the  subject  before  the  articles  were 
exhibited.  Besides,  if  the  matter  of  fact  came  to 
be  tried,  it  would  be  necessary  for  several  wit- 
nesses to  be  summoned  from  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see, in  addition  to  the  evidence  alreaJy  obtained. 
It  would  not  be  proper,  therefore,  to  delay  an  ex- 
hibition of  the  articles. 

The  question  for  postponing  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness was  put  and  carried — 42  to  41. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  articles  of  impeachmeai 
reported  against  William  Blount.  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair ;  when  they  were  read,  as  follows : 

Articles  exhibited  by  the  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  8tates,  in  the  name  of  themselves  and  of 
all  the  people  of  the  United  States,  against  Wfllita 
Blount,  in  maintenance  of  their  impeachment  against 
him  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

Abticlk  1.  That,  whereas  the  United  States,  in  the 
months  of  February,  March,  April,  May,  and  June,  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  dne  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-seven,  and  for  many  years  then  past,  were  at 
peace  with  His  Catholic  Majesty,  the  King  of  Spain ; 
and  whereas,  daring  the  months  aforesaid,  His  said 
Catholic  Majesty  and  the  King  of  Great  Britain  were 
at  war  with  each  other ;  yet  the  said  William  Blount, 
on  or  about  the  months  aforesaid,  then  being  a  Senator 
of  the  United  States,  and  well  knowing  the  premise*, 
but  disregarding  the  duties  and  obligations  of  his  high 
station,  and  designing  and  intending  to  disturb  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  United  States,  and  to  vio- 
late and  infringe  the  neutrality  thereof  did  conspire, 
and  contrive  to  create,  promote,  and  set  on  foot,  within 
the  jurisdiction  and  territory  of  the  United  States,  and 
to  conduct  and  carry  on  from  thence,  a  military  hostile 
expedition  against  the  territories  and  dominions  of  Htf 
said  Catholic  Majesty  in  the  Floridas  and  Louisiana,  or 
a  part  thereof,  for  the  purpose  of  wresting  the  suae 
from  His  Catholic  Majesty,  and  of  conquering  the  sane 
for  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  with  whom  His  said 
Catholic  Majesty  was  then  at  wax  as  aforesaid,  contrary 
to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  station  as  a  Senator  of  the 
United  States,  in  violation  of  the  obligations  of  nen- 
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lity,  and  against  the  lawa  of  the  United  States,  and 
■  peace  and  interests  thereof. 

Article  2.  That,  whereas,  on  the  twenty-seventh 
j  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
ren  hundred  and  ninety-five,  a  Treaty  of  Friendship, 
raits,  and  Navigation,  had  been  made  and  concluded 
tween  the  United  States  and  His  Catholic  Majesty, 
the  fifth  article  whereof  it  is  stipulated  and  agreed, 
hat  the  two  high  contracting  parties  shall,  by  all  the 
ans  in  their  power,  maintain  peace  and  harmony 
long  the  several  Indian  nations  who  inhabit  the  coun- 
r  adjacent  to  the  lines  and  rivers,  which,  by  the  pre- 
ding  articles,  form  the  boundaries  of  the  two  Flori- 
s:  and  the  better  to  obtain  this  effect,  both  parties 
lige  themselves  expressly  to  restrain  by  force  all  hos- 
ities  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  nations  living  within 
eir  boundary,  so  that  Spain  will  not  suffer  her  In- 
ans  to  attack  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  nor 
e  Indians  inhabiting  their  territory;  nor  will  the 
nited  States  permit  these  last-mentioned  Indiana  to 
•mmence  hostilities  against  the  subjects  of  his  Catho- 
:  Majesty  or  his  Indians,  in  any  manner  whatever :" 
et,  the  said  William  Blount,  on  or  about  the  months 
February,  March,  April,  May,  and  June,  in  the  year 
four  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
ron,  then  being  a  8enator  of  the  United  States,  and 
ell  knowing  the  premises,  and  that  the  United  States 
rere  then  at  peace  with  His  said  Catholic  Majesty, 
ad  that  His  Catholic  Majesty  was  at  war  with  the 
jng  of  Great  Britain,  but  disregarding  the  duties  of 
is  high  station,  and  the  stipulations  of  the  said  treaty, 
nd  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  did  conspire  and  con- 
rfre  to  excite  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  nations  of  In- 
lians,  then  inhabiting  within  the  territorial  boundary  of 
be  United  States,  to  commence  hostilities  against  the 
objects  and  possessions  of  His  Catholic  Majesty,  in 
be  Floridas  and  Louisiana,  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
be  same  to  the  dominion  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain, 
nth  whom  His  Catholic  Majesty  was  then  at  war 
*  aforesaid :  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  sta- 
»n  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  in  violation  of 
be  said  Treaty  of  Friendship,  Limits,  and  Navigation, 
nd  of  the  obligations  of  neutrality,  and  against  the 
jwg  of  the  United  States,  and  the  peace  and  interests 
hereof. 

Aiticli  8.  That,  whereas,  by  the  ordinances  and 
<te  of  Congress  for  regulating  trade  and  intercourse 
nth  the  Indian  tribes,  and  for  preserving  peace  on  the 
rentiers,  it  has  been  made  lawful  for  the  President  of 
be  United  States,  in  order  to  secure  the  continuance 
f  the  friendship  of  the  said  Indian  tribes,  to  appoint 
Kb  persons,  from  time  to  time,  as  temporary  agents, 
preside  among  the  Indians,  as  he  shall  think  fit ;  and 
fareag,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  authority,  the  Presi 
«t  of  the  United  States,  on  or  about  the  eighth  day 
f  September,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand 
*en  hundred  and  ninety-six,  did  appoint  Benjamin 
wwkins,  to  be  principal  temporary  agent  for  Indian 
»rs,  within  the  Indian  nations  south  of  the  river 
£»<>i  and  north  of  the  territorial  Hne  of  the  United 
****;  and  whereas  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkins  ac- 
^ed  the  said  appointment,  and  on  the  21st  day  of 
W  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
J~  &Qd  ninety-seven,  and  for  a  long  time  before  and 
tawards,  did  exercise  the  functions,  powers,  and  du- 
*  attached  to  the  same ;  yet,  the  said  Wm.  Blount,  on 
J  about  the  said  twenty-first  day  of  April,  in  the  year 
0Ur  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- 
**n,  then  being  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and 


well  knowing  the  premises,  did,  in  the  prosecution  of 
his  criminal  designs  and  of  his  conspiracies  aforesaid, 
and  the  more  effectually  to  accomplish  his  intention  of 
exciting  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  nations  of  Indians  to 
commence  hostilities  against  the  subjects  of  His  Catho- 
lic Majesty,  further  conspire  and  contrive  to  alienate 
and  divert  the  confidence  of  the  said  Indian  tribes  or 
nations  from  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkins,  the  principal 
temporary  agent  aforesaid,  and  to  diminish,  impair,  and 
destroy  the  influence  of  the  said  Benjamin  Hawkins 
with  the  said  Indian  tribes,  and  their  friendly  intercourse 
and  understanding  with  him,  contrary  to  the  duty  of 
his  trust  and  station  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  peace  and  interests  thereof 

Ahticle  4.   That,  whereas,  by  the  ordinances  and 
acts  of  Congress  aforesaid,  it  is  made  lawful  for  the 
President  of  the   United  States  to  establish  trading 
houses  at  such  places  and  posts  on  the  western  and 
southern  frontiers,  or  in  the  Indian  country,  as  he  shall 
judge  most  convenient,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on 
a  liberal  trade  with  the  several  Indian  nations  within 
the  limits  of  the  United  States,  and  to  appoint  an  agent 
at  each  trading  house  established  as  aforesaid,  with  such 
clerks  and  assistants  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  exe- 
cution of  the  said  acts :     And,  whereas,  by  a  treaty, 
made  and  concluded  on  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the 
year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-one,  between  the  United  States  and  the  Chero- 
kee nation  of  Indians,  inhabiting  within  the  limits  of 
the  United  States,  it  is  stipulated  and  agreed,  that "  the 
United  8tates  will  send  such,  and  so  many  persons  to 
reside  in  said  nation,  as  they  may  judge  proper,  not 
exceeding  four,  who  shall  quality  themselves  to  act  as 
interpreters."    And  whereas  the  President  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  as  well  in  pursuance  of  the  authorities  in 
this  article  mentioned,  as  of  the  acts  of  Congress  re- 
ferred to  in  the  third  article,  did  appoint  James  Carey 
to  be  interpreter  for  the  United  States  to  the  said  Cher- 
okee nation   of    Indians,    and  assist   at  the    public 
trading  house  established  at  the  Tellico  blockhouse,  in 
the  State  of  Tennessee;    And  whereas  the  said  James 
Carey  did  accept  the  said  appointments,  and  on  the 
twenty-first  day  of  April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-seven,  and  for  a 
long  time  before  and  afterwards,  did  exercise  the  func- 
tions and  duties  attached  to  the  same ;  yet,  the  said 
William  Blount,  on  or  about  the  said  twenty-first  day 
of  April,  in  the  year  last  aforesaid,  then  being  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States,  and  well  knowing  the  premi- 
ses, did,  in  prosecution  of  his  criminal  designs,  and  in 
furtherance  of  his  conspiracies  aforesaid,  conspire  and 
contrive  to  seduce  the  said  James  Carey  from  the  duty 
and  trust  of  his  said  appointments,  and  to  engage  the 
said  James  Carey  to  assist  in  the  promotion  and  execu- 
tion of  his  said  criminal  intentions  and  conspiracies 
aforesaid,  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  trust  and  station 
as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and  against  the 
laws  and  treaties  of  the  United  8tates,  and  the  peace 
and  interests  thereof 

A  an  cle  6.  That  whereas  certain  tribes  or  nation* 
of  Indians  inhabit  within  the  territorial  limits  of  the 
United  States,  between  whom,  or  many  of  them,  and 
the  settlements  of  the  United  States,  certain  bounda- 
ry lines  have,  by  successive  treaties,  been  stipulated 
and  agreed  upon,  to  separate  the  lands  and  possessions 
of  the  said  Indians  from  the  lands  and  possessions  of 
the  United  8tates,  and  the  citizens  thereof:  And 
whereas,  particularly,  by  the  treaty  in  the  last  article 
mentioned  to  have  been  made  with  the  Cherokee  na- 
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tion,  on  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-one,  the 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States  and  the  Che- 
rokee nation  was  agreed  and  denned ;  and  it  was  fur- 
ther stipulated,  that  the  same  should  be  ascertained 
and  marked  plainly  by  three  persons  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States,  and  three  Cherokee*  on  the 
part  of  their  nation;  and  whereas,  by  another  treaty, 
made  with  the  said  Cherokee  nation,  on  the  26th  day 
of  June,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-four,  the  said  herein  before  recited 
treaty  of  the  second  day  of  July,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety- one,  was  con- 
firmed and  established,  and  it  was  mutually  agreed  that 
the  said  boundary  line  should  be  actually  ascertained 
and  marked  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  said  last 
mentioned  treaty ;  and  whereas,  in  pursuance  of  the 
said  treaties,  Commissioners  were  duly  nominated  and 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  to  ascer- 
tain and  mark  the  said  boundary  line ;  yet  the  said 
William  Blount,  on  or  about  the  twenty-first  day  of 
April,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety-seven,  then  being;  a  8enator  of  the 
United  States,  and  well  knowing  the  premises,  in  fur- 
ther prosecution  of  his  said  criminal  designs  and  of  his 
conspiracies  aforesaid,  and  the  more  effectually  to  ac- 
complish his  intention  of  exciting  the  said  Indians  to 
commence  hostilities  against  the  subjects  of  His  Catho- 
lic Majesty,  did  further  conspire  and  contrive  to  dimhv 
iflh  and  impair  the  confidence  of  the  said  Cherokee 
nation  in  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  to 
create  and  foment  discontents  and  disaffection  amongst 
the  said  Indians  towards  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  in  relation  to  the  ascertainment  and  making  of 
the  said  boundary  line,  contrary  to  the  duty  and  trust 
of  his  station  as  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  and 
against  the  peace  and  interests  thereof. 

And  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  protestation, 
saving  to  themselves  the  liberty  of  exhibiting,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  any  further  articles,  or  other  accusation 
or  impeachment  against  the  said  William  Blount,  and 
also  of  replying  to  his  answers  which  he  shall  make 
unto  the  said  articles,  or  any  of  them,  and  of  offering 
proof  to  all  and  every  the  aforesaid  articles,  and  to  all 
and  every  other  articles,  impeachment  or  accusation, 
which  shall  be  exhibited  by  them,  as  the  case  shall  re- 
quire, to  demand  that  the  said  William  Blount  may  be 
put  to  answer  the  said  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and 
that  such  proceedings,  examinations,  trials,  and  judg- 
ments, may  be  thereupon  had  and  given  as  are  agreeable 
to  law  and  justice. 

The  articles  having  been  agreed  to,  without 
amendment,  (except  a  mere  verbal  one.)  the  com- 
mittee rose,  and  the  House  haying  also  agreed  to 
them, 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  that  managers  be  ap- 
pointed on  the  part  of  the  House  for  the  purpose 
of  conducting  the  impeachment. 

Which  being  agreed  to, 

The  Speaker  inquired  of  what  number  they 
should  consist? 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  answered  eleven. 

Mr.  Thatcher  five. 

Mr.  Sitoreave8  hoped  the  number  he  had  men- 
tioned would  be  agreed  to;  the  business  being  new, 
and  of  a  very  important  and  delicate  nature,  he 
thought  the  managers  ought  not  to  be  less  than 
eleven. 


Mr.  Thatcher  withdrew  his  motion,  and  elerea 
was  agreed  to  be  the  number. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  that  the  managers  go 
to  the  Senate  with  the  articles  of  impeachment 

Mr.  Venable  wished  to  know  how  the  mana- 
gers were  to  be  appointed. 

Mr.  S1TOREAVB8  said,  with  respect  to  the  man- 
ner of  appointing  managers,  he  left  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Houue.  The  British  House  of 
Commons  appointed  their  managers  of  impeach- 
ment by  ballot,  as  they  did  all  their  large  com- 
mittees. In  that  House  a  different  course  was 
taken  with  respect  to  committees ;  they  were  al- 
ways appointed  by  the  Speaker,  except  specially 
ordered  otherwise.  The  former  committee  od 
this  business  was  appointed  by  the  Speaker.  He 
was  not  disposed  to  deviate  trom  the  usual  prac- 
tice. If,  however,  any  gentleman  wished  to  more 
that  they  be  appointed  by  ballot,  such  a  motion. 
he-supposed,  would  be  in  order. 

Mr.  Venable  did  not  think  the  House  bad  any 
rale  on  the  subject.  The  rule  for  appointing  com- 
mittees did  not  apply  to  the  present  case,  whiea 
was  perfectly  new.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
a  vote  of  the  House  ought  to  determine  in  what 
manner  the  managers  should  be  appointed.  He 
had  no  objection  to  the  Speaker's  appointing 
them,  if  the  House  should  so  determine. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  think  there  was  any 
difference  between  these  managers  and  other  com- 
mittees of  the  House,  and,  therefore,  could  see  nc 
objection  to  choosing  them  in  the  usual  mode. 

The  Speaker  read  the  rule,  and  said  managers 
of  conferences  with  the  Senate  were  chosen  in 
the  same  way. 

Mr.  Gallatin  thought  the  rule  directing  the 
appointment  of  committees  did  not  apply  in  tat 
present  case.  It  was  true  that  managers  of  con- 
ferences of  the  Senate  were  thus  chosen ;  but  a* 
thought  there  was  an  essential  difference  betweo 
the  two  cases.  Managers  of  conferences  reported 
to  the  House  similarly  with  committees,  and  20 
fact  they  were  a  committee,  though  called  br  a 
different  name.  But  managers  of  an  impeach- 
ment on  the  part  of  that  House,  appeared  to  bin 
to  be  quite  a  different  thing.  They  were  not* 
make  a  report  to  the  House  which  might  be  a£ 
firmed  or  negatived ;  they  were  the  representa- 
tives of  the  House,  and  what  they  did  would  hi 
final.  Under  this  impression,  in  order  to  rake  tht 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  business,  he  moTe* 
that  the  managers  be  elected  by  ballot  j 

This  motion  was  carried  without  a  divi&ioaaj 
and  the  members  were  proceeding  to  prepare  their 
ballots,  when*  J 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  said,  as  he  was  not  prepare! 
to  give  his  vote,  not  being  sufficiently  acquaints! 
with  the  memoers  to  know  who  were  the  mod 
fit  to  be  managers,  he  should  move  that  the  aa» 
pointment  of  managers  be  postponed  till  to~mof 
row ;  which  motion  was  carried. 

LUCY  CLARK. 

The  House  then,  after  a  farther  vote  to  poslj 

pone  the  unfinished  business,  resolved  itself  intoj 

Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  tnt 
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Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Lacy 
3Urk.  who  prayed  for  the  reimbursement  of  the 
am  of  £32  10*.  9d.,  Virginia  currency,  with  in- 
erest  from  the  14th  of  August,  1787 — being  the 
imouot  of  money  she  alleges  she  has  been  obliged 
o  pay  on  a  judgment  and  execution  against  her, 
bunded  on  a  bond  executed  by  her  husband  in 
lis  life-time,  for  the  hire  of  a  negro  man,  employed 
>y  him  in  public  service. 

The  Committee  of  Claims  reported  in  her  fa- 
ror,  and,  after  some  little  opposition,  the  Com- 
nittee  of  the  Whole  concurred  in  the  report.  The 
House  rose,  agreed  to  it,  and  a  bill  was  ordered  to 
*  brought  in  accordingly. 


Tuesday.  January  30. 

The  bill  appropriating  money  for  holding  a 
reatywith  the  Indians  claiming  land  in  the  States 
>f  Tennessee  or  North  Carolina,  was  read  the 
bird  time  and  passed. 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WM.  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said,  as  it  was  yesterday  stated 
hat  the  rules  of  the  House  respecting  the  ap- 
wntment  of  committees  did  not  apply  to  the 
present  case,  it  would  be  well  for  the  House  to 
teule  a  question,  before  it  proceeded  to  the  elec- 
tion of  managers  of  the  impeachment,  which  might 
irise  in  the  business,  viz :  whether  a  majority  or  a 
plurality  or  rotes  were  to  make  a  choice.  He 
therefore  proposed  the  following  resolution,  which 
•as  agreed  to  by  the  House : 

"  Retolved,  That  in  the  ballot  for  managers  on  the 
pit  of  this  House,  of  the  impeachment  against  Wil- 
*m  Blount,  a  majority  of  the  whole  number  of  mem- 
*n  present  shall  make  a  choice ;  that  if  more  than 
ileven  members  shall  have  a  majority,  eleven  of  the 
lighest  shall  be  chosen ;  and  if  any  two  or  more  mem- 
*rs  have  a  majority  of  votes,  and  shall  be  equal  in 
lumber,  the  same  shall  be  decided  by  a  new  ballot" 

The  Serjeant-at-Arms  proceeded  to  collect  the 
allot?,  which  being  done,  the  Speaker  appointed 
Messrs.  D.  Foster  and  Jones,  as  tellers. 

Having  examined  the  votes,  which  took  up 
[early  two  hours,  Mr.  D.  Foster  reported,  that 
be  tellers  had  performed  the  business  assigned 
hem,  and  found  the  whole  number  of  votes  to  be 
flnety-one,  and  that  consequently  forty-six  made 

choice,  and  that  the  following  nine  gentlemen, 
nd  no  more,  were  elected,  viz : 

Mr.  Sitgreaves    -  76  votes. 

Mr.  Bayard  -    69 

Mr.  Harper  -  -    65 

Mr.  Gordon  -    62 

Mr.  Pinckney       -  -    53 

Mr.  Dana      -        -        -        -    52 
Mr.  Baldwin         -  -    48 

Mr.  Sewall  -  -    46 

Mr.  Hosmer  -  -    46 

Mr.  Baldwin  said  that,  perceiving  some  of  the 
>mmittee  which  had  formerly  acted  on  this  busi- 
es, did  not  possess  so  much  confidence  as  others, 
i  should  beg  the  House  to  excuse  him  from  serv- 
ff&s  one  of  the  managers  of  the  impeachment. 
Mr.  Brooks  thought  it  was  curious  that,  after 
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having  obtained  a  majority  of  votes,  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  should  complain  ox  not  having 
the  confidence  of  the  House.  Did  the  gentleman 
expect  to  have  received  the  whole  91  votes  7  Ex- 
cept a  better  reason  was  given,  he  hoped  the  gen- 
tleman would  not  be  excused  from  serving.  He 
was  astonished  to  hear  the  reason  which  had  been 
given.  Did  the  gentleman  witfh  the  voice  of  feeble 
minorities  to  show  confidence  instead  of  majori- 
ties ?  If  so,  his  wish  would  not,  he  believed,  be 
the  wish  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Baldwin  said,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  had  misunderstood  him.  He  did  not  say 
that  he  did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
House ;  but  that  some  members  of  the  committee 
appeared  not  to  possess  so  much  of  the  confidence 
of  the  House,  as  others. 

Mr.  Thatcher  asked  the  number  of  votes  which 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  received.  On 
being  informed,  he  hoped  the  gentleman  would 
withdraw  his  morion,  since  he  would  see  that 
none  of  the  committee  possessed  the  entire  confi- 
dence of  the  House. 

Mr.  Baldwin  said  he  had  stated  the  reasons  of 
his  request,  and  hoped  the  sense  of  the  House 
would  be  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  Pinckney  hoped  the  question  would  not  be 
taken.  If  any  question  could  have  come  before  the 
House,  on  which  members  should  have  divested 
themselves  of  all  ideas  of  party,  this  was  such  an 
one.  He  trusted  there  was  a  general  wish  in  the 
House  to  sift  the  matter  to  the  bottom.  If  he  un- 
derstood the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  his  objec- 
tion did  not  arise  from  his  not  having  had  more 
votes,  but  because  another  member  of  the  commit- 
tee (Mr.  Dawson)  was  not  elected.  If  this  was 
his  objection,  at  this  period,  it  was  not  complete. 
The  House  had  yet  a  further  ballot  to  make,  and 
the  gentleman  alluded  to  might  be  elected;  and, 
then,  consistent  with  his  own  feelings,  he  might 
serve.  Mr.  P.  said  he  was  himself  unwell,  and 
not  in  the  House  when  the  ballots  were  collected,  ' 
or  he  certainly  should  have  voted  for  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Baldwin  persisted  in  his  motion,  which 
was  carried,  there  being  48  votes  for  it. 

A  new  ballot  then  took  place  for  three  addition- 
al members.  The  votes  having  been  collected, 
the  tellers  counted  them  as  before,  and  reported 
that  the  whole  number  of  votes  was  91 ;  but  that 
no  member  had  a  higher  number  of  votes  than  37, 
and  consequently  that  no  election  had  taken  place. 
Messrs.  Dawson,  Dennis,  Gordon,  and  Galla- 
tin, had  the  highest  number  of  votes. 

Mr.  Gordon  moved  that  the  choice  of  the  three 
remaining  managers  should  be  postponed  till  to- 
morrow. 

Mr.  Gallatin  hoped  not. 

Mr.  Sewall  wished  the  business  to  be  postpon- 
ed, as  by  to-morrow  gentlemen  might  reconcile 
their  differences  of  opinion  on  the  subject.  He 
wished  it  also,  because  be  had  a  subject  to  lay  be- 
fore the  House,  which  he  thought  of  importance 
to  be  settled  before  they  separated. 

Mr.  Macon  was  yesterday  in  favor  of  adjourn- 
ment ;  but  experience  had  convinced  him  he  was 
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wrong.  He  hoped  the  business  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

The  motion  was  negatived — 55  to  35. 

A  fresh  ballot  was  then  proceeded  with,  which; 
upon  t!\e  votes  being  examined,  proved,  as  before, 
a  nullity,  no  member  having  a  majority  of  votes. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  any  further  proceeding  upon 
this  subject  be  postponed  till  to-morrow,  that  gen- 
tlemen might  have  on  opportunity  of  understand- 
ing each  other. 

The  motion  was  carried,  there  being  48  votes  in 
favor,  of  it. 

Mr.  Sewall  rose  to  bring  forward  the  business 
which  he  had  mentioned ;  when 

A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn,  which  was 
negatived,  there  being  only  thirteen  votes  in  favor 
of  it. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Sewall  then  said,  he  believed  the  business 
which  he  had  to  lay  before  the  House  would  re- 
quire secrecy,  as  it  was  a  subject  which  would 
considerably  affect  the  feelings  of  the  members  of 
the  House.  He  therefore  moved  that  the  galleries 
might  be  cleared ;  which  was  accordingly  done, 
excepting  the  members  and  Clerk. 

Mr.  Sewall  then  stated,  that  he  had  been  in- 
formed, in  a  manner  which  left  no  doubt  of  the 
truth  of  the  fact,  that,  in  the  presence  of  the  House 
whilst  sitting,  Matthew  Lyon,  a  member  from 
the  State  of  Vermont,  did  this  day  commit  a  vio- 
lent attack  and  gross  indecency  upon  the  person  of 
Roger  Gr  is  wold,  another  member  of  this  House ; 
and,  in  order  to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House, 
that  he  had  prepared  a  resolution,  which  he  read 
in  his  place,  ana  delivered  in  at  the  Clerk's  tabie. 
A  question  was  then  taken  in  the  following  words : 
Does  the  matter  so  communicated  require  se- 
crecy? 

This  motion  passed  unanimously  in  the  nega- 
tive, and  the  galleries  were  opened. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  mo- 
tion made  by  the  member  from  Massachusetts, 
which  was  read,  as  follows : 

"  Resolved,  That  Matthew  Lyon,  a  member  of  this 
House,  for  a  violent  attack  and  gross  indecency  com- 
mitted upon  the  person  of  Roger  Griswold,  another 
member,  in  the  presence  of  this  House,  whilst  sitting, 
be,  for  this  disorderly  behaviour,  expelled  therefrom." 

It  was  moved  that  this  resolution  be  referred  to 
a  committee  to  be  denominated  a  Committee  ol 
Privileges,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  matter  of  the  said  resolution,  and  to  re- 
port the  same  with  their  opinion  thereon  to  the 
House. 

The  question  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and 
decided  in  the  affirmative.  49  to  44,  as  follows : 

Yiab — George  Baer,  jr.,  Bailey  Bartlett,  James  A. 
Bayard,  David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  Christopher 
G.  Champlin,  John  Chapman,  James  Cochran,  Joshua 
Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans, 
Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Na- 
thaniel Freeman,  jr.,  Henry  Glen,  Chaunoey  Goodrich, 
William  Gordon,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas 
Hartley,  Wm.  Hindman,  Heaekiah  L.  Hoamer,  James 


H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  Jama 
Machir,  William  Matthews,  Lewis  R.  Mortis,  Isaac 
Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney,  John  Reed,  John  Rtfr 
ledge,  jr.,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas 
Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Pe- 
leg  Sprague,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mask 
Thomson,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  John  E.  Van  Aka, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lennel 
Benton,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bri- 
an, Demsey  B urges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Clai- 
borne, William  Charles  Cole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Chj, 
John  Clopton,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorpo. 
William  Findley,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  Jama 
Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  William  Barry  Grove,  John 
A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens. 
Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Matthew 
Locke,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nich- 
olas, Josiah  Parker,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel 
Smith,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomai 
Sumter,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Joseph  B.  Yar- 
num,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Pinckney,  Vesabix 
Kittera,  Isaac  Parker,  R.  Williams,  Coch- 
ran, and  Dent,  be  a  committee  for  the  purpose. 

A  motion  was  then  made  that  the  House  come 
to  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  this  House  will  consider  it  a  high 
breach  of  privilege  if  either  of  the  members  shall  enter 
into  any  personal  contest  until  a  decision  of  the  House 
shall  be  had  thereon.*1 

A  motion  was  made  to  add  the  following  words 
to  the  end  thereof : 

"  And  that  the  said  Matthew  Lyon  be  considered  is 
the  custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  until  the  forth*: 
order  of  the  House." 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  taken  upon  this  ques- 
tion and  decided  m  the  negative — 29  to  62.  as 
follows : 

Yias — Bailey  Bartlett,  James  A.  Bayard,  Joshm 
Coit,  William  Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana,  John  Dennis, 
Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Poster,  Henry 
Glen,  Chaunoey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Thorns* 
Hartley,  William  Hindman,  James  H.  Imlay,  Jeha 
Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  Isssf 
Parker,  Thomas  Pinckney,  John  Rutledge,  jr.,  Same*} 
Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel 
Smith,  Peleg  8prague,  George  Thatcher,  Richard 
Thomas,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

Nats — George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  Dsnd 
Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brest 
David  Brooks,  Nathan  Bryan,  Stephen  Buttock,  Dea- 
sey  Burge8,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christopher  G.  Champ- 
lin, John  Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Wm.  Charin 
Cole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Jams* 
Cochran,  John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Loess  Elmes~ 
dorph,  William  Findley,  John  Fowler,  Jonathan  Free- 
man, Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert  Gallatin,  J  at** 
Gillespie,   Andrew   Gregg,  John  A.  Hanna,  Rosen 
Goodloe  Harper,    Carter  B.   Harrison,  Jonathan  > 
Havens,  Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  Hexeiiah  L 
Hosmer,   Walter  Jones,   Matthew  Locke,  Nathan** 
Macon,  William  Matthews,  Blair  McClenachan,  Jof* 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Aatheai 
New,  John  Nicholas,  Josiah  Parker,  Thos.  Sinwcks*. 
Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Sprigg* 
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rn  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  Mark  Thomson' 
Romas  TilKnghast,  Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  John 
B.  Van  Alen,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  V enable, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

This  motion  being  negatived,  the  sense  of  the 
House  was  then  taken  upon  the  main  question,  as 
)riginally  offered,  and  it  was  carried.  The  House 
tdjourned  about  8  o'clock  in  the  evening. 


Wednesday,  January  31. 

After  the  Journal  was  read  this  morning, 

Mr.  D.  Foster  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Lucy  Clark,  which  was  twice  read,  and  commit- 
ed  tor  to-morrow. 

The  Speaker  desired  members  to  prepare  their 
allots  for  the  election  of  the  three  managers  of 
iie  impeachment  against  William  Blount,  which 
•emain ed  to  be  elected. 

Mr.  Pinckney  hoped  the  House  would  now 
idjoorn,  in  order  that  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
eges  might  proceed  in  the  business  which  had 
Ken  committed  to  them,  as  it  was  desirable  that 
t  should  be  disposed  of  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  motion  tor  adjournment  was  put  and  nega- 
ted—45  to  33. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  election  of 
he  three  managers,  and.  the  votes  having  been 
collected,  Messrs.  D.  Foster  and  Jones  were 
igaia  appointed  tellers ;  and  having  counted  the 
rotes,  reported  as  follows : 

That  the  whole  number  of  votes  was  ninety, 
lod  that  therefore  46  made  a  choice ;  that  Mr. 
Dennis  had  61,  Mr.  Evans  61.  Mr.  Imlay  60; 
tod  that  of  course  they  were  duly  elected. 

Mr.  Macon,  from  the  Committee  of  Revisal 
lod  Unfinished  Business,  made  a  report  on  the 
•ubject  of  salaries  of  the  clerks  employed  in  the 
mblic  offices,  which  was  committed  for  to- 
norrow. 

The  motion  for  adjournment  was  again  re- 
lewed  and  carried. 


Thursday,  February  1. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  called  up  the  resolution  which 
ie  laid  upon  the  table-some  days  ago,  calling  upon 
he  President  of  the  United  States  for  a  state- 
Qent  of  the  losses  recovered  under  the  British 
Treaty,  which  was  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harrison,  the  House  went 
jUo  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for 
he  relief  of  Lucy  Clark ;  which  having  been 
greed  to,  the  committee  rose,  the  House  con- 
trmed  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
fld  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
nird  reading  to-morrow. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  moved  that  the  Committee 
*  the  Whole,  to  whom  was  referred  a  report  on 
be  subject  of  exempting  certain  claims  from  the 
peration  of  the  limitation  acts,  be  discharged 
rom  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  Amy 
tordin,  in  order  that  it  might  be  taken  up  sepa- 
Mely.    The  motion  was  negatived—39  to  30. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
Keired  a  letter  from  Dr.  Redman,  President  of 


the  College  of  Physicians  of  Philadelphia,  accom 
panying  the  proceedings  of  that  body  relative  to 
the  prevention  of  the  introduction  and  spreading 
of  contagious  diseases,  which  had  this  morning 
been  laid  before  the  members.  It  was  read  and 
ordered  to  lie  upon  the  table. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  he  was  directed  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  to  inform  the  House,  that  the 
Chairman  of  that  committee  (Mr.  Pinckney) 
was  yesterday  taken  ill,  and  was  unable  to  attend 
to  the  business  referred  to  them ;  that  the  com- 
mittee had  this  morning  received  a  note  from 
Mr.  P.  stating,  that  he  was  still  too  much  indis- 
posed to  attend  to  business;  they,  therefore, 
wished  him  to  ask  for  the  appointment  of  another 
member  in  his  place. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  Speaker  nomi- 
nated Mr.  Rutledge. 

Mr.  Venable  then  added,  that  he  was  also  re- 
quested to  ask  leave  of  the  House  to  sit  during 
the  session.    Leave  was  granted. 

OLIVER  POLLOCK. 

The  Speaker  having  informed  the  House  that 
the  business  first  in  order  was  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations, 

Mr.  Gregg  moved  that  this  subject  be  post- 
poned, for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Ou> 
ver  Pollock.  He  was  induced  to  make  this  mo- 
tion?  as  he  presumed  the  House  would  not  be 
inclined  to  proceed  on  the  subject  of  foreign  inter- 
course at  present,  having  given  leave  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  to  sit  during  the  session. 

Mr.  Gallatin  proposed  that  the  subject  of 
foreign  intercourse  be  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said,  as  it  was  possible  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  might  not  report  to-morrow, 
he  would  move  that  the  business  in  question  be 
postponed  till  Monday.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Gregg  then  renewed  his  motion  for  taking 
up  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on 
the  petition  of  Oliver  Pollock;  which  being 
agreed  to. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Oliver  Pol- 
lock. Mr.  Baldwin  in  the  Chair. 

The  report  was  read :  After  stating  a  variety 
of  charges  for  services  done  the  United  States, 
which  the  committee  think  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed, it  is  recommended  that  the  petitioner 
should  be  allowed  $3,000  for  his  expenses  whilst 
detained  at  Havana,  on  account  of  debts  owing 
on  account  of  the  United  States,  and  $1,740 
which  are  said  to  have  been  paid  to  Thomas 
Peterson,  for  his  detention  at  New  Orleans,  as  a 
hostage  on  account  of  the  said  debts.  After  some 
debate,  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  agreed  to 
the  following  resolution,  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims — 59  to  30 : 

"Resolved,  That  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury  be  directed  to  settle  the  account  of  Oliver 
Pollock,  and  allow  him  the  sum  of  $4,740,  with  the  rate- 
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rest  from  the  time  of  payment,  which  shall  be  consi- 
dered in  full  of  all  claims  of  the  petitioner  upon  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States." 

The  committee  then  rose,  the  House  agreed  to 
the  resolution  without  a  division,  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  was  directed  to  report  a  bill 
accordingly. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

The  Speaker  informed  the  House  that  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  a  member  from  Vermont, 
which  he  was  requested  to  lay  before  them. 

Mr.  Rutledge  thought,  that  in  all  cases,  when 
letters  were  sent  to  the  Speaker  to  be  laid  before 
the  House,  it  would  be  proper  for  him  to  state  the 
substance  of  such  communications  before  they 
are  read,  otherwise  improper  matters  might  be 
brought  before  them. 

The  Speaker  allowed  that  the  suggestion  was 
a  proper  one,  and  proceeded  to  state  the  contents 
of  the  letter  in  his  hand;  which  having  done, 
the  reading  of  it  was  called  for,  and  it  was  read 
as  follows: 

To  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  .• 

8ia  :  As  the  attention  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives has  been  called  to  my  conduct  in  a  dispute  with 
Mr.  Ghiswold,  on  a  suggestion  of  its  being  a  violation 
of  the  order  of  the  House,  and  the  respect  due  to  it  from 
all  its  members,  I  feel  it  incumbent  on  me  to  obviate 
the  imputation  of  intentional  disrespect  Permit  me, 
sir,  through  you,  to  assure  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives that  I  feel  as  much  as  any  of  its  members  the  ne- 
cessity of  preserving  the  utmost  decorum  in  its  proceed- 
ings; that  I  am  incapable  of  an  intentional  violation  of 
its  rules ;  and  that,  if,  in  the  present  instance,  I  am 
chargeable  with  a  disregard  of  them,  it  is  owing  wholly 
to  my  ignorance  of  their  extent,  and  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  claimed  any  superintendence  over  its 
members  when  not  formally  constituted,  and  when  they 
axe  not  engaged  in  actual  business.  If  I  have  been 
mistaken  in  my  understanding  on  this  subject,  I  beg 
the  House  to  believe  that  my  fault  has  been  without  in- 
tention, and  that  I  am  very  sorry  that  I  have  deserved 
its  censure.     I  am,  sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

MATTHEW  LYON. 

FiBBVAar  1,  1798. 

The  reading  of  the  letter  having  been  gone 
through,  a  member  proposed  that  it  should  lie  on 
the  table,  when 

Mr.  Macon  said,  that  as  it  was  an  acknowledg- 
ment of  improper  conduct,  he  thought  it  ought  to 
be  entered  upon  the  Journals. 

Mr.  Nicholas  moved  that  the  letter  be  referred 
to  the  committee  who  have  this  subject  under  con- 
sideration. Gentlemen  would  recollect,  he  said, 
that,  on  a  former  occasion,  when  an  offence  of  the 
same  nature  was  committed,  a  letter  written  by 
the  offending  member  was  not  only  referred,  but 
was  also  deemed  a  sufficient  apology  to  the 
House.  He  did  not  know  that  this  would  be  the 
case  in  the  present  instance ;  but  that  it  might  be, 
was  evinced  by  the  case  to  which  he  alluded.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  it  would  be  referred.   Agreed  to. 

IMPEACHMENT  OF  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  that  in  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee appointed  to  prepare  articles  of  impeach- 


ment against  William  Blount,  made  on  the  4th  of 
December  last,  there  was  a  letter  which  was  com- 
municated to  the  committee  by  the  Spanish  Min- 
ister, from  General  Clark,  of  Savannah,  to  the 
Spanish  Consul  at  Charleston,  in  which  it  was 
stated  that  certain  proposals  had  been  made  to 
him,  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  United  State*. 
The  committee  thought  this  subject  was  worthy 
of  further  investigation  ;  but,  as  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives was  now  sitting,  they  did  not  think 
it  proper  to  incur  any  expense  in  the  business 
without  an  order  of  the  House  for  the  purpose. 
To  effect  this,  he  had  prepared  a  resolution  au- 
thorizing the  committee  to  make  the  investiga- 
tion; which  he  read,  and  delivered  in  at  rhe 
Clerk's  table. 

Mr.  Varnum  wished  to  know  whether  there 
was  now  any  such  committee  in  existence  as  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  spoke  of. 

The  Speaker  answered  there  was  not ;  they 
had  finished  the  business  committed  to  them,  a&d 
of  course  were  discharged. 

Mr.  Harper  said  if  that  were  so,  he  would  let 
the  resolution  lie  upon  the  table  for  the  present, 
and,  at  another  opportunity,  move  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  new  committee. 


Friday,  February  2. 

The  Speaker  reminded  the  House  that  it  was 
necessary  to  appoint  a  committee  to  wait  upon  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  with  the  resolution 
which  was  yesterday  agreed  to. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  accordingly  moved  that  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  ;  which  motion  was  agreed 
to,  and  Mr.  S.  Smith  and  Mr.  Champun  were 
named. 

NATCHEZ  MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  W.  C.  Claiborne  presented  a  memorial 
from  the  inhabitants  of  the  Natchez  District,  pray- 
ing Congress  to  turn  its  attention  to  that  quartet, 
to  sanction  the  grants  of  land  which  had  beet 
made  by  Spain,  notwithstanding  any  former  Bri- 
tish grants,  and  also  that  they  would  furnish  tbea 
with  a  provisional  Government.  They  state  their 
numbers  to  be  about  5,000,  and  half  that  number! 
of  negroes;  that  their  produce  is  chiefly  cottat 
and  indigo,  which  they  cannot  cultivate  toadva* 
tage  without  slaves.  J 

This  petition,  together  with  the  Messages  4 
the  President  of  the  3d  of  June,  1797,  and  of  thi 
23d  of  January  last,  which  had  relation  to  thai 
subject,  were  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

ACT8  OF  GREAT  BRITAIN. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  th» 
President  of  the  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate*  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representatives: 

I  have  received  from  our  Minister  in  London  !*■ 
Acts  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  one  pt««** 
the  4th  of  July,  1797,  entitled  "  An  act  for  canriaf 
into  execution  the  Treaty  of  Amity,  Commerce,  ■« 
Navigation,  concluded  between  His  Majesty  and  tha 
United  States  of  America;"  the  other,  pasted  od  4* 
19th  day  of  July,  1797,  entitled  u  An  act  for  regoimf 
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be  trade  to  be  carried  on  with  the  British  possessions 
a  India,  by  the  ships  of  nations  in  amity  with  His 
fajesty."  These  Acta  have  such  connexions  with  the 
ommercial  and  political  interests  of  the  United  States, 
bat  it  is  proper  they  should  be  communicated  to  Con- 
Teas.  I  have  accordingly  transmitted  copies  of  them 
nth  this  Message. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
Ufitbd  States,  February  2, 1798. 

The  said  Message  was  read,  and,  together  with 
be  acts  accompanying  the  same,  ordered  to  be 
eferred  to  the    Committee  of   Commerce  and 

ianufactures. 

BREACH  OP  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Venable,  from  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
eges,  made  the  following  report : 

The  Committee  of  Privileges,  to  whom  was  referred 
resolution  on  the  30th  of  January,  charging  Mat- 
hew  Lyon  with  disorderly  behaviour,  with  instructions 
9  inquire  into  the  whole  matter  thereof,  and  to  report 
be  same,  with  their  opinion  thereon,  to  the  House,  hav- 
Dg  examined  several  witnesses  on  oath  touching  the 
object,  report:  That,  during  the  sitting  of  the  House  of 
kpresentatives  on  the  30th  day  of  January,  1798,  the 
ellenof  the  House  being  engaged  in  counting  the  bal- 
ota  for  Managers  of  the  impeachment  against  William 
fount,  the  Speaker  had  left  his  Chair,  and  many 
■embers  their  seats,  as  is  usual  on  such  occasions ;  the 
Speaker  wss  sitting  in  one  of  the  member's  seats, 
■at  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and  several  members  near 
iim,  of  whom  Mr.  Griswold  was  one. 

Mr.  Lyon  was  standing  without  the  bar  of  the  House, 
owing  on  the  same,  and  holding  a  conversation  with 
ha  Speaker.  He  spoke  loud  enough  to  be  heard  by 
ill  those  who  were  near  him,  as  if  he  intended  to  be 
leard  by  them*  The  subject  of  his  conversation  was, 
he  conduct  of  the  Representatives  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  (of  whom  Mr.  Griswold  was  one.)  Mr. 
Lyon  declared  that  they  acted  in  opposition  to  the  in- 
vests and  opinion  of  nine-tenths  of  their  constituents; 
nst  they  were  pursuing  their  own  private  views,  with- 
*t  regarding  the  interests  of  the  people ;  that  they 
wre  seeking  offices,  which  they  were  willing  to  accept, 
'tether  yielding  $9,000  or  $1,000.  He  further  ob- 
erved  that  the  people  of  that  Stat©  were  blinded  or  de- 
tivftl  by  those  Representatives;  that  they  were  per- 
mitted to  see  but  one  side  of  the  question  in  politics, 
*mg  lulled  asleep  by  the  opiates  which  the  members 
rom  that  8tate  administered  to  them ;  with  other  ex- 
fenioni  equally  tending  to  derogate  from  the  political 
fttegrity  of  the  Representatives  of  Connecticut* 
^  On  Mr.  Lyon's  observing,  that  if  he  should  go  into 
Connecticut,  and  manage  a  press  there  six  months,  al- 
taough  the  people  of  that  State  were  not  fond  of  revo- 
lutionary principles,  he  could  effect  a  revolution,  and 
■ra  out  the  present  Representatives — Mr.  Griswold 
tplied  to  these  remarks,  and,  amongst  other  things, 
U(li  "If  you  go  into  Connecticut,  you  had  better  wear 
rour  wooden  sword,"  or  words  to  that  effect,  alluding 
o  Mr.  Lyon's  having  been  cashiered  in  the  army. 

Mr.  Lyon  did  not  notice  the  allusion  at  this  time,  but 
QQtinued  the  conversation  on  the  same  subject.  Mr. 
'nswold  then  left  his  seat,  and  stood  next  to  Mr.  Lyon, 
*nmg  on  the  bar,  being  outside  the  same. 

On  Mr.  Lyon's  saying  he  knew  the  people  of  Con- 
necticut well,  having  lived  among  them  many  years— 
"the  had  frequent  occasion  to  fight  them  in  his  own 
"tict,  and  that  he  never  failed  to  convince  them — 
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Mr.  Griswold  asked,  if  he  fought  them  with  his  wooden 
sword,  on  which  Mr.  Lyon  spat  in  his  face. 

The  Committee  having  attentively  considered  the 
foregoing  state  ol  facts,  and  having  heard  Mr.  Lyon  in 
his  defence,  are  of  opinion  that  his  conduct  in  this  trans- 
action was  highly  indecorous,  and  unworthy  of  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House. 

They,  therefore,  recommend  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
solution submitted  to  their  consideration  by  the  House, 
in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"  Resolved,  That  Matthew  Lyon,  a  member  of  this 
House,  for  a  violent  attack  and  gross  indecency,  com- 
mitted upon  the  person  of  Roger  Griswold,  another 
member,  in  the  presence  of  the  House  while  sitting,  be 
for  this  disorderly  behaviour  expelled  therefrom." 

The  report  having  been  read. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  he  did  not  think  the  evidence 
was  stated  in  its  full  extent  in  this  report.  He 
wished,  therefore,  before  the  House  proceeded  in 
the  business,  they  would  hear  the  evidence  them- 
selves. 

Mr.  Harper  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether 
that  was  the  usual  mode  of  proceeding  ? 

The  Speaker  said,  it  was  necessary  first  to  take 
up  the  report  for  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  Macon  observed  thai  this  was  a  very  deli- 
cate and  a  very  serious  question,  as  it  related  to 
one  of  the  members  of  that  House,  and  as  it  re- 
spected the  dignity  of  the  House  itself.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  report  would  be  printed,  that  some 
time  would  be  given  to  consider  it,  and  that  the 
House  would  themselves  hear  the  testimony.  The 
punishment  which  the  report  proposed  was  equal 
to  death  itself.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it  would  not 
be  acted  upon  hastily,  but  made  the  order  of  the 
day  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  wish  to  press  the  business 
in  an  improper  manner,  as  it  was  certainly  of 
great  importance  to  a  member  of  that  House,  to 
the  House  itself,  and  to  the  dignity  of  the  coun- 
try. It  was  usual  to  have  all  reports  of  any  con- 
sequence printed,  and  a  day  or  two  given  for  con- 
sideration. He  was  not  himself  desirous  of  delay, 
as  he  was  at  present  ready  to  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  but,  if  other  members  wished  it,  he  should 
not  object  to  the  motion  proposed  by  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  Nicholas  took  it  for  granted,  that,  when- 
ever this  subject  came  up,  the  House  would  think 
it  necessary  to  go  into  an  examination  of  the  wit- 
nesses themselves,  and  not  rely  upon  the  manner 
in  which  their  testimony  had  struck  others.  He 
thought  it  would  be  best,  therefore,  whilst  the  re- 
port was  printing,  to  go  on  in  the  examination  of 
witnesses. 

The  question  for  postponing  till  Monday  was 
put  and  carried. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  he  had  no  objection  to  wait 
for  the  printing  of  the  report,  before  the  House 
proceeded  to  examine  the  witnesses,  but  he  should 
not  waive  the  right  of  having  them  re-examined 
before  the  House. 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WILLIAM  BLOUNT. 

Mr.  Harper  renewed  his  motion  for  inquiring 
into  the  subject  of  the  letter  written  by  General 
Clark,  of  Georgia,   to  the   Spanish  Consul  at 
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Charleston,  on  the  subject  of  some  proposals  hos- 
tile to  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  which 
had  been  made  to  him,  by  moving  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  committee  for  the  purpose,  instead  of 
referring  the  subject  to  a  committee  lately  in  be- 
ing, appointed  to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment 
against  William  Blount;  which,  after  some  few 
observations,  was  agreed  to,  and  the  same  gentle- 
men which  formed  the  old  committee  were  ap- 
pointed on  this. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  moved  that  the  managers  ap- 
pointed to  conduct  the  impeachment  against  Wil- 
liam Blount  carry  the  said  articles  to  the  Senate. 
Agreed  to. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Comfort  Sands,  and 
others,  and  having  gone  through  it,  they  rose,  and 
the  bill  was  recommitted. 


Monday,  February  5. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Oliver  Pollock,  which  was  committed  for  Wed- 
nesday. 

L08SE8  RECOVERED  UNDER  THE  BRITISH 

TREATY. 

Mr.  S.  Smith,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
with  the  resolution  of  this  House  of  the  first  in- 
stant, relative  to  the  losses  recovered  by  the  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  under  the  treaty  with 
Great  Britain,  and  to  the  cases  which  have  actu- 
ally been  decided  on  in  the  Courts  of  Appeals  un- 
der that  Government,  reported  that  the  committee 
had,  according  to  order,  performed  that  service ; 
and  that  the  President  signified  to  them  that  he 
would  direct  the  proper  officer  to  prepare  a  state- 
ment or  statements,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  reso- 
lution, which  he  should  cause  to  be  laid  before 
the  House. 

FRENCH  OUTRAGES. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  : 

I  have  received  a  letter  from  his  Excellency  Charles 
Pinckney,  Esq.,  Governor  of  the  State  of  8outh  Caro- 
lina, dated  the  22d  October,  1797,  enclosing  a  number 
of  depositions  and  witnesses  to  several  captures  and 
outrages  committed  within  and  near  the  limits  of  the 
United  States,  by  a  French  privateer  belonging  to  Cape 
Francois,  or  Monte  Christo,  called  the  Vertitude  or 
Fortitude,  and  commanded  by  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Jordon  or  Jourdain,  and  particularly  upon  an  English 
merchant  ship  named  the  Oracabissa,  which  he  first 
plundered  and  then  burned,  with  the  rest  of  her  cargo, 
of  great  value,  within  the  territory  of  the  United  8tates, 
in  the  harbor  of  Charleston,  on  the  17th  of  October  last. 
Copies  of  which  letter  and  depositions,  and  also  of  seve- 
ral other  depositions  relative  to  the  same  subject,  re- 
ceived from  the  Collector  of  Charleston,  are  herewith 
communicated. 

Whenever  the  channel  of  diplomatical  communica- 
tion between  the  United  States  and  France  shall  be 
opened,  I  ahall  demand  satisfaction  for  the  insult  and 
reparation  for  the  injury. 


I  have  transmitted  these  papers  to  Congress,  not  10 
much  for  the  purpose  of  communicating  an  account  of 
so  daring  a  violation  of  the  territory  of  the  United 
States,  as  to  show  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  en- 
abling the  Executive  authority  of  Government  to  take 
measures  for  protecting  the  citizen*  of  the  United 
States  and  such  foreigners  as  have  a  right  to  enjoy 
their  peace,  and  the  protection  of  their  laws,  within 
their  limits,  in  that  as  well  as  some  other  harbors  which 
are  equally  exposed.  JOHN  ADAM& 

Uhitxd  States,  February  6,  1798. 

This  Message,  with  the  documents  accompany- 
ing it,  was  referred  to  the  committee  for  consider- 
ing on  proper  measures  for  the  protection  and 
defence  of  the  country. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Sewall  moved  the  House  to  take  up  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  in  order 
that  it  might  he  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  wished  to  know  whether  ev- 
idence could  be  heard  in  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  House  might  author- 
ize the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  hear  evideoce. 

Mr.  Sewall  moved  the  report  to  be  committed. 
If  gentlemen  wished  evidence  to  be  heard  before 
the  commhtee;  they  would,  of  course,  make  an 
addition  to  his  motion.  For  his  own  pan  he 
thought  it  unnecessary. 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  evidence  be- 
ing heard  before  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  ex- 
cept that  it  might  involve  the  subject  in  some  em- 
barrassment ;  as  it  was  possible  that  a  majority 
of  the  committee  might  come  to  a  decision  which. 
according  to  the  Constitution,  it  would  require 
two-thirds  of  the  House  to  confirm.  He  saw  no 
reason  for  going  into  a  committee,  except  that 
the  Speaker  would  have  to  give  his  testimony; 
but  he  did  not  see  why  the  Speaker  might  not 
give  his  testimony  from  his  seat,  as  well  as  from 
any  other  place.  By  going  into  a  committee. the 
subject  would  take  up  longer  time  than  it  other- 
wise would  do,  as  they  should  have  twice  to  go 
over  the  same  ground. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  was  in  favor  of  hearing  the 
evidence  before  the  committee. 

Mr.  T batcher  was  not  of  opinion,  with  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  that  this  matter  should 
be  run  over  as  soon  as  possible.  He  thought  it  of 
infinite  importance,  as  it  respected  the  dignirr  of 
the  House  and  the  people  at  large,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  go  through  every  form  of  the  House. 

The  question  for  a  commitment  was  put  and 
carried,  and  it  was  made  the  order  for  this  day. 

Mr.  Nicholas  then  moved  that  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  be  authorized  to  examine  testimony 
and  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  which  being  agreed  upon,  they  were  uken. 
and,  so  little  opposition  was  there  to  this  modeot 
proceeding,  that  the  question  was  carried, 88  to*. 
The  negatives  were  Messrs.  Gordon.  Sewall, 
Sitgreaveb,  and  Thatcher. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  moved  that  the  committee 
should  be  authorized  to  report  the  whole  of  the 
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evidence,  as  he  thought  it  was  important  it  should 
be  entered  upon  the  Journals.    Carried. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair,  on  this 
subject. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said  it  would  be  necessary  that 
a  Judge  should  attend  to  administer  an  oath  to 
the  members  who  should  be  called  upon  to  give 
their  testimony. 

The  Chairman  informed  the  committee  that 
the  Judge  of  the  District  Court  was  in  the  House. 

Judge  Peters  was  accordingly  called  upon. 

Mr.  Rutledoe  desired  an  oath  might  be  ad- 
ministered to  the  Speaker,  Messrs.  S.  Smith, 
Brooks,  Hosmer,  Coit,  Dana,  Goodrich,  and 
Champlin;  which  was  accordingly  done. 

Mr.  Rotledge  said,  if  there  should  be  occasion, 
he  should  also  call  upon  Judge  Chipman,  a  Sena- 
tor from  Vermont,  as  an  evidence. 

Mr.  Chipman  was,  towards  the  close  of  the 
sitting,  also  sworn. 

Some  conversation  took  place  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  taking  the  evidence,  whether,  as  it  was 
to  be  reported  to  the  House,  it  should  be  received 
from  the  witnesses  in  writing,  leaving  them  to  be 
questioned  afterwards  by  the  members  of  the 
committee,  or  whether  it  should  be  given  viva 
voce,  deliberately,  and  taken  down  by  the  Clerk. 
The  latter  mode  was  at  length  adopted,  and  the 
Speaker  proceeded  to  give  his  testimony. 

[The  whole  of  the  testimony  taken  in  this  case, 
revised  by  the  members  themselves,  and  given  in 
at  the  Clerk's  table,  on  the  12th  February,  will 
be  found  in  the  proceediugs  of  that  day.] 

The  examination  of  the  Speaker  being  ended, 
Mr.  S.  Smith,  from  Maryland,  and  Mr.  Brooks, 
from  New  York,  gave  their  evidence  to  the  com- 
mittee. 

The  evidence  of  these  gentlemen  being  finish- 
ed, the  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again; 


Thursday,  February  6. 

Mr.  Macon  thought  the  experience  of  yester- 
had  proved,  that  the  moJe  adopted  in  the  ex- 
amination of  witnesses  on  the  subject  of  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  was  not  the 
best.  In  his  opinion  the  course  adopted  in  the  af- 
fair of  Whitney  and  Randal  would  be  far  prefer- 
able. He  therefore  proposed  the  following  mo- 
tion : 

"Rcwhed,  That  when  the  House  are  examining 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges  of  the  2d  in- 
fant, every  question  propounded  to  a  member  by  a 
witness,  shall  be  reduced  to  writing,  and  a  motion 
made  that  the  same  be  put  by  the  Speaker." 

This  motion,  after  a  few  observations,  was  neg- 
itived— 53  to  32. 

The  Speakbr  laid  before  the  House  a  report  of 
he  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  pursuance  of 
he  references  which  had  been  made  to  him  on 
he  subject  of  a  light-house,  prayed  for  on  Baton's 
Neck,  near  the  harbor  of  Newport,  Rhode  Island, 
md  with  respect  to  certain  buoys  to  be  placed  in 
the  said  harbor.    He  recommends  the  measure. 


and  states  that  a  sum  not  exceeding  10,500  dollars 
will  be  necessary  for  the  former  object,  and  a  sum 
not  exceeding  2,500  dollars  for  the  latter.  This 
report  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  with  instructions  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  made  a  report  on  the  petitions  of 
Francis  M'Donald.  and  others,  messengers  in  the 
Departments  of  State,  Treasury  and  War,  rec- 
ommending an  addition  to  their  salaries  of  one 
hundred  dollars,  making  the  salary  allowed  to 
each  350  dollars  in  the  whole.  Referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  whom  has  been  re- 
ferred the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  sup- 
port of  Government  Tor  the  year  1798. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves,  from  the  managers  appointed 
to  conduct  the  impeachment  against  William 
Blount,  said,  he  was  directed  to  inform  the  House 
that,  in  consequence  of  official  arrangements  made 
for  the  purpose,  the  managers  would  exhibit  the 
articles  of  impeachment  to  the  Senate,  to-mor- 
row at  12  o'clock. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  on  the  dispute  between  Mr. 
Lyon  and  Mr.  Griswolo,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair ;  when  Mr.  Hosmer,  from  New  York  pro- 
ceeded to  give  his  evidence  which  differed  a  lit- 
tle, as  far  as  it  went,  from  that  delivered  by  the 
Speaker. 

Mr.  Dana  was  next  called  upon.  Mr.  D.  said 
his  feelings  were  pretty  strongly  interested  in  the 
business  before  the  House ;  and  as  there  were 
other  gentlemen  more  particularly  acquainted 
with  the  transaction,  for  reasons  which  were  sat- 
isfactory to  himself,  he  would  rather  be  excused 
from  giving  an  account  of  the  business,  except  it 
should  be  deemed  necessary.  He  said  he  had 
given  his  testimony  before  the  Committee  of 
Privileges,  and  it  had  occasioned  some  unpleasant 
remarks.  He  had,  therefore,  no  desire  to  place 
himself  in  the  same  situation  again,  and  hoped 
he  should  he  excused. 

After  some  few  observations  from  different 
members,  the  sense  of  the  committee  was  taken 
on  the  subject,  and  it  was  against  his  being  ex- 
cused. 

Mr.  Dana,  from  Connecticut,  then  gave  his 
evidence.  It  differed  principally  from  that  of  the 
other  members,  in  giving  an  account  of  the  con- 
versation which  passed  between  him  and  Mr. 
Lyon  before  the  Speaker  came  up  to  them,  and 
cautioned  them  to  be  cool.  This  conversation,  it 
seems,  arose  from  Mr.  Williams,  of  New  York, 
bavins  told  Mr.  Dana  that  Mr.  Lyon  had  said  to 
him.  "that  the  representatives  from  Connecticut 
would  all  be  turned  out.  if  they  voted  against  Mr. 
Nicholas's  amendment."  Mr.  Dana  questioned 
Mr.  Lyon  on  the  subject;  and  Mr.  Lyon  replied 
that  he  had  not  said  so,  but  "  that  they  would  all 
be  turned  out,  if  they  carried  their  point,"  which 
was  afterwards  explained  to  be,  "  that  the  Presi- 
dent should  have  power  to  appoint  men  to  offices 
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where  tbe  appointments  were  not  authorized  by 
law."  The  warmth  which  the  Speaker  inter- 
rupted, was  principally  occasioned  by  the  one 
denying  and  the  other  maintaining  that  this  was 
the  object  of  Mr.  Nicholas's  motion. 

Mr.  Co  it,  from  Connecticut,  was  next  called 
upon.  His  evidence  was  less  full  and  particular 
than  any  of  the  preceding,  as  he  professed  he  took 
but  little  notice  of  the  conversation  which  he 
heard  passing. 

Judge  Cbipman,  a  Senator  from  Vermont,  was 
next  examined.  His  evidence  principally  went 
to  prove  the  manner  in  which  he  had  heard  the 
wooden  sword,  and  the  cashiering  of  Mr.  Lyon, 
spoken  of  in  the  State  of  Vermont,  and  the  man- 
ner in  which  Mr.  Lyon  bore  it.  He  referred  par- 
ticularly to  two  conversations  which  took  place 
in  companies  where  he  was  present  with  Mr.  Ly- 
on, and  tbe  subject  was  introduced.  In  the  first 
of  which  he  had  introduced  it  without  giving  any 
offence ;  in  the  other  he  stated  that  Mr.  Lyon 
said  "  that  he  should  take  no  notice  of  anything 
which  should  be  said  upau  the  subject  in  that 
part  of  the  country ;  but  that  if  any  one  should  in- 
sult him  with  it  at  Philadelphia,  it  should  not 
pass  with  impunity." 

Mr.  Goodrich,  from  Connecticut,  now  rose  to 
state  what  he  knew  of  the  subject.  His  testimony 
related  to  what  passed  between  Mr.  Lyon,  Mr. 
Otis.  Mr.  Champlin.  and  himself,  in  the  stage 
from  New  York  to  this  city,  which  had  relation 
principally  to  Mr.  Lyon's  having  been  cashiered, 
and  his  having  worn  the  wooden  sword,  which 
he  himself  had,  in  a  great  degree,  voluntarily 
given  them  an  account  of. 

Mr.  Champlin,  from  Rhode  Island,  was  next 
called  upon ;  but.  upon  his  declaring  that  his  evi- 
dence was  exactly  to  the  same  effect  with  that 
just  delivered  by  Mr.  Goodrich,  he  did  not  think 
it  necessary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee 
with  delivering  it,  and  hoped  he  should  be  ex- 
cused.   The  committee  excused  him. 

Mr.  Lyon  understood  General  Sumter,  from 
South  Carolina,  could  give  some  information  to 
the  committee ;  he  requested,  therefore,  he  might 
be  sworn. 

Mr.  Sumter  declared  he  knew  nothing  of  the 
business,  except  what  he  had  heard  from  Mr.  Lyon 
soon  after  the  affair  happened. 

After  some  observations,  however,  Mr.  Sumter 
was  sworn,  and  proceeded  to  give  a  narrative  of 
what  Mr.  Lyon  had  said  to  him ;  when  he  was 
interrupted  by  Mr.  Bayard,  who  declared  his  evi- 
dence incompetent ;  as  it  was  not  only  hearsay 
evidence,  but  came  from  one  of  the  parties.  It 
was  argued,  on  the  other  hand,  by  Messrs.  Nicho- 
las and  Gallatin,  that  as  it  had  been  doubted 
whether  Mr.  Lyon  had  heard  Mr.  Ga  is  wold 
when  be  first  mentioned  the  wooden  sword,  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Sumter  would  go  to  show  that 
he  did,  as  Mr.  Lyon  told  him  so,  immediately 
after  the  affair  happened. 

It  was  at  length  agreed  that  that  precise  ques- 
tion should  be  put  to  Mr.  Sumter,  viz :  "  Whether 
Mr.  Lyon  told  him  that  he  heard  Mr.  Griswold 
address  him  twice  on  the  subject  of  the  wooden 


sword?"  which  Mr.  Sumter  answered  in  the 
affirrriQtive. 

The  Speaker  inquired  of  Mr.  Sumter  if  he 
knew  the  moment  at  which  the  insult  was  com- 
mitted, and  how  long  a  time  elapsed  between  that 
and  the  period  at  which  Mr.  Lyon  had  spoken  to 
him  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  Sumter  declared  that  he  did  not  know  pre- 
cisely the  time  at  which  the  insult  was  offered ; 
but  that  he  believed  from  the  agitation  of  Mr. 
Lyon  it  was  just  before  he  spoke  to  him  on  the 
subject. 

The  Speaker  again  asked  him  whether  he  knew 
Mr.  Lyon  did  or  did  not,  or  could  or  could  not. 
have  spoken  to  any  other  member,  before  he  spoke 
to  him  ? 

Mr.  Sumter  declared  he  could  not  be  certain 
of  this. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Lyon,  General  Vabncm 
was  sworn,  but  a  motion  being  made  for  the  com- 
mittee to  rise,  no  question  was  put  to  him. 

The  Speaker  said,  before  the  committee  rose, 
he  would  wish  to  mention  what  he  thought  de- 
served notice.  He  thought  it  improper  that  per- 
sons attending  in  the  House  to  take  notes  of  what 
Eassed  there,  should  publish  the  evidence  of  mem- 
ers  in  an  imperfect  manner,  before  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  it.  With  respect  to 
his  own  testimony,  in  seme  instances,  it  had  been 
misrepresented,  and  in  one  instance  he  was  made 
to  utter  nonsense.  He  mentioned  this,  that  the 
same  liberty  might  not  again  be  taken. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

On  the  House  being  resumed, 

Mr.S.  Smith  hoped  some  notice  would  be  taken 
of  what  had  fallen  from  the  Speaker  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  with  respect  to  the  publication 
of  the  evidence  of  members  before  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  thought  a  regulation  of  this  kind 
would  be  extremely  proper. 

The  Speaker  said,  until  the  House  should  make 
an  order  on  tbe  subject,  he  did  himself  prohibit 
the  publication  of  any  evidence  in  future,  until  it 
should  be  corrected  by  the  members  themselves 
and  that  a  failure  in  the  compliance  with  this  or- 
der would  be  considered  as  an  abuse  of  the  indul- 
gence given  to  persons  attending  upon  the  floor 
of  the  House  to  take  notes  of  their  proceeding*. 


Wednesday,  February  7. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
appeared  and  took  his  seat. 

Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate, to  inform  them  that  this  House  have  appoint- 
ed managers  on  their  part,  to  conduct  the  im- 
peachment against  William  Blount,  and  have  also 
directed  the  said  managers  to  carry  to  the  Senate 
the  articles  agreed  upon  by  the  House,  to  be  ex- 
hibited in  maintenance  of  their  impeachment 
against  the  said  William  Blount ;  and  that  the 
Clerk  of  this  House  do  go  with  tbe  said  message. 

Mr.  Thatcher,  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offices  and  Post  Roads,  to  whom  was  referred  a 
resolution  of  the  12th  of  January,  proposing  that 
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the  Attorney  General  should  have  the  privilege 
of  receiving  and  sending  letters  and  packets,  free 
of  postage,  moved  that  mat  committee  have  leave 
to  report  on  this  subject,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 
Agreed  to. 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WILLIAM' BLOUNT. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  called  for, 
Mr.  Si  tor  eaves  said  it  would  be  recollected 
that  he  had  yesterday  given  notice  that  the  man- 
agers appointed  to  conduct  the  impeachment 
against  William  Blount,  would  to-day,  at  twelve 
o'clock,  exhibit  the  said  articles  before  the  Senate. 
As  the  time  was  near  at  hand,  and  as  it  was  usual 
on  all  solemn  occasions  like  this,  for  the  House  to 
give  sanction  to  its  managers  by  an  attendance  at 
the  time,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  that  the 
House  should  not  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  until  this  business  was  done.  It 
might  be  expected  a  message  would  shortly  be 
received  from  the  Senate  on  the  subject. 

After  some  conversation  on  the  subject,  it  was 
resolved  to  go  on  with  the  order  of  the  day,  until 
the  message  from  the  Senate  should  be  received. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

The  House  accordingly  again  resulved  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Privileges,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair;  when 

Mr.  Dana  rose  and  complained  that  the  wint- 
ers, notwithstanding  the  prohibitions  ot  the 
Speaker  of  yesterday,  continued  to  report  the  evi- 
dence delivered  before  the  committee,  before  it 
had  been  corrected  by  the  members  themselves. 
He  said  it  had  been  represented  that  he  had  said 
the  only  cause  of  heat  between  him  and  Mr. 
Lyon  had  been  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  on  the  question  respecting  foreign 
intercourse;  whereas  he  had  stated  there  was 
other  conversation  which  tended  to  irritate  him, 
though,  it  was  true,  he  did  not  say  what  that  con- 
versation was.  He  would  now,  however,  state 
some  of  the  particulars.  Mr.  D.  was  proceeding, 
when  it  was  proposed  that  what  the  member  had 
to  add  to  his  evidence  should  be  delivered  to  the 
committee  in  writing. 

Immediately  after  this  proposition  was  made  a 
message  was  announced  from  the  Senate,  inform- 
ing the  House  that  the  Senate  would  be  ready  to 
receive  the  articles  of  impeachment  against  Wil- 
liam Blount,  at  twelve  o'clock. 

The  hour  being  near  at  hand,  the  committee 
rose,  and  the  House  adjourned  for  half  an  hour. 

IMPEACHMENT  OP  WM.  BLOUNT. 

The  managers  of  the  impeachment,  accompa- 
nied by  some  of  the  members  of  the  House,  ac- 
cordingly went  up  to  the  Senate  for  the  purpose 
of  exhibiting  the  articles  of  impeachment  against 
William  Blount;  when,  being  introduced,  Mr. 
SiTGREAVEfl  made  known  their  mission  by  an  ad- 
dress to  the  President  of  the  Senate ;  after  which, 
(he  President  having  said  the  Senate  were  ready 
to  receive  the  articles  of  impeachment;  and  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  having  proclaimed  silence,  the 


other  managers  having  taken  the  seats  appointed 
them,  Mr.  S.  proceeded  to  read  the  articles  of  im- 
peachment ;  which,  having  finished,  the  President 
of  the  Senate  returned  for  answer  words  to  the 
following  effect : 

"  Gentlemen,  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Home  of 
Representatives :  The  8enate  will  take  such  order  on 
the  articles  of  impeachment  which  you  have  exhibited 
before  them  as  shall  seem  to  them  proper ;  of  which  due 
notice  will  be  given  to  the  House  of  Representatives." 

Upon  which  the  managers  and  members  attend- 
ing then  retired. 

The  House  of  Representatives  then  resumed 
their  meeting;  when  Mr.  T.  Claibobne  intro- 
duced a  motion  for  providing  Senators,  who  should 
at  any  time  attend  the  debates  of  the  House,  seats 
on  the  right  and  left  of  the  Speaker.  After  some 
observations,  this  motion  was  postponed  till  the 
3d  of  March,  1799. 

MILITARY  AND  NAVAL  EXPENSES. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Treasury  Department,  enclosing 
a  report  and  sundry  statements  of  expenditures  in 
the  military  and  naval  departments,  in  conse- 
quence of  three  resolutions  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1797,  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed;  those 
which  had  relation  to  the  Naval  Department  were 
referred  to  the  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expenditure  of  money  in  that  department, 
and  those  which  related  to  the  military  establish- 
ment were  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

BREACH  OP  PRIVILEGE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges;  when  Mr.  Varnum 
was  called  upon  to  give  his  testimony. 

The  evidence  of  Mr.  Varnum  being  gone 
through,  and  Mr.  Van  Cortlandt  having  been 
sworn,  tne  Chairman  desired  to  know  if  any  other 
evidence  was  intended  to  be  called ;  if  it  was,  it 
would  be  well  to  have  the  gentlemen  named 
whilst  the  Judge  of  the  District  Court  was  present. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  If  any  gentlemen  of  the  com- 
mittee were  present  at  the  conversation  which 
passed  between  him  and  the  Speaker,  be  should 
wish  them  to  be  sworn.  He  belie vea  Mr.  Har- 
per and  Mr.  Cochran  were  present. 

Mr.  Stanford  said  he  also  was  present. 

The  oath  was  in  consequence  administered  to 
Messrs.  Harper,  Cochran,. and  Stanford. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 


Thursday,  February  8. 

Mr.  Bayard,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
prepare  and  report  an  uniform  system  of  bank- 
ruptcy, reported  a  bill,  which  was  committed  for 
Monday  week. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

The  House  again  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  tne  report  of  the  Committee  of 
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Privileges ;  when  Mr.  Van  Cortlandt  was  called 
upon  to  give  an  account  of  what  he  knew  of  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Van  Cortlandt  said  he  knew  nothing 
about  the  business  except  what  he  had  learnt  from 
Mr.  Lyon  since  the  affray  happened. 

Mr.  Gordon  observed  that  as  the  gentleman 
(Mr.  Brooks)  who  wished  his  colleague  to  be 
sworn  was  not  then  in  the  House,  he  hoped  the 
other  gentleman  who  had  been  sworn  would  be 
examined. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  the  reason  which  had  induced 
him  to  request  some  gentlemen  to  be  sworn,  who 
were  present  at  the  conversation  between  him  and 
the  Speaker,  was,  that  he  did  not  think  it  had 
been  related  to  his  advantage;  but  he  had  since 
thought  it  was  unnecessary  to  examine  them.  If 
the  committee  wished  their  examination,  he 
should  not  oppose  it,  but  he  had  then  no  desire  to 
have  it. 

Mr.  Brooks  having  come  into  the  House,  he 
said,  what  he  wished  his  colleague  to  prove  was, 
that  this  was  not  the  first  time  Mr.  Lyon  had  had 
fracas  with  members  of  a  Legislature. 

Mr.  Lyon  said,  gentlemen  wished  to  blow  hot 
and  blow  cold.  At  one  time  it  was  said  he  re- 
ceived affronts  with  impunity,  and  at  others  that 
he  was  very  irritable.  He  supposed  the  commit- 
tee were  already  clear  he  was  irritable  enough ; 
if  not,  he  was  ready  to  confess  it. 

Mr.  Harper  did  not  think  this  sort  of  testimony 
proper,  as  it  would  be  introducing  particular  facts 
to  impeach  a  man's  character  which  he  was  not 
prepared  to  meet,  which  was  not  admitted  in  any 
court  of  justice. 

The  testimony  of  Mr.  Van  Cortlandt  was  not 
heard. 

The  Clerk  then  proceeded  to  read  over  all  the 
evidence  which  had  been  given  to  the  committee; 
in  the  course  of  which  some  additional  questions 
were  put  and  answered. 

The  reading  of  the  evidence  by  the  Clerk  being 
finished,  and  all  the  questions  put  upon  it  which 
occurred  to  gentlemen, 

The  Chairman  read  over  the  resolution  which 
had  been  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Privileges, 
for  the  adoption  of  the  House ;  which  was  in  the 
following  words: 

"  Resolved,  That  Matthew  Lyon,  a  member  of  this 
House,  for  a  violent  attack  and  gross  indecency  com- 
mitted upon  the  person  of  Roger  Griswold,  another 
member,  in  the  presence  of  the  House  while  sitting,  be, 
for  this  disorderly  behavipur,  expelled  therefrom." 

Mr.  Lyon  then  rose,  and  spoke  as  follows : 

Mr.  Chairman:  I  feel  myself  extraordinarily 
circumstanced;,  and  accidentally  drawn  into  a  very 
serious  situation,  merely  by  my  ignorance  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  being  likely  to  take 
cognizance  of  an  affair  that  happened  when  the 
members  of  the  House  were  at  their  amusement 
and  recreation ;  when  every  one  was  doing  that 
which  was  right  in  his  own  eyes.  How  much  I 
was  supported  in  this  opinion  by  the  conduct  of 
the  Speaker,  every  gentleman  may  see  by  his 
testimony.    He  sat  tn  a  chair  within  the  bar  facing 


me  as  I  stood  without  it.  He  spoke  to  me  of  my 
country^  and  the  conduct  of  some  people  there 
concerning  the  stamp  act;  it  appears  I  turned  the 
conversation  towards  Connecticut;  it  appears  I 
had  four  or  five  other  gentlemen's  wit  and  raillery 
to  bear,  and  this  in  the  hearing  of  the  Speakek 
Does  this  look  like  the  House  being  sitttog  ? 

How  could  I  imagine  this  House  was  sitting, 
when  the  Speaker  suffered  me  to  be  interrupted 
when  speaking  to  him,  by  the  remarks  and  jokes 
of  four  or  five  gentlemen  ? 

How  could  I  imagine  the  House  was  sitting, 
when  the  Speaker  was  joking  me  about  an  em- 
bassy to  Kamtschatka  among  the  fur  tribe? 

How  could  I  imagine  the  House  was  sitting, 
when  I  heard,  and  knew  the  Speaker  heard.  Mr. 
Griswold  insult  me.  without  checking  him  ? 

How  could  I  imagine  the  House  to  be  sitting, 
when  the  Speaker  suffer©  I  Mr.  Griswold  to  pro- 
ceed a  second  time  with  the  most  provoking  inso- 
lence ? 

Had  the  House  been  sittin'g,  I  should  not  have 
been  called  on  by  Mr.  Dana,  with  respect  to  some- 
thing Mr.  Williams  had  said  ;  consequently  I 
should  not  have  entered  into  a  conversation  about 
Connecticut;  the  Speaker  would  not  have 
spoken'  to  me  of  Vermont,  and  I  should  not  again 
have  turned  the  subject  to  Connecticut,  and  Mr. 
Griswold  would  have  postponed  his  premeditated 
insult — premeditated,  1  say,  because  it  has  been 
proved  that  he  had  notice  of  my  feelings  and  my 
determination  on  this  subject. 

Is  it  proper  to  say  the  House  was  sitting,  while 
half  the  members  were  standing  round  the  table, 
while  two-thirds  of  the  other  half  were  walking 
round  the  bar,  the  Speaker  engaged  in  jocular 
conversation,  and  the  few  who  remained  in  their 
seats,  either  in  private  conversation  or  writing 
letters? 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems,  by  the  course  this 
business  has  taken  in  the  committee,  that  1  am  to 
be  criminated  for  holding  an  indelicate  or  impo- 
lite conversation  within  the  hearing  of  the  gentle- 
men from  Connecticut.  Every  one  knows  there 
are  two  different  opinions  entertained  in  this 
country  with  respect  to  the  management  of  the 
Government  and  every  one  who  knows  me, 
knows  that  I  am  very  free  in  speaking  my  opinion 
on  these  subjects.  There  are  many,  and  I  believe 
some  in  this  House,  who  know  something  of  the 
rough,  illiberal  manner  in  which  I  have  been 
treated  in  the  New  England  newspapers,  on  ac- 
count of  my  political  opinions ;  and  1  believe  there 
are  many  persons  in  this  House  who  are  well  ac- 
quainted with  the  kind  of  politeness  which  the 
gentlemen  from  Connecticut  make  use  of  towards 
their  opponents;  and  some  are  acquainted  with 
the  share  of  politeness  which  those  gentlemen  de- 
serve from  me. 

If  the  House  are  at  a  loss  on  this  subject,  they 
will,  I  hope,  recur  to  the  language  made  use  of  by 
Mr.  Coit  and  Mr.  Dana,  in  their  testimony;  and 
the  House,  I  believe,  will  recollect  a  speech  from 
a  gentleman  who  sits  behind  me,  in  which  he  told 
the  committee  twice  or  three  times  that  I  was  no 
gentleman. 
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Again,  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  very  extra- 
ordinarily situated.  Evidence  has  been  intro- 
duced into  this  House  to  induce  the  members  to 
believe  that  I  left  Colonel  Warner's  regiment 
with  dishonor ;  that  I  am  a  person  of  disrepute  ; 
that  1  have  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  insult 
wiih  impunity.  Here  I  am,  three  hundred  and 
fifty  miles  from  home,  and  from  the  evidence 
who  are  able  to  show  the  contrary.  Had  I  a 
reasonable  opportunity,  I  could  prove,  by  the 
Lieutenant  Colonel,  who  is  now  General  Safford, 
and  several  other  officers  of  that  regiment,  that 
when  1  left  it,  I  left  it  with  the  regret  of  much  the 
greater  part  of  the  officers  and  all  the  soldiers — I 
mention  the  Lieu  ten  tant  Colonel  because  Colonel 
Warner  is  not  living.  My  certificate  of  having 
settled  my  accounts,  which  is  at  home,  would 
prove  my  having  done  my  duty  well. 

1  could  prove  my  having  taken  my  musket  and 
marched  to  the  lines  every  day,  during  the  siege 
of  Burgoyne.  I  should  not  have  mentioned  this 
circumstance,  bad  not  the  Speaker  mentioned 
his  having  done  so  when  Paymaster. 

I  could  also  prove?  that  when  an  officer  offered 
me  an  insult,  I  chastised  him  before  the  officers  of 
that  regiment. 

[Mr.  Champlin  asked  whether  the  gentleman 
said  he  had  chastised  an  officer,  or  would  chastise 
him? 
Mr.  Lyon  answered  that  he  had  chastised  him.] 
I  could  prove  that  1  took  the  commission  in 
Colonel  Warner's  regiment  when  I  was  driven 
from  my  plantation  by  Burgoyne's  invasion  ;  that 
I  resigned  my  appointment,  and  left  the  regiment 
for  the  care  of  my  family,  for  preferment,  for 
honor,  for  superior  office,  and  to  serve  the  people 
of  the  State  of  Vermont. 

I  could  prove,  had  I  opportunity,  that  I  was  im- 
mediately appointed  Deputy  Secretary  of  the 
State,  Paymaster  of  the  troops  of  Vermont,  assist- 
ant to  the  Treasurer,  assistant  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Loans,  and  Captain  of  the  Militia,  be- 
sides being  called  on  to  act  as  private  Secretary 
to  the  Governor. 

I  could  also  prove  that  within  two  years  from 
the  time  of  that  resignation,  I  was  appointed  Se- 
cretary to  the  Governor  and  Council,  a  Member 
of  the  Legislature,  Clerk  of  the  Home  of  Assem- 
bly, one  of  a  Committee  for  the  Collection  and 
Revision  of  the  Laws,  and  to  a  number  of  other 
offices  under  the  authority  of  that  State,  besides  a 
considerable  number  of  offices  in  the  municipal 
establishment  of  the  town  in  which  I  lived,  as  well 
*s  my  promotion  to  the  command  of  a  regiment, 
a&d  all  this  before  I  formed  a  connexion  with  one 
of  the  most  respectable  families  in  that  State.  I 
could  prove  also,  that  I  have  been  a  member  of 
the  Legislature  of  Vermont,  except  two  years, 
ever  since;  that  I  have  been  appointed  to  many 
other  offices  in  which  I  did  not  think  proper  to 
serve,  such  as  Auditor  of  the  Treasurer's  Ac- 
counts, and  Judge  of  the  County  where  I  live. 

By  these  things,  and  my  standing  in  this  House, 
1  could  prove  that  I  have  always  been  respected 
in  the  country  I  represent,  and  where  I  have  lived 
these  twenty-four  years. 


The  free  electors  of  my  district  have  given  me 
a  preference  to  a  gentleman  of  very  great  respect- 
ability, one  who  has  served  six  years  with  unim- 
peachable fidelity  in  this  House,  and  is  now  Chief 
Justice  of  the  State  of  Vermont;  yet  evidence 
has  been  adduced  in  order  to  show  that  I  am  a 
person  of  disrepute. 

As  to  my  being  in  the  habit  of  receiving  insult 
with  impunity — for  which  it  seems  Mr.  Chip- 
man's  testimony  was  introduced — were  I  allowed 
to  call  testimony  from  Vermont,  I  could  very 
easily  prove  so  much  on  this  head,  as,  perhaps,  to 
prove,  in  the  minds  of  some  gentlemen,  that  re- 
spectability which,  in  every  other  respect,  attaches 
to  my  character.  Among  other  things,  1  could 
prove  that  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  who  was 
called  to  give  testimony  against  me,  has,  with  the 
politeness  peculiar  to  a  certain  country  which  I 
will  not  now  name,  insulted  me  and  received  due 
chastisement  from  me  for  it. 

Mr.  Harper  called  to  order.  The  gentleman 
from  Vermont  had  already  spoken  very  improper- 
ly of  witnesses,  and  he  now  spoke  in  a  very  rep- 
rehensible way  of  Mr.  Chipman.  He  hoped  he 
would  be  admonished. 

Mr.  Or  is  differed  in  opinion  from  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina.  If  the  gentleman  thought 
it  would  be  of  service  to  him  to  inform  the  com- 
mittee that  he  had  chastised  an  officer  in  the  face 
of  his  regiment,  or  beaten  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  he  was  right  in  stating  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  if  he  wished  to  see  the  gen- 
tleman disgrace  himself,  and  the  House,  he  should 
not  object  to  this  mode  of  proceeding ;  but  he  did 
not. 

Mr.  Lyon.  It  would  be  folly  in  me  to  state 
anything  to  this  committee,  that  I  cannot  prove. 
Nor  should  I  have  mentioned  that  circumstance, 
bad  1  not  been  charged  with  receiving  injuries 
with  impunity.  I  never  did  receive  injuries  with 
impunity ;  nor  did  1  come  here  to  do  so.  I  would 
sooner  leave  the  world.    Mr.  L.  then  proceeded: 

Were  I  to  be  allowed  time  to  bring  forward 
testimony  from  Vermont,  I  could  prove  that  my 
character,  as  a  man  of  spirit,  stands  on  such  ground 
in  my  country,  that  I  had  no  need  to  defend  *it, 
by  entering  into  a  squabble  with  such  a  Chief 
Justice  in  court  time. 

If  the  proof  of  these  things  be  considered  of  im- 
portance, I  hope  I  shall  be  allowed  time  to  send  to 
Vermont  to  ok  tain  it — for  my  own  part,  I  cannot 
so  consider  it.  I  must  thinx  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  ought  never  to  have  taken  up  the 
matter  of  the  difference  between  Mr.  Griswold 
and  myself,  circumstanced  as  it  was;  and  that  if 
the  House  thought  otherwise,  the  due  submission 
to  their  authority,  which  I  have  always  stood 
ready  to  pay,  and  the  sorrow  which  I  have  ex- 
pressed, and  am  continually  expressing,  for  my 
misapprehension,  might  serve  as  some  mitigation 
of  an  offence  against  the  dignity  of  this  House, 
which  I  never  could  have  knowingly  been  guilty  of. 

Mr.  Champlin  rose  and  said,  it  was  expressly 
declared  by  the  Constitution,  u  that  each  House 
may  determine  the  rules  of  its  proceedings,  pun- 
ish its  members  for  disorderly  behaviour,  and, 
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with  the  concurrence  of  two-thirds,  expel  a  mem- 
ber," and  he  thought  they  were  called  upon  to 
exercise  this  Constitutional  power  of  expulsion  in 
the  present  instance,  by  the  respect  due  not  only 
to  themselves  as  legislators,  but  to  their  constitu- 
ents; and  as  they  valued  the  reputation  of  the 
National  Legislature,  both  at  home  and  abroad, 
as  they  regarded  the  American  character,  unin- 
fluenced by  the  spirit  of  party,  without  taking 
into  view  the  relative  characters  of  the  person 
who  offered,  and  the  person  who  received,  the 
insult,  without  attending  to  the  infinite  distance 
there  was  between  the  one  and  the  other — they 
were  bound  to  give  their  votes,  uoon  the  present 
occasion,  under  the  influence  only  of  an  high 
sense  of  duty  and  of  honor.  And  under  these 
impressions,  he  said,  he  had  attentively  and  im- 
partially considered  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
present  case,  as  they  had  appeared  in  evidence ; 
and  he  found  it  was  fully  proved  that  an  offence 
of  a  gross  and  injurious  nature  had  been  com- 
mitted by  the  member  from  Vermont,  (Mr. 
Lyon,)  against  the  person  of  the  member  from 
Connecticut,  (Mr.  GriswoldO  that  the  conversa- 
tion which  produced  the  altercation  between 
them,  originated  with  the  member  from  Vermont; 
that  it  was  a  violent  and  groundless  attack  upon 
the  public  character  of  the  member  from  Con- 
necticut; inasmuch  as  he  was  represented  to  be 
regardless  of  the  public,  good,  and  actuated  en- 
tirely by  selfish,  sordid  views;  that  this  indecent 
attack  upon  his  political  integrity  was  repelled  by 
a  retort,  that  the  occasion  fully  justified ;  that  in 
consequence  of  this  retort,  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont committed,  within  those  walls,  and  whilst 
the  House  was  sitting,  the  gross  indecency  stated 
by  the  Committee  of  Privileges,  and  of  which  the 
very  Speaker  of  the  House  was  an  eyewitness ; 
ana  that  the  member  from  Connecticut,  whose 
cheek  glowed  with  indignation,  and  whose  arm 
was  nerved  by  the  desire  of  vengeance,  recollect- 
ing the  place  in  which  he  stood,  and  the  respect 
due  from  him  to  that  House,  repressed  his  resent- 
ment. Mr.  C.  then  observed,  that  the  passions  of 
some  men,  had  their  feelings  been  thus  outraged 
b^  the  member  from  Vermont,  would  have  made 
him  expiate  the  injury  upon  the  spot.  For  the 
outrage  committed  by  him  bid  defiance  to  order 
and  decorum,  tended  to  degrade  the  members  of 
that  House  from  the  rank  of  men,  and  to  reduce 
them  to  a  level  with  the  meanest  reptile  that 
crawled  upon  the  earth.  He  was  therefore  com- 
pelled to  declare,  that,  in  his  opinion,  nothing 
short  of  a  vote  that  would  deprive  the  member 
from  Vermont  of  a  seat  in  it,  could  vindicate  the 
honor  of  that  House,  which  had  been  deeply 
wounded  through  one  of  its  members.  He  was 
aware,  he  said,  that  the  punishment  of  expulsion 
was  a  severe  one.  And  there  was  no  man,  who 
had  the  feelings  appropriate  to  that  character, 
and  whose  mind  was  formed  of  common  mate- 
rials, but  would  be  deeply  affected  by  it.  It  must 
fix  a  stain  upon  the  man  who  suffered  it,  for  a 

Soss  and  scandalous  offence,  that  the  waters  of 
e  ocean  could  not  wash  away.    It  should,  how- 
ever, be  recollected  that  it  was  no  further  disgrace- 


ful,  than  as  an  unquestionable  evidence  of  the 
gross  indeceney  that  gave  occasion  to  it.  And  if 
a  sacred  regard  to  justice,  to  trie  representative 
character  they  sustained,  and  to  their  own  honor, 
required  that  they  should  inflict  that  punishment 
upon  a  member  of  that  House,  they  ought  not  to 
start  at  the  effects  of  it.  For  if  the  member  from 
Vermont  should  be  compelled  to  return  to  his 
constituents,  loaded  with  the  opprobrium  neces- 
sarily attached,  in  the  present  instance,  to  the 
punishment  contemplated,  they  would  have  only 
to  regret  the  disgraceful  circumstance,  the  painful 
necessity,  that  had  led  to  it.  They  would  have 
discharged  their  duties,  and  the  honor  and  dig- 
nity of  the  House  would  be  preserved. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  subject  before  them.  The 
committee  had  heard  the  evidence  upon  this  sub- 
ject very  fully,  and  he  doubted  not  every  one 
was  in  full  possession  of  the  facts  relative  to  it, 
and  competent  to  come  to  a  decision.  To  go  into 
a  discussion  of  the  subject,  therefore,  would  only 
be  an  unnecessary  consumption  of  time,  as  it 
would  not,  he  apprehended,  change  the  opinion  of 
any  one.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  question  would 
be  taken  without  debate. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  did  not  mean  to  introduce 
a  debate  upon  this  subject,  but  merely  to  state 
the  reasons  which  had  induced  him  in  the  se- 
lect committee,  and  which  would  induce  him 
in  this  committee,  and  in  the  House,  to  vote 
against  this  report.  He  was  as  fully  impressed 
as  any  gentleman  with  the  necessity  of  preserv- 
ing the  dignity  and  honor  of  the  House,  and  per- 
fectly agreed  with  gentlemen  as  to  the  propriety 
of  an  attention  to  order  and  decorum  in  all  their 
proceedings.  But  it  appeared  to  him  that  there 
was  a  previous  consideration  necessary. 

It  was  necessary  first  to  consider  how  far  the 
powers  of  the  House  extended  with  respect  to 
punishing  its  members,  and  whether  certain  acts 
should  be  considered  as  done  in  the  House  or  out 
of  it.  When  these  general  principles  were  settled, 
it  would  be  easily  ascertained  how  far  this  power 
would  extend  in  the  present  case.  He  was  of 
opinion  that  the  powers  of  the  House  should  be 
cautiously  extended.  This,  he  thought,  would 
be  the  opinion  of  every  member  of  the  committee, 
when  they  considered  the  nature  and  principles 
upon  which  our  laws  were  founded,  amongst 
which  it  is  a  principal  feature  that  the  makers  of 
a  law  shall  not  have  the  execution  of  it ;  another 
is,  that  ail  offences  shall  be  declared  by  law,  be- 
fore anyperson  shall  be  charged  with  committing 
them.  The  laws  are  published,  and  judges  are 
bound  down  by  rule{  and  every  man  knows  the 
law;  but  how  is  it  in  the  present  case?  The 
House  of  Representatives  is  the  injured  party, 
the  members  are  the  judges,  the  jurors,  and  the 
executioners.  He  did  not  mention  this  because 
he  thought  the  power  of  punishing  its  members 
was  improperly  placed  in  their  own  body;  he 
mentioned  it  only  to  show  that  the  power  was 
liable  to  abuse  from  giving  too  much  way  to 
passion  in  their  proceedings. 

Having  made  these  remarks,  he  would  state 
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ihy  he  thought  the  House  had  not  the  power  to 
xpel  the  member  from  Vermont.  He  did  not  be- 
eve  that  a  member  of  the  Legislature  could  be 
xpel  led  for  any  act  done  out  of  the  House,  ex- 
ept  it  rendered  him  infamous.  Mere  lewdness, 
nd  breaches  of  morality  committed  out  of  the 
louse,  the  House  could  not  take  cognizance  of. 
i  member,  out  of  the  House,  may  do  things  which 
lay  render  him  very  disagreeable  society,  yet  he 
lay  come  into  the  House  and  behave  very  order- 
v.  His  constituents  might  have  known,  when 
bey  elected  him,  that  he  was  subject  to  such  be- 
aviour,  yet  they  might  have  sufficient  confidence 
q  him  as  a  representative  on  that  floor ;  but  if  any 
aember  acted  so  as  to  disturb  the  peace  and  order 
f  the  House,  they  had,  doubtless,  a  right  to  turn 
lira  out. 

Having  mentioned  what  he  conceived  to  be  the 
towers  of  the  House,  he  would  consider  whether 
he  act  done  by  the  member  from  Vermont  could 
«  considered  as  done  in  the  House,  or  in  violation 
>f  its  rules.  If  he  could  persuade  himself  that  it 
fas  done  when  the  House  was  in  order,  in  viola- 
ion  of  its  rules,  he  should  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  member  ought  to  be  expelled ; 
ioce  he  should  take  no  notice  of  the  offensive 
rords  which  had  been  mentioned  in  justification, 
or  though  this  circumstance  might  have  conside- 
rable weight  with  some  gentlemen,  it  would  have 
none  with  him.  In  the  rules  for  the  regulation  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  it  was  declared  that, 
whenever  the.  House  meets,  the  Speaker  should 
take  the  Chair  at  the  hour  to  which  the  House 
tdjourned.  But  where,  he  asked,  was  the  Speak- 
er, when  the  act  complained  of  was  committed, 
uid  what  was  the  situation  of  the  House  at  the 
time?  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Speaker 
ot  any  other  member  was  not  doing  his  duty,  but 
to  show  that  the  House  was  not  in  order.  The 
Speaker  had  left  his  seat,  and  was  in  that  of  an- 
other member;  and  the  members  were  passing  to 
ind  from  different  parts  of  the  House.  So  that  if 
even  it  could  be  considered  in  such  a  situation  as 
that  the  rules  of  the  House  would  apply  to  it,  some 
allowance  ought  to  be  made  to  members  who 
night  think  differently.    But  certainly  no  motion 

could  have  been  stated  to  the  House  in  this  situa- 
tion. 

If  the  House  had  been  organized,  the  Speaker 
could  not  have  suffered  such  conversation  as  has 
^n  stated  to  have  taken  place  before  him.  A 
breach  of  order,  in  such  a  situation  of  things, 
therefore,  could  not  deserve  expulsion.  Besides, 
this  transaction  happened  without  the  bar  of  the 
House,  which,  according  to  the  practice  which 
had  existed  since  he  had  a  seat  there,  was  never 
considered  as  within  the  House,  as  no  member 
who  was  standing  there,'  when  any  question  was 
jjwn,  was  permitted  to  vote.  And  he  thought 
toere  was  a  great  difference  between  a  disorderiy 
*ct  done  in  the  House  and  one  done  out  of  it. 
**o  members  walking  without  the  bar  of  the 
House  might  insult  each  other  in  a  variety  of 
*ays  without  disturbing  the  business  of  the 
House,  and,  in  such  a  case,  he  did  not  think  they 
would  be  liable  to  be  expelled.    If  this  were  so,  it 


might  be  said  members  could  not  walk  together; 
he  did  not  see  this,  for  though  he  would  not  agree 
to  an  expulsion  in  such  a  case,  he  should  think  it 
proper  to  punish  the  offender. 

Mr.  W.  thought  the  Constitution  was  clear  on 
this  subject.  A  bare  majority  may  punish  a  mem- 
ber but  the  Constitution  has  declared  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  members  present  are  necessary  to  ex- 
pel a  member.  The  power  of  expulsion  is  the 
highest  punishment  the  House  can  inflict ;  indeed, 
it  is  a  punishment  which  not  only  goes  to  the  per- 
son and  character  of  the  member  himself,  but  it 
also  affects  all  the  citizens  of  a  large  district  of 
country — his  constituents.  Being,  therefore,  so 
serious  a  power,  as  he  before  stated,  it  ought  not 
to  be  extended.  The  House  had  no  power  over 
members  out  of  the  House.  If  two  members  were 
to  quarrel  and  insult  each  other  out  of  the  House, 
the  House  could  take  no  cognizance  of  the  affair, 
except  on  a  complaint  made,  and,  in  that  case,  the 
offender  could  not  be  expelled  but  might  be  pun- 
ished. Suppose,  for  instance,  a  member  of  the 
House  and  an  individual  who  is  not  a  member 
were  to  quarrel  out  of  the  House,  could  the  mem- 
ber come  to  the  House  and  complain  of  the  indi- 
vidual who  is  not  a  member?  Certainly  not, 
since  the  House  had  no  power  over  that  individu- 
al. Nor  would  a  member  be  protected  from  arrest 
and  process,  were  he  to  commit  any  violent  act 
out  of  the  House  which  should  make  him  liable 
to  such  a  process.  He  mentioned  these  instances 
to  show  that  the  House  had  not  a  right  to  extend 
their  privileges,  but  only  to  protect  them. 

These  were  the  reasons,  Mr.  W.  said,  which 
induced  him  to  think  the  member  from  Vermont 
ought  not  to  be  expelled ;  not  because  he  approved 
of  his  conduct,  or  that  the  insult  which  he  states 
to  have  been  offered  to  him,  as  warranting  the 
improper  manner  in  which  he  resented  it ;  not 
because  the  House  had  not  the  power  to  expel  its 
members,  but  because  it  was  not  in  such  a  situa- 
tion at  the  time  as  to  authorize  an  expulsion  for 
the  offence,  and  that,  therefore,  the  person  offend- 
ing did  not  know  that  any  such  consequence  as 
an  expulsion  could  be  the  punishment  to  which 
he  was  liable.  But,  though  he  was  against  an  ex- 
pulsion, he  should  be  in  favor  of  such  a  punish- 
ment as  the  House  would  have  deemed  proper,  if 
the  offence  had  been  committed  without  the  walls 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  said,  there  was  another  circumstance 
which  ought  to  be  noticed.  No  application  was 
made  for  the  punishment  of  this  offence  by  the 
person  offended ;  but  it  was  taken  up  as  a  breach  of 
the  order  of  the  House. 

Mr.  New  hoped  the  question  would  be  taken 
without  further  debate,  as  sufficient  time  had  al- 
ready been  spent  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  Harper  believed  the  considerations  upon 
which  the  vote  now  about  to  be  taken,  presented 
themselves  in  such  strong  colors  to  the  minds  of 
the  members  of  this  committee  (and  they  would 
also  shortly  appear  so  to  the  minds  of  the  whole 
country)  that  it  could  not  be  necessary  to  go  into 
a  lengthy  discussion  on  the  testimony  which  had 
been  given ;  nor  was  it  necessary  to  go  into  an 
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answer  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina.  Nothing  more  was  wanted 
on  the  present  occasion,  than  to  call  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  committee  to  the  following,  which  he 
took  to  be  the  leading  circumstances  or  tbe  case. 

First,  that  a  personal  outrage  of  the  very  gross- 
est and  most  indecent  nature  has  been  committed 
by  one  member  of  the  House  upon  another — an 
outrage  which  would  not  have  been  tolerated  in 
any  tavern  in  the  country ;  a  person  committing 
which,  would  have  been  turned  out  of  any  com- 
pany, nowever  little  entitled  to  be  called  polite  or 
genteel ;  in  no  society  could  it  have  happened 
without  drawing  down  upon  it  the  contempt  of 
every  one  present.  This  outrage  was  committed 
in  the  presence  of  the  House,  and  in  the  face  of  its 
deliberations.  This  had  been  denied,  and  upon 
this  ground  the  defence  is  rested.  But,  he  asked 
if  the  House  had  not  been  called  to  order  by  the 
Speaker  ;  and,  if  it  had,  whether  it  had  been  ad- 
journed 1  It  certainly  had  been  called  to  order, 
and  had  not  been  adjourned,  and  was  therefore  in 
session,  since  it  could  not  get  out  of  that  state, 
without  an  adjournment ;  and  though  it  is  true 
that  the  Speaker  had  left  his  Chair,  yet  any  mem- 
ber might  have  called  him  to  it,  and  introduced 
any  motion  to  the  House,  Besides,  he  asked 
whether  counting  the  ballots  for  managers  of  the 
impeachment  of  Mr.  Blount,  was  not  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House  ?  Or  was  it  not  the  business  of 
the  House  to  read  communications  from  the  Pres- 
ident, or  the  heads  of  Departments?  It  certainly 
was ;  yet  it  was  very  common,  during  the  reading 
of  such  communications,  for  the  Speaker  to  leave 
his  Chair,  and  members  to  leave  their  seats.  If 
the  members  of  the  House  were  to  be  protected 
whilst  they  were  engaged  in  one  kind  of  business, 
and  not  in  another,  it  would  be  proper  to  make  a 
discrimination  on  the  subject,  and  to  say  what  is 
the  kind  of  business  in  the  transaction  of  which 
its  members  shall  be  protected. 

But  it  was  said,  this  affray  happened  without 
the  bar,  and  that  the  cognizance  of  the  House 
did  not  extend  there.  If  this  were  the  case,  any 
disorder  might  be  committed  with  impunity  in 
the  lobby  or  galleries.  Did  not  gentlemen,  who 
have  been  used  to  attending  Courts  of  Justice, 
know  that  the  power  of  such  courts  extended 
without  as  well  as  within  the  bar  ?  Is  one  spot 
upon  this  floor  more  the  House  than  the  other  ? 
Certainly  not.  For  if  the  opposite  doctrine  were 
true,  no  member  would  be  liable  to  be  expelled, 
except  be  were  to  come  into  the  seat  of  a  mem- 
ber and  give  him  a  blow. 

But  it  was  said  the  Speaker  ought  to  have 
called  the  members  to  order  wbo  were  conversing 
in  the  disorderly  manner  which  had  been  stated, 
and  because  he  failed  to  do  so,  it  was  said  to  be 
a  proof  that  he  did  not  consider  the  House  in 
order.  But  if  the  Speaker  had  forgotten  that 
the  House  was  in  session,  or  if  he  had  done  wrong 
in  leaving  his  seat  (which  he  by  no  means 
thought)  these  circumstances  did  not  put  the 
House  out  of  session ;  for,  if  one  member  were 
to  knock  another  down,  and  the  Speaker  did  not 
call  to  order,  since  the  House  once  formed  cannot 


be  dissolved  without  a  formal  vote,  the  Hoose 
would  not  be  less  in  session  than  if  the  siiiciest 
order  had  been  kept. 

Mr.  H.  said  he  should,  like  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  omit  noticing  the  provocation 
said  to  be  given  to  the  gentleman  from  Vermont. 
He  believed  that  was  out  of  the  question,  because, 
if  the  act  complained  of  had  been  in  consequence 
of  a  blow  received,  be  would  have  had  both  the 

?entlemen  expelled;  or  if  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  had  given  way  to  his  feelings,  and 
struck  the  member  from  Vermont  to  his  feet,  in 
return  for  the  insult  he  had  received,  in  that  case 
he  should  have  been  for  involving  both  in  one 
sentence;  for,  if  this  rule  was  once  departed 
from,  and  provocation  was  to  be  set  up  as  an 
apology  for  outrage,  every  person  wonld  be  left 
to  judge  in  his  own  cause  as  to  the  sufficiency  of 
provocation.  The  distinction  between  words 
and  a  personal  attack,  is  a  distinction  well  under- 
stood. No  language  could  be  sufficiently  provok- 
ing to  warrant  a  blow.  In  well-bred  society. 
when  a  man  receives  an  affront,  does  he  knock 
down  the  person  giving  it  ?  No.  He  represses 
his  feelings,  and  takes  another  time  and  place  to 
obtain  justice ;  and  except  the  members  of  that 
House  were  to  conduct  themselves  in  this  man- 
ner, they  laid  prostrate  the  barriers  which  pro- 
tected decency  of  conduct  among  them.  He 
could  not  therefore  believe,  that  any  possible  pro- 
vocation could  either  justify  or  mitigate  the  act 
of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont.  ^Indeed,  i(  the 
provocation  was  to  be  looked  into,  it  would  be 
found  to  be  all  on  the  other  side. 

From  these  considerations,  he  was  so  convinced 
of  the  propriety  of  agreeing  to  the  resolution 
before  the  committee,  that  he  was  surprised  bow 
any  person  could  doubt  a  moment  on  the  subject 
Indeed,  if  the  circumstance  had  happened  with- 
out, instead  of  within  the  walls  of  the  House,  he 
should  have  thought  it  right  to  have  expelled  the 
offender,  as  he  held  it  to  be  one  of  those  actions 
which  render  a  man  unworthy  of  a  seat  in  that 
House. 

A  call  for  the  question  was  made. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said,  he  was  willing  to  hare 
taken  the  question  upon  this  subject  without 
debate ;  but  it  would  be  very  improper,  indeed,  to 
suffer  the  observations  which  had  been  made  to 
pass  without  notice.  As  it  was  too  late  in  the 
day  to  enter  upon  a  reply,  he  moved  that  tbe 
committee  might  rise. 

The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 

The  House  having  resumed,  Mr.  Sitorbavb 
moved  that  the  evidence  which  had  been  given 
to  the  committee  be  printed.    Agreed  to. 

Friday,  February  9. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  en- 
closing a  statement  of  the  amount  of  drawbacks 
paid  on  dutiable  articles  for  tbe  year  1796,  agreea- 
bly to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  3d  Maren, 
1797,  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 
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Mr.  Thatcher  reported  a  bill  gran ti off  the 
ight  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  of  sending  and  receiving  letters  and  pack- 
its,  free  of  postage,  which  was  committed  for 
Monday. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of  Com- 
oerce  and  Manufactures,  made  a  report  on  the 
petition  of  sundry  proprietors  and  workers  of  coal 
nines,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,  who  prayed  for 

prohibition  of  the  importation  of  coals,  or  an 
ocrease  of  duty,  on  the  ground  that  their  mines 
re  sufficient  for  the  consumption  of  the  United 
Jtates.  The  committee  report,  that  as  coal  is 
wry  day  becoming  more  an  article  of  the  first 
lecessity,  they  do  not  think  it  would  be  right  to 
omply  with  the  prayer  of  the  petition,  especially 
j  the  duty  paid  on  exportation  in  England  is 
qaal  to  the  first  cost  of  the  coal,  and  a  duty  of 
ire  cents  a  bushel  is  already  paid  on  its  im porta- 
ion  into  this  country.    Committed  for  Monday. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Mr.  Harper  said,  he  was  under  the  necessity 
f  performing  a  very  disagreeable  duty.  It  was 
.  doty,  however,  which  he  found  himself  bound 
0  perform,  since  no  other  member  had  thought 
•roper  to  undertake  it.  It  must  be  recollected  by 
oany  members  of  that  House,  that  the  member 
rom  Vermont,  whose  very  extraordinary  conduct 
ias  been  for  some  time  the  subject  of  discussion, 
esterday,  at  the  conclusion  of  his  defence,  made 
■se  of  an  expression  so  outrageous,  so  gross,  and 
odecent.  that  no  gentleman  yet  had  been  able  to 
epeat  it*;  and  if  this  expression  could  have  been 
timed  in  silence,  he,  for  one,  should  have  been  in 
avorof  its  being  so  buried;  but,  unfortunately, 
bis  could  not  be  the  case,  it  had  not  only  been 
ieard  by  many  of  the  members,  but  by  many 
trangers ;  and  he  was  authorized  to  say,  it  was 
bout  to  appear  in  one  of  the  public  gazettes  of 
his  city.  As  it  could  not,  therefore,  be  kept  from 
tublic  view,  it  was  necessary  to  take  such  notice 
'f  it  as  it  deserved.  Before  he  made  it  the  sub- 
set of  a  resolution,  he  should  move  "that  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  who 
'eard  it,  be  requested  to  state  precisely,  in  writing, 
he  expression,  and  the  time,  place,  and  manner, 
Q  which  it  was  uttered."  He  did  not  wish  to 
ut  the  gentleman  to  the  painful  task  of  repeating 
t.  He  wished  only  that  he  should  state  it  in 
writing. 

Mr.  Dent  said,  it  would  not  be  in  bis  power 
j>  state  the  precise  expression,  as  he  did  not  hear 
he  first  part  of  the  sentence.  It  was  true  he  heard 
he  offensive  term. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  he  would  state  the  offensive 
erm,  and  the  time  and  manner  of  using  it. 

The  question  for  requesting  the  Chairman  to 
w  the  offensive  expression  to  writing,  was  car- 
led,  42  to  41.  * 

Mr.  Dent  accordingly  presented  the  offensive 
rords  to  the  Chair ;  which,  without  being  read, 

*  The  expression  alluded  to  was  understood  to  be 
omething  like  this:  "I  did  not  come  here  to  have 
lT kicked  by  every  body." 


was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to 
whom  was  referred  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Privileges'.  The  question  for  this  reference  was 
carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker,  there 
being  43  votes  for  it,  and  43  votes  against  it. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges ;  when 

Mr.  Morris  rose  to  state,  that  what  his  col- 
league (Mr.  Lyon)  had  said  yesterday,  with  re- 
spect to  his  having  chastised  Mr.  Cbipman  for 
improper  conduct,  must  have  been  unfounded,  as 
that  gentleman  had  a  character  as  respectable  for 

Propriety  of  conduct  as  for  talents.  He  had  also 
een  in  actual  service  during  the  war,  and  could 
not  be  considered  as  devoid  of  courage.  He  was 
confident,  therefore,  that  the  assertion  could  not 
be  supported. 

Mr.  Shepard  said,  the  member  from  Vermont 
had  been  guilty  of  an  indecency  for  which  he 
ought  to  be  expelled  from  his  seat.  The  offence 
was  such  as  would  not  be  suffered  in  any  civil 
company.  It  was  an  offence  without  provoca- 
tion ;  for  the  first  offence  was  committed  by  him 
on  the  member  from  Connecticut,  in  saying  that 
the  members  from  that  State  sought  their  own  in- 
terest at  the  expense  of  the  public  good.  He  was 
surprised  that  any  gentleman  would  defend  such 
a  man.  But  the  offence  was  attempted  to  be 
mitigated  by  saying  that  the  House  was  not  in 
session.  He  believed  the  House  was  as  much  in 
session  as  it  ever  was,  as  one-half  of  the  members 
at  least  were  in  their  seats;  and  the  offence  being 
committed  within  the  walls  of  the  House,  the 
member  ought  certainly  to  be  expelled.  If  the 
House  will  not  expel  a  member  for  an  offence  so 
gross,  what  would  the  world  say  of  them  ?  They 
would  be  called  beasts  and  not  gentlemen.  But 
it  was  said  that  the  constituents  of  the  member 
from  Vermont  would  be  injured  by  the  member's 
expulsion ;  so  far  from  it,  he  doubted  not  nine- 
teen-twentieths  of  the  people  of  his  district  would 
say  he  was  deserving  of  expulsion.  Was  a  man, 
who  could  be  guilty  of  such  behaviour  as  is  com- 
plained of,  ft,t  for  a  legislator  ?  Certainly  not ;  no 
well-bred,  well-disposed  man  could  keep  company 
with  him.  The  gentleman  acknowledged  that  it 
was  his  common  practice  to  scourge  every  one  who 
offends  him.  It  was  not  necessary,  therefore,  to 
send  to  Vermont  to  inquire  his  character  there. 
For  his  own  part,  he  could  not  consent  to  sit  with 
him.    If  he  must  be  a  legislator,  it  should  be  in  a 

rt  of  the  world  where  all  decisions  were  made 
,  spitting  and  scratching.  He  was  sure  no  gen- 
tleman or  modest  man  could  plead  in  behalf  of 
such  a  man.  He  hoped  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont would  be  expelled,  withput  spending  much 
time  upon  the  subject.  He  was  sure  this  ought 
to  be  done,  if  they  had  any  regard  to  tbeir  own 
dignity,  or  the  dignity  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Nicholas  was  always  desirous  of  the  ap- 
probation of  the  gentleman  who  bad  just  sat  down, 
because  he  believed  he  always  acted  from  the  best 
motives.  He  hoped  that  gentleman  would  also 
have  allowed  that  others  might  act  from  princi- 
ple as  well  as  himself.    He  could  not  refrain, 
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more  enlightened  and  respectable  than  the  mem- 
ber from  Vermont,  they  cannot  expect , he  is  de- 
void of  every  principle  of  self-love.  Could  any 
gentleman  have  forborne  to  take  notice  of  an  in- 
sult of  the  kind  which  was  offered  to  him?  It 
was  impossible.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that 
the  particular  act  with  which  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont  resented  the  affront  was  the  most  pro- 
per ;  he  did  not  know  what  would  have  been 
proper.  He  did  not  know  in  what  way  such  an 
insult  should  have  been  treated. 

Gentleman  would  probably  say  he  ought  to 
have  forborne  noticing  the  sarcasm.  But  did  not 
gentlemen  snow  that  there  was  a  circumstance 
in  this  member's  situation  which  rendered  it  a 
peculiar  one?  If  he  had  had  recourse  to  the 
usual  mode  of  settling  differences  would  it  not 
have  been  said  to  him,  "  No ;  you  have  been  cash- 
iered— you  are  infamous — I  will  not  meet  you  as 
a  gentleman  ?"  In  what  way,  then,  could  this 
member  have  shown  to  the  world  that,  if  he  had 
once  failed  in  his  duty,  he  was  ready  now  to  show 
that  he  was  no  coward,  and  that  he  had  been  in- 
jured and  abused  in  the  former  transaction  ?  He 
asked  whether,  being  placed  in  such  a  situation, 
there  was  not  some  allowance  to  be  made  for  act- 
ing in  the  manner  he  did.  Nor  did  Mr.  N.  think 
the  mode  which  Mr.  Griswolo  had  taken  to  repel 
any  thing  which  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
had  said  against  the  Representatives  from  Con- 
necticut was  the  best  calculated  for  the  purpose. 

If,  then,  there  was  an  extenuation  of  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Lvon,  either  from  the  situation  of  the 
House  at  the  time,  from  his  being  inexperienced 
with  respect  to  the  rules  of  the  Mouse,  or  from 
his  peculiarity  of  situation  as  to  the  stigma  which 
had  been  revived  upon  his  character  with  respect 
to  his  courage,  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  case 
which  called  for  the  severest  punishment  which 
could  be  inflicted.  If  the  highest  punishment 
were  to  be  inflicted  in  this  case,  what  would  gen- 
tlemen do  where  a  man  should  render  himself  in- 
famous ;  when  a  man  should  be  found  so  defec- 
tive of  moral  principle  as  to  be  wholly  unfit  to 
hold  his  situation  ?  To  act  consistently,  he 
thought,  they  should  allow  of  some  grade  in  the 
nature  of  offences. 

Mr.  N.  concluded  by  noticing  an  observation 
from  gentlemen  advocating  the  motion,  caution- 
ing gentlemen  against  being  influenced  by  a  spirit 
of  party  in  the  present  decision.  He  thought  such 
observations  would  be  best  omitted,  as  they  would 
operate  equally  on  both  sides. 

Mr.  Otis  said,  he  was  one  of  those  who  had  a 
sincere  wish  that  the  question  before  the  commit- 
tee could  have  been  decided  without  debate,  and 
that  the  world  might  not  Jiave  been  informed  that 
there  could  exist  a  difference  of  opinion  in  com- 
ing to  a  decision  on  this  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  have  thought  that  the  standard  of 
propriety  and  moral  decency,  the  finger  of  senti- 
ment, would  have  pointed  out  a  direct  course  on 
this  occasion ;  which,  if  it  were  not  taken,  he  was 
convinced,  when  gentlemen  were  called  to  serious 
reflection  upon  it,  they  would  see  that  they  had 
been  instrumental  in  sealing  the  infamy  of  the 


National  Legislature  ;  for  the  present  question. he 
said,  was  not  a  question  between  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  and  the  gentleman  from  Ver- 
mont, but  between  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  one  of  its  members,  who  had  broken  down 
the  barriers  of  decorum  which  it  had  set  up  for 
its  government.  It  was  a  question  between  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  whose  sovereignty 
had  been  insulted,  and  the  delinquent;  between 
the  whole  Union  and  the  State  of  Connecticut 
an  integral  part  of  that  Union,  against  a  war  of 
outrage  and  indecorum  springing  from  ungoTero- 
able  passion.  Every  member  was,  therefore, 
called  upon  to  make  one  common  effort  to  prevent 
their  common  infamy. 

In  considering  this  question  he  would  challenge 
any  one  to  show  so  shameful  an  act  of  assault  and 
battery,  committed  without  provocation,  at  any 
former  period,  or  in  any  country.  It  would  be  in 
vain  to  look  to  any  of  the  States  of  Europe,  agi- 
tated and  convulsed  as  they  are.  for  such  an  of- 
fence. No  man  conversant  witn  the  history  of 
the  Six  Nations,  or  with  that  of  any  other  savage 
tribe,  could  point  out  an  instance  of  outrage  so 
monstrous  and  so  abominable.  It  was  conduct 
which  could  not  be  suffered  in  a  brothel  or  in  a 
den  of  robbers !    Every  American  heart  would 

grow  sick  at  the  recital  of  it.  He  did  not  mean, 
owever,  to  attempt  an  aggravation  of  the  offence ; 
but  it  was  an  offence  which  had  deeply  affected 
him ;  he  thought  of  it  by  day,  and  when  uponnis 
pillow  he  had  not  forgotten  it. 

What  was  said  in  defence  of  the  member  from 
Vermont  ?  No  attempt  had  been  made  to  justify 
his  conduct ;  yet  some  gentlemen  had  brought 
forward  circumstances  of  extenuation.  What 
were  they  ?  It  was  said  some  provocation  was 
given,  and  that  some  allowance  ought  to  be  made 
on  account  of  the  situation  of  the  House  at  the 
time. 

With  respect  to  the  provocation^  he  would  not 
now  inquire  whether  any  provocation  coald  justi- 
fy the  offence  which  had  been  committed ;  but  on 
examination  into  the  facts  it  would  be  found  that 
the  provocation  was  on  the  part  of  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont,  as  his  was  an  accusation  founded 
in  error,  while  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut was  founded  in  truth,  as  the  story  of  the 
wooden  sword,  arising  out  of  the  gentleman  fronj 
Vermont  having  been  cashiered  and  disgraced 
from  the  army,  was  not  deoied,  while  what  bad 
been  said  with  respect  to  the  Representatives  froffl 
Connecticut  acting  contrary  to  the  sense  of  then 
constituents  was  founded  in  falsehood.  These 
were  charges  made  aloud,  and  which  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut,  ir  he  did  not  hear  them, 
might  have  heard  as  well  as  not.  And  shall  it  be 
said  that  members  uf  this  House,  who  quit  the 
comforts  of  home,  the  pleasing  society  of  friends, 
and  honorable  employments,  to  serve  their  cooft* 
try,  shall  be  told  that  their  motives  are  venal ;  that 
they  are  actuated  by  a  wish  to  obtain  offices  in 
which  they  might  starve  in  splendor,  and  in  which 
they  could  be  abused  with  impunity  ?  Yet  this 
was  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Vermont ;  so  that 
the  provocation  came  from  him.  and,  instead  of 
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•ekiog  here  for  extenuation,  nothing  but  aggra- 
ition  was  found. 

With  respect  to  the  situation  of  the  House  at 
te  time,  gentlemen  who  have  recourse  to  this 
rcumstance  must  sanction  one  of  two  positions, 
imely,  that  the  House  was  not  in  session,  or  that 
le  members  of  the  House  were  to  be  protected 
hile  in  certain  kinds  of  business  and  not  in  oth- 
•s.  With  respect  to  the  House  not  being  in  ses- 
on,  could  it  be  said  that,  after  it  had  been  regu- 
rly  formed,  it  could  be  dissolved  without  a  vote 
f  the  purpose?  Should  it  be  said  that  while  the 
peaker  was  in  his  Chair  members  were  safe, 
at  if  he  stepped  out  of  it  club-law  should  imme- 
iatety  commence  ;  that  they  were  to  be  protect- 
1  od  this  side  and  not  on  that  side  of  the  bar ; 
tat  this  side  was  a  sanctuary,  but  that  that  was  a 
ar-garden ;  that  in  their  seats  they  were  safe, 
at  if  they  walked  out  of  them  they  were  liable 
*  be  cudgelled  !  Surely  not ;  these  mistake* 
rose  from  a  misunderstanding  of  the  rules  under 
'hich  taey  acted.  They  were  intended  to  pre- 
ent  offences  from  being  committed  ;  and  was  it 
ot  as  likely  that  offences  would  take  place  after 
le  Speaker  had  left  his  Chair  as  while  he  was 
i  it  ?  It  could  hardly  be  supposed  that  while 
le  Speaker  was  in  his  Chair,  and  every  member 
)  his  seat,  that  any  violence  would  happen.  It 
ould  not  be  expected  that  even  the  member  from 
'erraont  would  go  and  spit  in  a  member's  face 
r  knock  him  down  while  he  was  sitting  in  his 
lace.  It  was  when  members  were  outside  of  the 
ar,  when  they  were  not  under  so  much  restraint 
s  at  other  times,  that  the  rules  of  the  House  were 
lost  liable  to  be  infringed ;  and  members  were 
urely  protected  as  much  as  if  they  were  in  their 
eats. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  stated  that 

great  part  of  the  members  were  without  the  bar 
f  the  House ;  but  was  no  respect  due  to  those 
rho  were  within  it?  They  were  certainly  not 
instrumental  to  the  disorder.  Would  the  people 
**e  any  confidence  in  their  Representatives,  if 
tay  had  nothing  to  do  but  go  out  of  the  bar  to 
ght?  This  was  a  distinction  which  he  never 
xpected  to  have  been  set  up,  and  it  certainly 
rose  from  a  prejudiced  view  of  the  subject.  He 
elieved  the  American  people  bad  already  antici- 
•ted  their  decision,  and  it  could  only  be  in  one 
7*J  that  the  House  and  the  country  could  be 
*ved  from  indelible  infamy. 

The  same  gentleman  said  that  all  the  members 
light  have  left  the  House.  If  this  had  been  the 
>se,  or  if  a  greater  part  had  left  it,  he  supposed 
oe  Speaker  would  have  said  there  was  not  a 
jorum,  and  the  business  could  not  have  proceed - 
«■  Mr.  0.  said  he  did  not  mean  to  go  into  the 
Mject  of  privileges,  though  he  did  not,  like  the 
;entleman  from  Virginia,  nate  that  or  any  other 
u°ject,  the  discussion  of  which  was  properly  be- 
j>re  them.  He  thought,  however,  that  the  con- 
ceit of  the  member  from  Vermont  in  saying  that 

the  members  from  Connecticut  were  to  vote 
■gainst  a  certain  motion,  which  was  then  the  or- 
w  of  the  day,  they  would  be  turned  out  of  their 


ilac 


es;  was  a  direct  attempt  to  control  the  freedom 


of  debate;  the  gentleman  came  reeking  from 
Connecticut,  where,  he  said,  he  had  ascertained 
the  sentiments  of  the  people,  and  undertook  to 
intimidate  and  abuse  the  members  from  that  State. 
Was  it  not  clear  that  such  conduct  had  a  tendency 
to  provoke  recrimination  ?  And  if  it  were  admit- 
ted, it  must  be  evident  they  had  nothing  to  expect 
but  disorder,  bloodshed,  and  murder;  if  gentlemen 
decided  reasonably,  they  must  decide  that  there 
never  could  be  a  greater  outrage  than  this,  com- 
mitted with  so  little  provocation.  The  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  of  Privileges  was  a 
proper  one.  and  to  agree  to  it,  was  the  only  way 
in  which  they  could  purge  the  House  of  its  pollu- 
tion. If  this  was  nut  done,  it  could  not  be  expected 
that  this  would  be  the  last  affray  which  would 
take  place  in  the  presence  of  that  assembly ;  if  not 
done,  the  people  would  lose  their  confidence  in 
their  representatives ;  and  if  not  done,  he,  for  one, 
should  feel  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  that  House  as 
greatly  diminished  and  overshadowed — as  falling, 
as  declining.  Indeed,  the  only  satisfactory  mode 
would  be,  to  send  the  member  from  Vermont  back 
to  his  constituents ;  which  would  show  to  the 
world  that  a  conduct  like  this  could  never  receive 
the  sanction  of  the  American  people.  If  this  mode 
were  not  adopted,  it  would  be  better  for  the  House 
to  expunge  its  rules,  and  trust  to  their  own  for* 
bearance  for  the  observance  of  order ;  or  they  had 
better  adjourn  and  leave  the  public  business  un- 
done, to  have  no  rules  at  all,  than  to  suffer  them 
to  be  thus  grossly  violated  with  impunity. 

Mr.  Rdtledqe  was  not,  like  some  other  gentle- 
men, for  giving  a  silent  vote  on  this  occasion. 
He  was  not  a  little  surprised  to  hear  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  (General  Smith)  wish  to  pass  a 
matter  over,  in  silence  which  cast  so  indelible  a 
stain  upon  the  character  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  strange  that  a  period  of 
twenty  years  should  have  so  cooled  the  blood  of 
a  hero,  as  to  induce  him  to  sit  and  give  a  silent 
vote  on  an  offence  which  prostrated  the  dignity 
and  honor  of  his  country  !  Mr.  R.  said,  he  must 
own,  that  be  had  not  the  philosophy  of  that  gen- 
tleman, but  should  express,  in  strong  terms,  the 
abhorrence  which  he  felt  for  the  gross  indecency. 
He  hoped  they  should  expel  the  member  who  had 
thus  offended  ;  he  was  persuaded,  from  what  he 
saw  in  the  House,  that  be  would  not  be  expelled 
unanimously,  but  he  trusted  the  vote  would  be 
carried  by  more  than  two-thirds  of  the  members 
present.  He  would  wish,  however,  the  citizen?  of 
America,  from  Georgia  to  New  Hampshire,  to 
know,  that,  unused  to  public  speaking  as  he  was, 
he  could  not  sit  still  on  this  occasion,  when  the 
House  of  Representatives  was  attempted  to  be 
turned  into  a  mere  bear-garden. 

It  appeared  to  him  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  spoken  to-day  because  he  stood  in 
order  to  speak.  Yesterday  he  did  not  wish  the 
vote  to  be  taken  until  he  nad  delivered  his  senti- 
ments. He  wished  that  gentleman  had  felt  as 
much  for  the  dignity  of  the  country,  as  he  did  for 
the  gentleman  from  Vermont ;  if  so,  the  commit- 
tee would  not  have  had  to  listen  to  his  up-hill 
speech.    The  gentleman  would  excuse  him  for 
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using  this  term,  as  hi*  observations  were  inaccu- 
rate, and  he  had  recurred  to  things  as  facts  which 
were  not  so. 

The  gentleman  had  undertaken  to  say  the  House 
was  not  in  session,  without  attempting  to  prove 
it.  In  confirmation  of  this  opinion,  he  said  that  a 
Senator  sat  in  bis  (Mr.  N.'s)  seat  during  the  count- 
ing of  the  ballots,  and  wrote  a  letter.  This,  Mr. 
R.  asserted,  was  untrue.  Whilst  the  Senator  was 
standing  without  the  bar,  he  was  requested  by  a 
member  from  Pennsylvania  to  frank  a  letter.  He 
was  invited  to  take  a  seat  for  the  purpose.  He 
declined,  saying,  "  your  House  is  in  session."  On 
being  assured  there  would  be  no  impropriety  in 
the  thing,  he  went  to  a  desk  and  wrote  the  ad- 
dress of  a  letter  as  requested,  and  then  retired. 

Mr.  Findley  said  that  the  fact  was  as  had  just 
been  stated,  except  that  when  the  gentleman  of 
the  Senate  was  desired  to  write  the  frank,  he  did 
not  object  to  it,  from  an  idea  of  the  House  being 
in  session.  For  his  own  part.  Mr.  F.  said,  he  did 
not  so  consider  it,  or  he  should  not  have  thought 
of  asking  the  gentleman  to  have  taken  a  seat 
within  the  bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Nicholas  could  only  say  he  saw  the  gen- 
tleman writing  there.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  might  be  assured  he  did  not  mean  to 
state  as  fact  what  was  not  so. 

Mr.  Rdtledqe  said  it  was  not  unusual  for  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  to  deny  the  intention  of 
misrepresentation.  With  respect  to  the  situation 
of  the  House  at  the  time  this  affray  happened, 
Mr.  R.  acknowledged  that  it  was  not  in  good  or- 
der, though  it  was  in  session.  But  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  said  no  motion  could  have  been 
made.  He  would  also  say  that  no  motion  could 
be  made  whilst  he  was  speaking,  nor  whilst  the 
House  was  enraged  in  any  other  business.  There 
was  no  way  oT  getting  out  of  session,  but  by  ad- 
journment ;  so  that  instead  of  its  being  a  fiction 
to  say  the  House  was  in  session,  it  was  certainly 
a  fiction  to  say  it  was  not  so. 

He  thought  with  his  friend  from  Massachusetts 
that  this  was  not  to  be  considered  as  an  offence 
against  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  but  as 
an  offence  against  the  nation ;  and  except  the  re- 
solution before  them  was  agreed  to,  what  would 
be  the  situation  of  our  Ministers  and  citizens 
abroad?  They  would  be  asked  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  one  of  the  members  of  our  National  Le- 
gislature spit  in  the  face  of  another  ?  They  must 
acknowledge  the  fact  j  but  he  hoped  they  would 
also  have  it  in  their  power  to  say,  '*  but  the  offen- 
sive member  was  immediately  expelled." 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  concluded  his  ob- 
servations with  a  wish  that  everything  of  a  party 
nature  might  be  kept  out  of  view.  Mr.  R.  said 
this  might  be  desirable;  but  he  also  thought  it 
was  necessary  to  look  at  the  business  fully.  He 
wished  gentlemen  to  see  the  thing  in  this  light ; 
for  if  members  were  permitted  to  commit  offences 
with  impunity,  it  would  put  a  minority  completely 
in  the  power  of  a  majority,  and  buoy  up  the  latter 
to  a  height  which  would  be  very  inconvenient  to 
a  minority.  He  therefore  thought  that  though  a 
difference  of  political  opinion  had  drawn  a  strong 


line  of  distinction  between  them,  in  order  to  re- 
store the  House  to  its  former  purity,  they  ought 
to  unite  their  force  in  expelling  the  member  from 
Vermont  from  his  seat. 

Mr.  R.  having  sat  down,  the  call  for  the  que>- 
tion  was  yery  loud. 

Mr.  Sitgr eaves  said,  before  the  question  was 
taken,  he  wished  to  make  some  observations  upon 
it.  He  was  one  of  those  who  had  felt,  from  the 
first  moment  in  which  he  was  informed  ot  this 
occurrence,  until  the  present  time,  as  a  member  of 
that  body,  a  very  strong  sense  of  humiliation, 
arising  from  the  fact  itself,  committed  in  the  face 
of  the  House,  and  from  the  manner  in  which  the 
inquiry  into  the  business  bad  been  conducted. 

On  the  evening  of  the  day  on  which  this  offence 
was  committed,  he  had  said,  what  he  never  should 
repent  having  said, "  that  he  was  at  that  moment 
prepared  to  give  the  vote  which  is  now  called 
for."  He  still  believed,  that  to  have  expelled  the 
member  from  Vermont  before  the  House  separa- 
ted, would  have  been  the  most  proper  step  which 
could  have  been  taken  for  preserving  the  honor 
of  the  House,  and  for  expiating  the  offence.  The 
major  opinion  was,  however,  different.  Though 
the  offence  was  committed  before  their  eyes,  it 
was  agreed  that  a  committee  should  be  appointed 
to  examine  the  evidence.  They  did  so,  and  re- 
ported the  result.  Yet,  after  this,  it  had  been  de- 
termined to  re-hear  the  evidence  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  ;  so  that  they  had  been  obliged 
to  expend  the  time  of  the  House  and  the  pontic 
money,  in  re-hearing  a  business  which  had  already 
been  sufficiently  heard,  and  they  are  now  called 
to  give  a  vote  upon  the  resolution  originally  re- 
ported. 

The  gentlemen  who  have  spoken  against  the 
resolution,  have  made  no  apology  for  the  fact 
itself.  They  have  acknowledged  the  act  was  in- 
decent, outrageous,  and  improper ;  but  they  avail- 
ed themselves  of  circumstances  to  get  rid  of  the 
consequences  of  this  confession.  Though  he 
owned  this  admission  gave  strength  to  the  resolu- 
tion, yet  be  was  sorry  it  had  been  admitted,  if  gen- 
tlemen still  opposed  the  propriety  of  the  resolution ; 
and  he  hoped,  when  the  fact  was  admitted,  to* 
committee  would  not  have  been  compelled  to  lis- 
ten to  any  thing  in  extenuation  of  an  act  so  gross 
and  indecent. 

Mr.  S.  said,  he  would  consider  the  arguments 
which  had  been  adduced  to  get  rid  of  the  conse- 
quences which  followed  an  admission  of  the  fact 
He  confessed  he  had  heard  it  insinuated,  in  the 
course  of  the  examination  of  the  witnesses,  tha: 
the  House  was  not  in  order  when  this  offence  was 
committed  ;  yet  he  hardly  expected  it  would  have 
been  seriously  maintained.  It  had  been  constant- 
ly asked  whether  the  House  was  not  in  session, 
from  the  Speaker's  taking  the  Chair  till  the  vote 
of  adjournment ;  it  was  impossible  to  disorgan- 
ize the  House  without  a  vote  of  adjournment, 
and  all  the  pretexts  which  have  been  used  r 
get  rid  of  this  position,  are,  to  use  the  argu- 
ment of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
fictions  contrary  to  fact.  It  was  said  the  House 
was  not  engaged  in  business.    Was  this  true? 
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Were  not  two  members  of  the  House  appointed  as 
tellers  to  count  the  ballots  for  managers,  and  were 
they  not  counting  the  votes  ?  Was  not  the  House 
engaged  in  business  when  a  member  was  speak- 
ing ?  Surely  it  was.  And  was  it  not  also  enga- 
ged in  business  when  the  Clerk  was  reading  pa- 
pers? It  certainly  was;  and,  at  the  time  when 
this  affray  happened,  the  House  was  as  much  en- 
gaged in  the  ordinary  business  of  the  sitting,  as  at 
his,  or  any  other  moment.  It  was  said  the  House 
was  not  in  order,  because  the  Speaker  whs  not  in 
he  Chair.  The  Speaker  is  not  in  the  Chair  now, 
lor  was  he  when  lengthy  communications  were 
received.  But,  it  was  also  said,  that  many  mem- 
bers were  out  of  their  seats.  But  some  were  in 
heir  places;  and  could  not  the  House  be  in  ses- 
sion unless  all  the  members  were  in  their  places  ? 
\i  this  moment,  he  said?  I  see  groups  around  the 
ires,  and  would  it  be  said,  that  the  House  was  not 
10  w  in  order?  It  was  impossible  to  show  that 
hese  indulgences,  which  members  availed  them- 
selves of,  decomposed  the  House,  It  was  not  in 
he  nature  of  things  that  the  House  could  be  dis- 
solved in  such  a  way. 

But,  it  was  also  stated,  that  the  member  from 
Vermont  and  the  member  from  Connecticut  were 
>n  the  outside  of  the  bar,  This  was  an  endeavor 
o  substitute  a  sort  of  fiction  to  get  rid  of  the  rules 
>f  the  House.  But  could  it  be  supposed,  that  a 
nember  without  the  bar  was  less  subject  to  the 
ules,  than  when  in  his  seat  ?  Should  disorder  be 
idmitted  because  it  was  without  the  bar?  Gen- 
lemen  had  created  this  distinction ;  but  no  one 
lad  said  that  an  offence  committed  without  the 
»r  would  not  be  punishable ;  and  if  it  were  liable 
o  punishment  at  all,  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
hould  not  be  liable  to  the  highest  punishment. 

Mr.  S.  was  inclined  to  believe  that  though  these 
lice  distinctions  were  urged,  they  were  not  much 
elied  upon ;  because,  though  gentlemen  used 
hem,  they  had  recourse  to  others ;  and  if  these 
tad  been  well-founded,  they  would  have  been 
ufficient. 

Is  was  said,  that  the  member  from  Vermont 
ould  not  have  put  up  with  an  insult  like  that 
t  fie  red  by  the  member  from  Connecticut,  and  that 
he  impossibility  of  putting  up  with  it  was  a 
ufficient  extenuation  of  his  crime.  He  had  all 
long  thought  that  whenever  anything  was  said 
•f  the  provocation  which  produced  the  act  com- 
plained of,  they  wandered  from  the  proper  path. 
ie  believed  no  anterior  circumstance  had  any- 
bing  to  do  with  the  judgment  which  the  House 
iught  to  pass  upon  this  offence.  Provocation 
night  make  some  difference  between  the  parties 
hemselves,  but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  bu- 
iness  as  it  respected  that  House.  If  provocation 
ras  to  be  admitted,  in  extenuation  of  a  crime,  no 
(fence  could  be  committed  that  would  not  find 
n  apology.  If  a  man's  passions  and  unjgov- 
rnable  nature  was  to  be  an  extenuation,  crimes 
f  the  blackest  nature  would  be  thus  apologized 
3r.  But  it  was  agreed,  in  every  society,  from  the 
onvivial  meeting  to  the  Legislature,  that  some 
ules  were  necessary  for  their  government,  and 
rhen  these  rules  were  once  fixed,  it  was  necessa- 
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ry  for  the  preservation  of  order,  that  they  should 
be  observed.  If  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  con- 
•ceived  himself  injured,  he  ought  to  have  taken 
another  time  for  resenting  it.  If  a  number  of  gen- 
tlemen meet  together,  and  an  insult  is  given  which 
is  past  being  tolerated,  and  which  calls  for  satis- 
faction and  atonement,  will  any  one  say  that  the 
proper  way  of  obtaining  these,  would  be  to  inter- 
rupt the  harmony  of  the  company  in  which  the 
individuals  are  assembled?  Do  not  those  who 
call  themselves  gentlemen  suppress  their  indigna- 
tion, and  seek  other  means  oi  obtaining  satisfac- 
tion— means  which  shall  not  affect  the  peace  and 
order  of  society  ?  Is  it  not  one  of  the  essential 
rules  of  the  laws  of  our  country,  that  no  man 
shall  be  permitted,  by  giving  way  to  his  own  pri- 
vate passions,  to  disturb  the  order  of  society  ?  And 
the  same  rule  ought  certainly  to  be  observed  in 
that  House  more  especially. 

But  will  gentlemen  say  it  was  impossible  for 
the  gentleman  from  Vermont  to  postpone  an  atone- 
ment for  the  offence  which  he  supposed  was  com- 
mitted against  him  ?  Will  gentlemen  seriously 
say  this,  when  the  member  from  Connecticut, 
who  received  a  much  greater  insult,  was  able  to 
preserve  the  respect  due  from  an  individual  to  the 
whole  Representatives  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  ?  Could  any  man  suppose  that  the  feel- 
ings of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  were  less 
sensitive  than  the  feelings  of  the  gentleman  from 
Vermont?  Would  any  man  call  in  question  his 
spirit  or  ability  ?  Do  not  all  who  know  him, 
know  that  his  courage,  strength,  and  spirit,  ena- 
bled him  to  take  instantaneous  revenge,  had  not 
his  respect  for  the  House  prevented  him  from  do- 
in  eso  ? 

But,  if  they  were  to  inquire  into  this  provoca- 
tion, the  result  would  be  as  unfavorable  as  the 
principle  itself.  If  an  inquiry  was  instituted  at 
all,  it  must  be  carried  to  its  source ;  and  it  would 
be  found  that  the  member  from  Vermont  was  the 
aggressor ;  it  would  be  found  that  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  provoking  insult. 

It  was  in  proof  that  he  had  called  in  ques- 
tion the  integrity  of  the  members  from  Connecti- 
cut. The  whole  subject  of  his  conversation  with 
the  Speaker,  was  an  uninterrupted  series  of  re- 
flections, the  most  scandalous  and  untrue,  upon 
the  whole  delegation  from  Connecticut ;  and  the 
person  who  was  guilty  of  the  first  provocation  was 
guilty  of  the  whole. 

When  gentlemen  admit  that  the  provocation 
which  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  received,  as 
some  extenuation  of  his  fault,  they  must  also  admit 
the  same  for  the  provocation  received  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut ;  so  that  when  gentle- 
men find  the  first  and  last  offence  committed  by 
the  member  from  Vermont,  an  inference  is  drawn 
which  is  irresistible. 

For  himself,  he  thought  the  indecorum  which 
the  gentleman  from  Vermont  had  been  guilty  of 
towards  the  representatives  of  Connecticut,  would, 
of  itself,  have  justified  his  expulsion  from  the 
House.  He  considered  the  spitting  in  the  mem- 
ber's face  as  a  personal  offence ;  but  the  others 
were  wounds  upon  the  better  part,  the  moral 
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spirit  of  those  gentlemen  ;  so  that  the  first  offence 
was  the  most  aggravated  of  the  two. 

It  was  impossible,  Mr.  S.  said,  to  state  a  case 
more  clear  than  that  the  resolution  before  the 
committee  ought  to  be  adopted.  But  was  this  all  ? 
It  was  not.  It  was  necessary  to  ball  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  Chairman,  of  the  grossly  indecent  words  made 
use  of  by  the  member  from  Vermont,  in  the  close 
of  his  defence  yesterday.  When  the  member 
was  lying  under  the  reproach  of  the  House,  for 
violating  the  rules  of  decorum,  for  violating  the 
respect  which  he  owed  to  the  House,  when  on  his 
trial  for  this  very  fact,  he  introduced  aft  indecency 
of  expression,  which  cannot  be  overlooked,  as  if  he 
bid  defiance  to  the  House,  and  were  determined  to 
add  offence  to  offence.  This  alone,  as  well  as  his 
former  act,  was  sufficient  to  have  justified  an  im- 
mediate expulsion.  He  believed  a  body  properly 
tenacious  of  its  own  honor  would  have  come  to  a 
vote  of  this  kind ;  but  the  longer  the  inquiry  was 
prolonged,  the  more  they  invited  his  outrages. 
lie  wished,  therefore,  to  add  this  latter  offence  to 
the  former,  in  order  to  show  the  full  ground  of 
the  member's  expulsion,  since  this  latter  offence 
was  of  too  gross  a  nature  to  be  lost  sight  of.  He 
moved  to  add  the  following  words  to  the  resolu- 
tion :  "And  for  a  gross  indecency  of  language  in 
his  defence  before  this  House." 

This  offence.  Mr.  S.  said,  did  not  pass  outside 
the  bar,  or  whilst  votes  were  counting,  nor  was  it 
provoked.  If  there  were  gentlemen  in  the  House, 
■therefore,  who  wished  this  man  still  to  remain 
amongst  them,  let  them  take  the  responsibility 
upon  themselves. 

There  was  one  circumstance  more  which  had 
not  been  noticed,  which  was  the  impropriety  of 
depriving  the  member  of  his  seat,  and  his  district 
of  a  representative.  It  would  be  more  honorable 
to  the  district,  as  men  and  as  citizens,  to  believe 
they  would  rejoice  in  showing  their  sense  of  the 
misconduct  of  their  member,  by  returning  anoth- 
er. In  acting  thus,  they  should  be  giving  the  dis- 
trict an  opportunity  of  wining  away  tne  stain 
which  in  some  degree  attached  to  them  for  an  of- 
fence done  by  their  representative.  When  he 
was  sent  back  to  his  constituents,  they  would  dis- 
pose of  him  as' they  thought  proper  ;  if  they  ap- 
prove his  conduct,  they  will  send  him  again ;  if  not, 
they  will  send  another  member  in  his  place,  less 
likely  to  contaminate  the  body  to  which  ne  is  sent. 

Some  objections  were  offered  to  this  amend- 
ment by  Messrs.  R .  Williams,  and  Galla- 
tin. They  said,  if  the  expressions  complained 
of  were  considered  as  a  contempt  of  court,  they 
ought  to  have  been  punished  immediately  as  such  ; 
but  if  they  were  brought  forward  as  a  part  of  the 
charge  against  the  member  from  Vermont,  he 
ought  to  be  heard  in  his  behalf,  as  on  the  former 
charge. 

After  the  amendment  had  been  supported  by 
Messrs.  Sewall,  Brooks,  and  Harper. 

Mr.  Coit  trusted  when  he  declared  it  to  be  his 
intention  to  vote  against  this  amendment,  he 
should  not  be  thought  to  be  an  advocate  of  Mr. 
Lyow,  or  of  his  indecent  language.  In  the  course 


of  his  defence,  he  had  made  use  of  several  ex- 
pressions highly  improper  to  be  used  by  a  mem- 
ber of  that  House ;  but  they  marked  tbe  charac- 
ter of  the  man.  He  was  unwilling,  however,  to 
take  hold  of  these  circumstances  against  him,  but 
would  give  them  all  the  weight  they  deserrei 
He  presumed  the- particular  expression  alluded  to 
fell  from  the  member  inadvertently,  and  was  not 
intended  to  offend  the  decorum  and  order  of  ik 
House.  He  therefore  thought,  notwithstanding 
the  opinion  which  he  bad  of  the  man,  that  it 
would  be  more  consistent  with  the  candor  and 
dignity  of  the  House,  not  to  notice  it. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  gentleman  who  had  jast  sat  down, 
had  said  more  in  defence  of  the  member  from 
Vermont,  than  he  had  himself  uttered,  or  than 
had  been  said  for  him  by  the  gentlemen  from 
North  Carolina  and  Virginia.  He  had  giren 
sanction  to  the  plea  of  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont, who  said  he  did  not  know  that  hew* 
violating  the  rules  of  the  House  —  he  did  it 
through  inadvertence  /  Was  this  a  plea  to 
be  made  for  this  man  ?  Before,  said  be,  we 
knew  what  we  had  to  expect,  and  that  it  wis 
necessary  to  walk  with  dirks  or  dagger*  for  oar 
defence  against  him ;  now  we  know,  that  when 
he  rises  to  speak,  the  ears  of  all  must  be  stopped 
or  offended,  with  his  gross  indecencies.  He  hoped 
therefore,  that  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
would  allow  this  charge  to  be  added  to  the  reso- 
lution. Neither  the  gentleman  from  North  Caroli- 
na, nor  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  attempted 
to  defend  his  conduct.  Already  it  may  have  been 
noticed  (heat  least  had  noticed  it)  that  the  chair* 
in  the  line  in  which  the  member  from  Vermont 
sits,  have,  in  a  great  measure,  been  vacated.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  committee  would  agree  in 
bringing;  forward  this  last  indecency,  and  join  it 
to  the  other  charge,  as  it  was  such  as  would  not 
be  allowed  in  any  grog-ehop  in  the  country. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  he  should  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  proposed  amendment,  so  soon  as  he 
was  convinced  he  was  wrong;  sooner  he  must 
not  be  expected  to  do  it.  There  was  a  great  dif- 
ference between  words  and  actions.  Every  man's 
experience  must  tell  him  that  words  sometimes 
drop  inadvertently.  This  might  have  been  tbe 
case  with  the  member  from  Vermont,  and  be  still 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  pass  over  this  ex- 
pression. 

Mr.  Hitter  a  said  the  expression  could  not  be 
uttered  inadvertently,  as  the  member  read  his  de- 
fence. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  did  not  believe  that  the  expres- 
sion alluded  to  was  read.  What  the  gentleman 
read,  was  delivered  in  a  tone  of  voice  which  eve- 
ry one  could  hear  ;  but  what  he  said  as  he  sai 
down,  was  uttered  in  a  lower  veice,  and  he  did 
not  hear  it.  He  bad  read  his  speech  that  morn- 
ing in  the  papers,  m  which  there  was  no  such  ex- 
pression. He  wished  to  repeat  to  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Rutledqe.)  who  bad 
given  him  a  philippic,  that  his  reason  for  wish- 
ing to  take  a  vote  upon  this  question  without  de- 
bate, was  no  other  tnan  to  spare  a  further  expense 
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of  time  upon  a  business,  which,  he  thought,  had 
tlready  occupied  too  much. 

After  a  few  other  observations,  the  question 
was  put  on  the  amendment  and  carried — 48  to  43. 

The  question  on  the  resolution  as  amended  was 
tboai  to  be  put,  when 

Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  knew  how  late  in  the 
lay  it  was,  and  therefore  his  remarks  should  not 
«  loo£ ;  but  as  he  considered  there  was  a  point  of 
riew  m  which  the  subject  had  not  been  placed, 
le  wished  to  say  a  few  words  before  the  question 
pas  taken. 

Of  the  fact  itself  he  had  no  remarks  to  make ; 
he  evidence  was  direct,  and  all  could  draw  their 
nferences  from  it.  Nor  did  he  consider  it  very 
paterial  whether  the  insult  arose  from  provoca- 
tes or  not,  because  he  did  not  think  that  any  pro- 
ocatiou  could  justify  an  indecency  of  that  nature. 

But  it  appeared  to  him  that  gentlemen  who  ex- 
>ressed  so  much  sensibility  on  the  occasion,  had 
onfined  themselves  wholly  to  the  indecency  com- 
oitted  within  the  walls  of  the  House,  without 
akiflg  any  notice  of  the  nature  of  the  punishment 
jroposed  to  be  inflicted.  It  was  on  that  part  of 
be  subject,  and  on  that  alone,  he  meant  to  make 
tome  observations. 

Our  Government,  he  said,  was  a  Government 
)jr  representation.  The  people  of  the  United 
States  had  not  vested  power  with  a  sparing  hand  ; 
hey  had  given  all  power  out  of  their  hands,  but 
hey  had  guarded  against  the  abuse  of  it.  They 
lad  said  this  power  shall  not  be  exercised  but  by 
Krsoas  appointed  by  ourselves.  This  being  the 
ase,  said  Mr.  G.,  we,  the  representatives  of  the 
jeople,  have  only  a  limited  power  over  individual 
epreseniatives  in  our  body.  It  is  true  the  Con- 
ititution  has  given  us  the  power  of  expulsion,  but 
ffider  as  much  caution  as  power  could  be  given. 
t  is  guarded  by  making  it  necessary  to  have  a 
rote  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  present—- the 
arae  caution  which  was  laid  upon  ^the  Senate 
frith  respect  to  treaties.  He  conceived  that  th« 
»wer  of  expulsion  had  not  been  given  for  the 
rarpose  of  indulging  our  sensibility ;  for  the  pur- 
pose of  impairing  the  principle  of  representation, 
rot  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  that  principle; 
ind  two  cases  might  exist  in  which  the  power  of 
^pulsion,  lodged  in  that  House,  might  be  consid- 
wd  as  a  safeguard  to  the  principle  of  representa- 
»on.  These  two  cases  were,  when  the  House  dis- 
sovered  a  person  to  be  disqualified  by  some  in  fa- 
nous  conduct  from  voting,  and  when  a  member 
pertinaciously  interrupted  and  prevented  public 
msiness  from  being  carried  on. 

As  to  the  first  case,  he  could  not  suppose  that 
my  man  would  ever  be  sent  to  that  House  who 
tad  been  guilty  of  any  crime  that  would  dis- 
luahfy  him  from  holding  his  seat,  if  the  people 
vno  sent  him  knew  it  at  the  time;  but  if  any 
och  crime  should  be  afterwards  committed,  or 
je  discovered  to  have  been  heretofore  committed, 
hen  the  House  has  a  right  to  expel  and  send  such 

member  back  to  his  constituents.  The  present 
ase,  every  one  will  allow,  does  not  fall  within 
his  rule.  The  charge  against  the  member  from 
rermont  is  a  gross  indecency,  which  shows  a 


want  of  manners — a  want  of  good  breeding. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  the  act  was  highly  inde- 
cent; but  it  did  not  show  a  corruption  of  heart. 
It  may  disqualify  him  from  associating  with  some 
gentlemen  on  this  floor ;  but,  said  Mr.  G.,  we  do 
not  come  here  to  associate  as  individuals,  but  to 
deliberate  upon  legislative  subjects  in  our  repre- 
sentative capacity.  We  may,  if  we  please,  asso- 
ciate together,  or  we  may  let  it  alone.  He  did 
not  think  himself  compelled  to  associate  with 
any  member  of  this  House  whose  society  he  did 
not  like. 

This  was  not  then  one  of  those  cases  which 
discovered  a  corruption  of  heart,  that  would  dis- 
qualify a  man  from  giving  a  vote  on  a  legislative 
subject,  though  it  might  show  the  person  to  be 
disqualified  for  polite  society.  He  would  go  on 
to  the  other  case,  which  was  said  to  be  a  good 
reason  for  expulsion.  He  allowed  that  cases 
mi^ht  exist,  in  which  a  man  might  so  far  persist 
in  interrupting  the  business  of  that  House,  hy  his 
disorderly  behaviour,  as  to  render  it  necessary,  in 
order  that  the  business  might  proceed,  that  he 
should  be  expelled.  This  led  him  to  inquire 
whether  this  was  the  case  under  consideration, 
and  whether  the  business  of  the  House  had  been 
interrupted  by  the  act  in  question. 

When  he  put  questions  to  the  witnesses  in  re- 
lation to  the  order  of  the  House,  at  the  time  the 
act  complained  of  took  place,  he  did  it  not  with  a 
view  of  lessening  the  offence  itself.  He  did  not 
mean  to  inquire  whether  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont had  committed  a  less  degree  of  indecency, 
because  the  House  was  in  one  situation,  than  it 
would  have  been  if  it  bad  been  in  another ;  but 
his  object  was  to  show,  that  the  public  business 
had  not  been  interrupted,  and  that  the  House  was 
in  a  situation  in  which  it  could  not  have  been  in- 
terrupted. It  was  true  the  Speaker  had,  in  the 
morning,  taken  the  Chair,  and  the  House  had  not 
adjourned ;  but  it  must  also  be  allowed,  that  the 
House  was  not  at  that  time  organized.  What 
was  the  business  before  the  House?  A  committee 
of  two  members  were  counting  the  votes  for  man- 
agers of  an  impeachment.  Were  they  inter- 
rupted; or  could  they  be  interrupted  by  an  inci- 
dent of  this  kind  ?  He  was  sure  they  were  not  in- 
terrupted. If,  then,  the  public  business  was  not 
interrupted,  and  if  the  fact  was  not  of  that  nature 
which  showed  a  corruption  of  heart,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  proper  to  expel  the  member 
from  Vermont. 

He  saw,  indeed,  that  it  was  unpleasant  for  some 
gentlemen  to  sit  in  the  House  with  the  member 
from  Vermont.  He  allowed  it  was  an  evil ;  but 
what  is  the  evil,  he  asked,  on  the  other  side  ?  It 
is  this:  They  all  knew  that  a  new  election  could 
not  take  place  in  the  State  of  Vermont  for  several 
weeks.  He  remembered,  from  the  contested  elec- 
tion which  was  formerly  before  the  House  from 
that  State,  that  twelve  days  notice  is  requisite  be- 
fore writs  can  be  issued ;  a  certain  time  would  be 
required  to  bring  the  votes  to  the  Governor ;  the 
necessary  notice,  a  new  election,  ascertaining  the 
return,  the  notification  to  the  member  elected, 
and  the  time  necessary  for  his  journey  hither, 
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would  take  up  many  weeks;  and  by  the  laws  of 
that  State,  if  there  be  not  a  majority  on  the  first 
vote,  a  new  election  will  be  necessary  ;  so  that  it 
may  be  pretty  certainly  said,  that  if  the  present 
member  was  expelled,  one-naif  of  the  State  of 
Vermont  would  De  deprived  of  a  representation 
on  that  floor  for  the  remainder  of  the  session. 
And  shall  we.  said  Mr.  G.,  in  order  to  gratify  our 
sensibilities,  deprive  one-half  of  that  State,  for  a 
number  of  weeks,  and  perhaps  for  the  whole  ses- 
sion, of  its  representation?  He  was  not  willing  to 
do  so,  and  therefore  should  vote  against  the 
resolution. 

He  knew  that  other  gentlemen  on  that  floor 
had  as  great  regard  for  the  principle  of  representa- 
tion as  he ;  therefore,  he  supposed,  they  had  con- 
sidered this  subject  already,  and  made  up  their 
minds  upon  it.  When  he  stated  these  reasons  he 
did  not  doubt  they  had  weight  upon  the  minds  of 
other  gentlemen.  For  his  part,  however,  he  was 
more  apprehensive  of  depriving  Vermont  of  its 
representation,  than  of  any  other  consideration 
arising  from  the  subject. 

He  thought  gentlemen  had  laid  too  much  stress 
on  this  indecency,  as  it  affected  the  Legislature 
of  the  United  States.  However  disagreeable  the 
act  was  in  itself,  he  did  not  think  because  a  mem- 
ber sent  there  by  the  people  of  Vermont  does  an 
improper  act,  that  it  could  attach  disgrace  and  in- 
delible infamy  to  the  House  itself,  nor  did  he  see 
how  it  could  affect  any  other  person  besides  the 
member  from  Vermont  himself. 

There  seemed  to  be  a  great  desire,  very  loudly 
expressed,  that  the  question  should  be  taken  be- 
fore the  committee  rose;  but  Mr.  Sewall  and 
Mr.  Rutledge,  both  appearing  to  have  a  desire  to 
speak  on  the  subject,  and  it  being  near  four  o'clock, 
the  committee  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Just  before  the  committee  rose,  the  Chairman 
informed  the  committee  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Chipman,  of  the  Senate,  in  consequence 
of  what  had  fallen  from  Mr.  Lyon,  in  his  defence 
of  yesterday.  The  letter  was  requested  to  be  read, 
ana  was  as  follows : 

Sir  :  I  feel  it  my  doty,  in  this  public  manner,  to  vin- 
dicate myself  against  an  unwarranted  attack  on  my 
character,  by  Mr.  Lyon,  yesterday,  in  the  House  of 
Representatives.  I  learn  that  he  there  asserted  that 
he  had  once  chastised  me  publicly  for  an  affront  which 
I  had  given  him.  This  assertion  of  Mr.  Lyon  is  with- 
out foundation ;  it  is  false.  Nor  can  I  conjecture  to 
what  circumstance  Mr.  Lyon  could  have  alluded,  un- 
less it  might  be  a  ludicrous  transaction,  which  took 
place  at  Westminster,  in  the  8tate  of  Vermont,  in  the 
beginning  of  the  year  1780,  the  circumstance*  of  which 
I  beg  leave  to  relate:  The  Legislature  of  Vermont 
were  in  session  at  that  place ;  Mr.  Lyon  attended  as  a 
member ;  I  attended  on  business.  The  House  of  Re- 
presentatives requested  me,  though  not  a  member,  to 
examine  and  report  my  opinion  concerning  certain 
debts  due  from  persons  whose  estates  had  been  confis- 
cated. I  had  made  a  report  accordingly,  at  some  part 
of  which  Mr.  Lyon  took  offence.  One  morning  Mr. 
Lyon  called  at  Mr.  Bradley's  room,  in  which  I  was 
then  doing  business.  No  person  was  in  the  room  but 
Mr.  Bradley,  Mr.  Lyon,  and  mysel£    Mr.  Bradley  and 


I  sat  writing  at  the  opposite  sides  of  the  table;  Mr.  L job 
took  a  seat  by  the  table  at  the  aide  of  Mr.  Bradley,  and 
entered  into  a  conversation  upon  the  subject  of  the  re- 
port above  mentioned.  He  soon  discovered  himielf  (d 
be  somewhat  irritated,  and  in  a  very  rude  and  pointed 
manner  declared  that  no  man  who  had  a  spark  of 
honesty  could  have  reported  as  I  had  done.  Attacked 
in  this  rude  manner,  I  retorted,  in  a  passion,  that  Ik 
was  an  ignorant  Irish  puppy. 

Mr.  Lyon  rose  in  a  violent  passion,  grasped  at  my 
hair,  that  was  turned  back  with  a  comb,  which  he  broke 
in  the  grasp.  I  was  at  that  moment  mending  a  pen; 
I  instantly  rose,  intending  to  revenge  the  insult  with 
the  knife  in  my  hand ;  but  Mr.  Bradley  had  seized  Mr. 
Lyon  from  behind,  round  the  arms,  and  drew  him  back 
a  little;  upon  which,  Mr.  Lyon,  bearing  himself  in 
Mr.  Bradley's  arms,  threw  his  feet  upon  the  table  to 
kick  across.  The  awkward  appearance  of  Mr.  Lyon 
at  this  moment,  and  the  grimaces  of  his  countenance, 
provoked  me  to  laugh.  I  dropt-the  penknife,  eeoed 
Mr.  Lyon's  feet,  and,  in  this  manner,  with  the  help  of 
Mr.  Bradley,  who  still  kept  his  hold,  carried  him  warn 
the  room,  and  laid  him  on  his  back  in  a  corner.  Mr. 
Bradley  and  I  returned  to  our  seats,  laughing  very  mer- 
rily at  the  scene.  In  the  meantime,  Mr.  Lyon  rose  from 
his  corner,  stood  a  short  time  in  apparent  agitation,  and 
without  uttering  a  word.  At  length  he  turned  upoo 
his  heel,  with  these  expressions :  "  Damn  it,  I  will  not 
be  mad" — forced  a  laugh,  and  left  the  room.  Nothing 
ever  afterwards  passed  between  Mr.  Lyon  and  myself 
upon  this  subject.  I  theiefore  repeat,  that  Mr.  Lyon'i 
assertion  is  wholly  without  foundation. 

I  ask  pardon  for  the  trouble  I  have  given  the  House 
upon  this  business. 

And  am,  with  respect,  dec^ 

NATHANIEL  CHIPMAJf. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  upon  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Privileges. 


#       Monday,  February  12. 
BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

The  House  having  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 

ittee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Rutledge  denied  that  any  similar  outrage 
had  ever  been  committed  in  that  House  like  the 
present,  though  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had 
spoken  of  something  analogous.  It  was  trne,  a 
challenge  had  been  sent  by  a  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  a  member  of  that  House ;  but  this  was  oot 
at  all  comparable  to  the  present  offence.  Mr.  R- 
thought  the  punishment  by  expulsion  was  the 
only  punishment  which  could  be  adopted,  as  no- 
thing short  of  it  would  be  effectual. 

Mr.  Findley  said,  the  question  before  the  cod> 
mittee  was  a  question  of  indecency,  and  not « 
crime;  and  he  wished,  for  the  sake  of  decency,  so 
much  had  not  been  said  upon  it.  In  forming  the 
Constitution  there  had  been  a  distinction  made 
between  punishment  and  expulsion.  Expubaca 
was  evidently  the  highest  punishment  which  the 
House  could  inflict,  but  no  one  could  say  inde- 
cency was  the  highest  crime.  He  never  under* 
stood,  either  at  the  time  the  Constitution  was 
formed,  or  since,  that  expulsion  was  intended  to 
be  applied  to  anything  but  crimes— for  wb» 
would  be  a  subject  of  impeachment  in  other  bodie* 
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rhere  impeachments  could  be  brought.  This 
ras  not,  therefore,  an  opinion  formed  upon  the 
pur  of  the  occasion.  Mr.  F.  said,  he  knew  of  an 
Qstance  of  this  kind,  which  happened  in  another 
legislative  body,  upon  which  a  committee  was  ap- 
lointed  to  consider  it ;  but  they  never  made  a  re- 
tort, but  held  their  decision  in  terrorem  over  the 
•Sending  member.  He  thought,  if  a  similar 
ourse  had  been  taken  in  this  matter,  it  would 
lave  been  preferable  to  spending  so  much  time  in 
iebate  upon  it 

Mr.  Sewall  rose  to  reply  to  what  fell  from  Mr. 
5a l latin  on  Friday,  with  respect  to  the  two 
ases  which  he  pointed  out,  as  coming  under  the 
tile  for  expulsion,  and  referred  to  the  Taw  of  Par- 
iament  in  England  to  show  that  this  doctrine 
ras  ill  founded.  He  said  no  district  of  country 
night  to  have  it  in  its  power  to  send  a  man  among 
hem  as  a  legislator  for  the  United  States,  who 
hould  be  hateful  to  two-thirds  of  the  House. 
The  Constitution  had  defined  no  particular  cases 
d  which  the  power  of  expulsion  should  be  exer- 
ised  ;  the  House  was  therefore  left  at  liberty  to 
ise  it  according  to  its  discretion.  And,  if  it  were 
o  be  abused,  instead  of  punishment,  it  might  be- 
some  the  highest  honor  to  the  person  expelled,  as. 
f  the  House  were  become  so  corrupt  as  to  expel 
i  person  without  just  cause,  it  mi«ht  awaken  the 
>eople  to  a  sense  of  the  necessity  of  changing  their 
epresentatives. 

Mr.  S.  said,  it  was  a  new  doctrine  that  the  bu- 
siness of  the  House  should  actually  be  interrupted, 
wfore  a  person  should  be  deemed  an  offender 
igainst  its  rules.  It  was  necessary  to  look  at  the 
:oosequence  of  actions,  and  refer  to  what  might 
iave  been  the  case  if  Mr.  Griswold  had  resented 
he  affront  upon  the  spot. 

Mr.  S.  spoke  of  the  importance  of  this  decision 
is  a  precedent ;  and  of  the  danger  to  be  appre- 
lended  from  the  conduct  of  Mr.  LvoN^in  future, 
f  the  present  outrage  was  suffered  to  pass  without 
exemplary  punishment,  and  that  it  would  be  ne- 
:essary  to  come  armed  to  the  House,  in  order  to 
[uard  themselves  against  him. 

Mr.  Shepard  spoke  again  upon  this  subject.  If 
he  member  from  Vermont  were  not  expelled,  he 
'Opposed  it  would  break  up  the  present  session, 
runout  doing  any  business;  that  it  would  divide 
he  States  against  each  other,  and  finally  end  in 
i  civil  war. 

Mr.  Pincknet  said,  in  order  to  insure  perfect 
reedom  of  debate,  it  was  necessary  to  repress  every 
fcrsonal  violence  in  the  first  instance.  In  consid- 
[ring  this  question,  he  considered  it  as  fixing  a  rule 
or  their  government  in  future;  and  he  thought, 
fit  were  so  considered,  (and  no  reference  had  to 
he  dispute  which  had  produced  the  discussion,) 
here  would  be  a  pretty  unanimous  opinion  that 
in  offence  of  this  kind  ought  to  be  punished  by 
-^pulsion.  He  thought  a  member  thus  violently 
mending  the  rules  of  the  House,  should  be  imme- 
Jjately  deprived  of  the  power  of  the  people  in  that 
iouse;  and  it  was  on  this  ground  that  he  moved 
or  the  immediate  commitment  of  the  member 
rom  Vermont  to  the  care  of  the  Sergeant-at- 
irms,  when  the  offence  was  first  made  known  to 


the  House,  not  only  for  the  security  of  his  person, 
but  for  immediate  punishment.  As  the  Constitu- 
tion gave  the  House  a  power  to  expel  a  member 
for  disorderly  conduct,  he  thought  this  case  came 
clearly  within  the  rule.  In  some  cases  of  offence 
there  might  appear  mitigating  circumstances,  but 
there  were  none  in  this.  The  conduct  or  the 
member  since  the  transaction  was  committed  had 
been  such  as  to  convince  the  House  that  he  felt 
no  compunction  for  what  he  had  done. 

Mr.  Livingston  rose  to  entreat  gentlemen,  as 
they  valued  the  respectability  of  the  House,  the 
good  opinion  of  their  constituents,  and  the  public 
Treasury,  that  they  would  suffer  this  business  to 
come  to  a  conclusion.  Their  constituents,  he  was 
certain,  had-  long  been  tired  of  the  discussion. 
Nearly  twenty  days,  which  had  cost  as  many 
thousand  dollars  to  the  country,  had  been  con- 
sumed in  this  business.  Gentlemen  rose  to  ex- 
press their  abhorrence  of  abuse  in  abusive  terms, 
and  their  hatred  of  indecent  acts  with  indecency. 
The  simple  question  before  the  House  was,  what 
degree  or  punishment  was  proper  to  be  inflicted 
upon  the  member  from  Vermont.  [The  Chair- 
man informed  Mr.  i..  he  was  mistaken  in  saying 
twenty  days  had  been  consumed  in  this  business; 
it  had  been  before  the  House  only  fourteen. J  Mr. 
L.  said  it  was  in  a  fair  way  for  being  twenty. 

Mr.  Coit  was  sorry  to  hurt  the  feelings  of  the 
gentleman  last  up  by  saying  anything  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  having  been  considerea  as  an  advocate  of 
Mr.  Lyon,  he  would  make  a  few  observations 
upon  the  subject.  He  did  not  himself  think  that 
this  vote  ought  to  have  been  taken  without  dis- 
cussion. If,  indeed,  it  had  only  been  necessary  to 
have  inquired  how  does  this  man  generally  vote? 
then  no  discussion  was  necessary  ;  but  he  could 
not  consider  that  this  was  the  only  inquiry  neces- 
sary to  be  made.  With  respect  to  the  fact,  nothing 
need  be  said ;  every  one  allowed  it  to  be  brutal, 
indecent,  and  unmannerly.  The  Constitution 
gave  the  House  the  power  of  expulsion  for  disor- 
derly conduct.  It  had  been  said,  this  disorder  must 
be  committed  within  the  House;  but  he  found 
nothing  of  this  sort  in  the  Constitution.  He  had 
no  doubt  himself  that  the  House  was  in  session  at 
the  time.  It  had  been  attempted  to  show  that 
there  was  a  provocation  for  the  offence ;  but  an 
inquiry  into  this  matter  turned  wholly  against  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont,  as  his  previous  abuse 
of  the  whole  representation  of  Connecticut  was  a 
sufficient  ground  for  the  retort  which  was  drawn 
from  his  colleague.  It  appeared,  therefore,  to  him, 
that  to  retain  amongst  them  a  man  of  this  de- 
scription was  to  retain  a  man  who  would  produce 
nothing  but  disorder  and  confusion  in  their  pro- 
ceedings. His  letter  of  apology  did  not  say  that 
this  was  a  transaction  of  heat,  and  that  he  was 
sorry  for  it,  but  that  he  was  sorry  the  House  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  take  cognizance  of  it ;  and 
his  defence  before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
was  far  from  being  contrite;  it  was,  indeed,  an 
attack  upon  the  witnesses,  in  order  to  invalidate 
their  testimony.  He  hoped  the  resolution  would 
be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  rose  and  took  notice  of  the 
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different  arguments  urged  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. He  denied  that  the  committee  ought  to 
consider  the  consequences  to  which  an  act  might 
possibly  lead;  if  so,  an  assault  would  of  course 
be  punished  equally  with  murder,  as  it  might  pos- 
sibly lead  to  it.  He  did  not  think  the  House 
ought  to  interfere  any  further,  than  to  preserve 
order  and  decorum  in  its  proceedings.  If  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  committed  a  crime,  he  was  an- 
swerable to  the  laws  equally  with  any  other  man. 
Upon  the  whole,  he  considered  the  proposed  pun- 
ishment as  disproportionate  to  the  offence,  and 
should  therefore  move  an  amendment.  Mr.  W. 
then  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  reported, 
by  striking  out  the  words.  "  be  for  this  disorderly 
behaviour  expelled,"  ana  insert  in  their  place, 
"  is  highly  censurable,  and  that  he  be  reprimanded 
by  the  Speaker,  in  the  presence  of  this  House." 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said  the  length  of 
the  present  debate  had  been  complained  of;  but 
who.  he  asked,  had  first  broke  silence  after  the 

gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Thatcher) 
ad  expressed  his  wish  that  the  vote  might  be  taken 
without  debate  ?  It  was  the  gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down ;  and  now  he  Bad  given  the  com- 
mittee another  speech,  and  introduced  a  proposi- 
tion calculated  to  produce  further  discussion.  He 
wishes  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  to  be  repri- 
manded by  the  Speaker.  What  could  the  Speak- 
er say  to  him  ?  He  could  only  say,  You  have 
done  an  act  which  would  disgrace  a  blackguard ; 
come  and  take  your  seat  in  the  House.  You  have 
insulted  us  with  words  which  show  your  defiance 
of  us.  but  come  and  sit  with  us,  and  be  our  brother 
legislator. 


Were  these  proper  words  to  be  addressed  to  the 
member  ?  The  Speaker  would  sooner  address 
him  in  words  of  thunder  wbich  should  drive  him 
from  his  presence.  Mr.  D.  then  took  notice  of 
what  fell  from  the  gentleman  from  New- York 
with  respect  to  the  length  of  the  present  debate, 
which  he  thought  fully  justified  by  the  importance 
of  the  subject,  and  concluded  by  saying,  that  if 
there  should  be  found  a  majority  in  this  House  in 
favor  of  the  amendment,  he  should  be  ashamed  of 
having  a  seat  in  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
be  prevented  from  doing  what  it  thought  proper, 
because  there  might  be  a  difference  between  the 
private  opinion  of  the  Speaker,  and  what  he  might 
be  called  upon  to  do  in  his  capacity  as  Speaker. 

Mr.  R.  Wiillams  denied  that  ne  was  the  first 
who  began  the  debate. 

Mr.  Dayton  repeated  that  he  was  the  first  who 
broke  silence  after  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts had  wished  the  vote  to  be  taken  without 
debate, 

Mr.  R,  Williams  said  that  it  would  appear, 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  gentleman  had  said 
he  broke  the  silence,  that  he  had  begun  the  debate, 
which  he  did  not.  Mr.  W.  said,  he  was  more 
strongly  convinced  than  ever  of  the  impropriety 
of  extending  the  power  of  expulsion,  since  he  had 
heard  the  passionate  expressions  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey.  Was  this  the  language 
of  a  Judged    He  would  not  only  pass  the  law 


upon  the  offender,  but  he  would  do  it  with  ib<ro- 
der  and  vengeance !  In  his  opinion,  Mr.  W.  said, 
nothing  could  tend  more  to  disgrace  the  councils 
of  America  than  such  heated  language  as  this.  It 
was  sufficient  to  induce  the  people  to  say,  "We 
have  too  much  liberty— too  much  freedom  of 
speech ;  our  Government  is  bad" — and  to  be  ready 
to  lay  hold  of  any  other  that  is  offered  to  them.  A 
sentiment  of  this  kind  tended  more  to  destroy  the 
Government  than  anything  he  had  heard.  Gen- 
tlemen talked  of  heat  in  debate ;  but  where  did  it 
come  from  ?  Not  from  the  gentlemen  in  opinion 
with  him,  must  be  evident  to  every  one.  What- 
ever opinion  might  be  held  of  his  amendment,  be 
thought  it  proper,  and  therefore  made  it ;  nor  did 
he  think  it  liberal  in  any  man  to  treat  it  as  it  had 
been  treated.  Was  it  right  to  be  told  by  a  mem- 
ber, because  he  had  moved  an  amendment  like  the 
present,  that  he  should  be  ashamed  to  sit  with 
him  ?  Was  this  what  the  public  expected  to  hear 
in  its  Legislative  councils?  He  believed  not  He 
thought  it  would  do  no  credit  to  him  who  uttered 
the  sentiment. 

Mr.  Dayton  said  that  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  had  misstated  what  he  had  said  in 
several  instances ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  set  him  right — it  would  be  a  waste  of 
time  and  words.  There  was  one  thing  he  woold 
notice,  he  called  him  a  judge.  Was  he  not  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  this  subject  ?  Was 
he  more  a  judge  than  that  gentleman  ?  [Mr.  W. 
offered  to  explain.}  Mr.  D.  said  that  gentleman 
had  already  four  times  explained  himself.  If  he 
had  anything  more  to  say  to  that  gentleman,  it 
would  oe  a  little  more  pointed.  He  shoold  sav 
what  he  pleased,  and  if  he  chose  he  might  call 
upon  him  in  the  House  or  out  of  the  House,  (pri- 
vileges aside.)  [A  loud  cry  for  order  was  heard.] 
Mr.  D.  said  he  knew  when  he  was  in  order. 

The  Cbairman  declared  such  language  im- 
proper. 

Mr.  Dayton  concluded  by  justifying  what  he 
had  said  as  to  the  impropriety  of  the  Speakeb  re- 
primanding the  member  from  Vermont,  as  the 
language  of  a  majority,  he  was  assured,  would  di- 
rect htm  thus  to  speak,  and  he  could  not  be  expected 
to  use  the  sentiments  of  a  minority  in  his  repri- 
mand. He  had  stated  the  matter  in  a  strong 
light  to  show  the  impropriety  of  the  measure; 
and  he  meant  to  appeal  to  the  breast  of  every  hon- 
orable gentleman  whether  the  members  of  that 
House  would  consent  to  sit  in  amity  with  such  a 
man. 

MrXJooDHtcH  thought  to.  have  given  a  silent 
vote  on  this  subject ;  but  when  a  proposition  like 
the  present  was  brought  forth,  he  could  not  refrain 
from  delivering  his  sentiments  upon  it  Mr.  G. 
complained  of  the  slanderous  manner  in  wbich  he 
and  his  colleagues  had  been  treated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Vermont.  Every  one  allowed  that 
some  punishment  was  proper  for  the  offences  of 
this  member — they  differed  only  as  to  the  propor- 
tion. For  his  part,  he  thought  nothing  short  c( 
expulsion  would  be  sufficient ;  for  it  was  evident, 
from  his  conduct,  that  a  reprimand  would  not  be 
considered  by  him  as  any  punishment  at  all.   He 
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knew  not  how  to  account  for  the  strange  manner 
in  which  he  had  conducted  himself  since  he  com- 
mitted the  insult  upon  his  colleague,  except,  in- 
deed, he  was  persuaded  that,  to  do  wnat  he  will, 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  expel 
him ;  that  his  friends  would  support  him.  If  tnis 
were  his  opinion)  he  hoped  be  would  find  himself 
mistaken. 

Mr.  Harper  was  strongly  opposed  to  the  amend- 
ment. He  was  sorry  to  see  gentlemen  determined 
to  support  the  member  from  Vermont,  at  all 
events,  rather  than  lose  a  rote  on  favorite  political 
questions.  The  reprimand  proposed,  he  was  confi- 
dent, would  have  no  effect  upon  them ;  besides,  it 
was  a  punishment  of  the  lightest  kind  which  the 
House  could  inflict  and  by  no  means  proportioned 
to  the  highest  possible  outrage.  He  corresponded 
in  sentiment  with  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey 
with  respect  to  this  amendment,  and  if  it  were 
approved  by  a  majority,  he  should  feel  ashamed 
and  degraded  at  belonging  to  that  House.  If  this 
were  the  case,  every  man  who  had  any  regard  for 
hii  character,  would  make  his  escape  from  the 
polluted  habitation,  as  such  a  vote  would  attach 
disgrace  and  infamy  to  the  House,  because  it  was 
an  old  and  true  adage,  "  He  who  does  not  repel 
vile  acts,  participates  in  their  infamy." 

Mr.  Sitgr eaves  said,  if  this  amendment  pre- 
vailed, (and  he  trusted  it  would  not,}  it  could  only 
be  upon  one  or  two  considerations ;  Doth  of  which 
had  been  suggested  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
viz :  the  supposed  want  of  power  in  the  House  to 
expel  a  member  for  an  offence  of  this  kind,  or 
that  the  punishment  is  not  proper  for  the  offence. 

Mr.  S.  went  into  a  variety  of  arguments  to 
prove  that  both  these  objections  were  ill-founded ; 
examined  the  different  theories  which  had  been 
laid  down  as  applicable  to  the  power  of  expulsion 
given  by  the  Constitution,  endeavored  to  prove 
that  the  offence  under  consideration  was  of  the 
highest  magnitude,  and  that,  therefore,  it  ought  to 
be  punished  with  the  highest  punishment  which 
the  House  has  the  power  of  inflicting — which  is 
expulsion.    A  mere  reprimand,  he  said,  was  by 
do  means  a  proper  punishment ;  it  was  applied  to 
offences  of  the  lowest  kind  merely.    These  being 
his  views  on  the  subject,  he  should  vote  against 
the  amendment;  and  it  it  were  to  prevail,  he 
would  also  vote  against  the  resolution  itself;  for, 
so  far  from  such  a  measure  securing  them  from 
future  injuries,  it  would  only  encourage  them. 
He  would,  therefore,  have  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
hut  leave  every  gentleman  to  protect  his  own  hon- 
or-   It  will  then  be  necessary  for  them  not  only 
to  bring  learning  and  information  to  Congress, 
but  also  a  sufficient  degree  of  strength  and  cou- 
rage, or  if  deficient  in  strength,  arms  Tor  their  de- 
fence.   With  respect  to  the  length  of  this  discus- 
won,  it  was  wholly  owing  to  that  pari  of  the 
House  who  declined  to  act  upon  the  business  im- 
mediately ,  but  who  chose  to  have  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  a  committee,  and  afterwards  to  have  the 
evidence  before  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and 
not  to  those  who  have  always  been  ready  to  adopt 
the  mo  4  prompt  measures. 


Mr.  Gallatin  said  he  should  not  have  risen 
again  on  this  subject,  if  it  bad' not  been  to  explain 
some  things  which  be  had  before  said,  and  which 
had  been  misrepresented.  After  explaining  these, 
Mr.  G.  went  on  to  state  that  no  act  of  disorder 
done  in  the  House  ought  to  be  noticed  farther 
than  the  decorum  of  the  House  required,  as  the 
laws  were  ready  to  take  cognizance  of  injuries 
committed  on  members  as  well  as  on  those  who 
are  not  members.  He  quoted  the  Constitution  to 
show  that  this  was  the  intention  of  it.  Indeed, 
he  did  not  believe  any  gentleman  on  that  floor 
would  say  he  wanted  protection ;  they  could  gen* 
erally  protect  themselves ;  and  if  not,  the  law 
would  protect  them  as  it  protected  others.  But  it 
was  said  offences  which  had  a  tendency  to  disturb 
their  proceedings  ought  to  be  punisheu.  This  he 
allowed,  but  he  would  punish  them  in  a  less  de- 
gree. Mr.  G.  referred  to  the  case  which  has  al- 
ready been  mentioned  of  a  challenge  sent  by  a 
member  of  the  Senate  to  a  member  of  that  House. 
That  business,  he  said,  was  referred  to  a  commit- 
tee, but  the  parties  having  written  letters  of  apol- 
ogy, exactly  in  tenor  with  that  of  Mr.  Lyon,  tney 
were  deemed  sufficient,  yet  the  letter  of  Mr.  Lyon 
is  spoken  of  as  aggravating  his  crime.  Mr.  G. 
did  not  think  that  a  vote  of  censure  and  a  repri- 
mand by  the  Speaker  was  a  slight  punishment 
It  was  said  no  act  of  offence  had  ever  been  com- 
mitted like  this,  nor  did  he  think  any  punishment 
had  ever  been  inflicted  by  this  Government  so 
severe  as  a  vote  of  censure  by  the  House.  Be- 
cause the  member  from  Vermont  had  not  receiv- 
ed so  polite  an  education  as  other  gentlemen,  it 
was  supposed  this  punishment  would  not  greatly 
affect  him ;  but  he  supposed  he  was  not  wholly 
dead  to  every  feeling,  and  unless  he  was  composed 
of  different  materials  from  other  men.  such  a  pun- 
ishment must  be  considered  as  a  very  serious  one. 
He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  amendment. 
Mr.  G.  added  that  what  Mr.  Lyon  had  said  re- 
specting the  Representatives  of  Connecticut  was 
spoken  as  if  it  made  part  -of  the  charge  against 
him ;  as  this  was  not  the  case,  he  thought  any  ob- 
servations on  that  head  would  be  better  omitted. 

Mr.  Dana  condemned  the  wish  that  had  been 
expressed  for  passing  a  silent  vote  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  particularly  the  conduct  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  for  having 
expressed  such  a  wish.  He  said  it  appeared  as  u 
gentlemen  had  determined  to  vote  against  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  member  from  Vermont,  and  were 
afraid  of  hearing  anything  which  might  convince 
them  that  they  had  acme  wrong  in  so  determining; 
or  were  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  and  others, 
who  were  so  ready  to  speak  to  the  public  on  other 
occasions,  afraid  to  do  so  on  this,  from  a  convic- 
tion of  the  weakness  of  their  cause?  .  Mr.  D.  took 
notice  of  the  cases  stated  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  to  whose  manners  he  paid  a  com- 
pliment at  the  expense  of  his  logic,  and  spoke  of 
the  necessity  of  preserving  decency  and  dignity 
of  manners  in  all  public  bodies.  The  member 
from  Vermont  had  indeed  been  very  free  in  his 
remarks  upon  Connecticut ;  but  to  nave  merited 
I  the  hatred  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont  waa 
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by  do  means  disgraceful.  He  should  wrong  the 
State  of  his  nativity,  he  should  wrong  his  col- 
leagues and  himself  were  he  to  undertake  a  for- 
mal refutation  of  this  calumny.  The  citizens  of 
Connecticut  will  disdain  the  idea  of  being  en- 
lightened by  that  member's  knowledge,  or  of  being 
revolutionized  by  his  power,  as  they  will  repel 
with  indignation  any  imputation  against  their 
Representatives  in  Congress — Representatives 
who  were  born  and  educated  amongst  them,  and 
whom,  in  consequence  of  their  good  opinion  of 
them,  they  have  appointed,  by  their  unsolicited 
suffrages,  to  do  their  national  business.  Had  the 
assertion  no  other  currency  than  the  member  from 
Vermont's  word,  he  should  not  have  noticed  it; 
but  as  it  appeared  upon  the  Journal,  and  had  gone 
out  to  the  world,  he  thought  it  necessary  to  say 
what  he  had  said  on  this  subject.  But  for  these 
calumnies,  it  was  probable  that  the  outrage  on 
Mr.  Griswold  would  not  have  been  committed ; 
but  what  could  be  a  more  serious  charge  against 
another  than  to  be  told,  "You  have  betrayed  your 
trust  ?"  This  was  what  gave  all  the  keenness  to 
the  epithet  of  coward,  when  applied  to  an  officer. 
Mr.  D.  said  he  did  not  mean  to  cast  any  blame 
upon  gentlemen  who  differed  from  him  in  opin- 
ion ;  nor  would  he  envy  any  gentleman  the  plea- 
sure they  would  have  in  the  company  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Vermont ;  if  they  chose  to  associate 
with  such  a  kennel  of  filth,  let  them  do  so ;  let 
them  press  him  to  their  heart,  and  salute  him  as 
their  brother,  they  may  do  it  without  envy ;  let 
them  be  designated  as  the  companions  of  Mr. 
Lyon,  by  being  pointed  at,  by  "  There  goes  the 
member  of  Congress  who  voted  to  have  Mat- 
thew Lyon  as  a  companion  !w  If  they  felt  them- 
selves invulnerable  to  such  a  reproach,  he  ac- 
knowledged he  had  not  attained  to  that  degree  of 
insensibility.  He  himself  would  put  him  away, 
as  citizens  removed  impurities  and  filth  from  their 
docks  and  wharves. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  thought,  as  he  had  determined  to 
say  nothing  upon  this  subject,  that  he  should  not 
have  received  the  censure  or  any  one.  He  had 
conversed  with  several  gentlemen  on  both  sides 
the  question,  and  he  thought,  in  order  to  avoid  a 
lengthy  discussion,  which  could  have  no  effect 
but  produce  heat,  it  would  be  best  to  take  a  silent 
vote  on  the  question.  The  gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  called  upon  him  as  a  military 
man.  He  did  not  come  here  as  a  military  man, 
but  as  a  legislator.  It  seemed  as  if  gentlemen 
were  determined  to  make  him  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  if  he  had  wished  to  do  so,  they  would  not 
nave  been  able  to  have  kept  him  silent.  He 
thought  the  gentleman  last  up  had  made  a  speech 
to  little  purpose.  If  military  opinions  were  wanted, 
two  military  gentlemen  had  already  given  their 
opinions.  If,  twenty  years  ago,  he  had  been  asked 
an  opinion,  he  supposed  he  should  have  given  such 
an  one  as  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  would 
not  have  liked  to  hear. 

Mr.  Dana  did  not  wish  the  gentleman  to  give 
bis  opinion,  and  hoped  he  would  excuse  him  for 
having  given  his,  though  he  desired  him  not  to 
doit. 


The  question  on  the  amendment  was  put  and 
negatived — 52  to  44. 

Mr.  Morris  said,  before  the  vote  was  taken  on 
the  resolution  for  expulsion,  he  wished  to  say  a 
tew  words.  There  was  no  doubt  but  that  the 
conduct  of  his  colleague  had  been  highly  insult- 
ing to  the  House,  and  that  he  deserved  expulsion. 
He  also  believed  that  the  people  of  Vermont 
would  resent  this  conduct,  which  dishonored  the 
character  of  the  citizens  of  that  State;  and  he 
thought  it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to  gire 
the  people  an  opportunity  of  showing  their  disap- 
probation of  a  conduct  so  gross  and  indecent. 

The  question  on  the  resolution  was  put  and 
carried — 51  to  43. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  reported  the 
amendment  to  the  resolution,  together  with  the 
evidence  which  had  been  taken  before  them. 
The  House  took  up  the  amendment  (relative  to 
the  offensive  words  in  the  defence)  and  agreed  to 
it— 49  to  46. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  then  renewed  his  amend- 
ment for  confining  the  punishment  to  reprimand. 

Mr.  Brooks  hoped,  if  the  House  did  not  agree 
to  the  highest  punishment,  they  would  not  agree 
to  the  lowest  which  they  could  inflict.  He  did 
not  suppose  the  member  from  Vermont  would 
look  upon  this  as  a  punishment;  and  if  no  other 
was  to  be  ordered,  the  House  would  never  get  rid 
of  his  offences. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  it  was  observable  there  were 
two  opinions  in  the  House  ;  one  for  expulsion,  the 
other  for  a  reprimand.  He  did  not  think  the 
offence  was  such  as  would  authorize  an  expulsion. 
He  said  there  had  been  as  many  illiberal  expres- 
sions in  the  course  of  this  debate  as  he  bad  ever 
heard.  Gentlemen  had  talked  of  party  doing 
this,  and  party  doing  the  other,  whilst  they  them- 
selves are  the  first  to  mention  it.  He Jhoped  they 
would  have  kept  these  things  out  of  Ihe  sight  of 
the  world.  If  gentlemen  of  one  description  voted 
one  way.  those  of  another  voted  a  contrary  way. 
As  for  the  punishment  of  being  reprimanded  in 
the  face  of  the  House,  which  would  be  entered 
upon  the  Journal,  he  thought  it  a  very  serious 
one,  and  he  would  almost  ats  soon  be  hanged  at 
once.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  punishment  would 
be  thought  at  least  equal  to  the  offence. 

The  question  was  then  taken  by  yeas  and  nays, 
and  the  amendment  was  negatived — 52  to  44. 

The  question  was  next  taken  upon  the  resolu- 
tion for  expulsion,  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  carried — 
yeas  52,  nays  44,  as  follows : 

Yiab— George  Baei,  jr.,  Bailey  Bartlett,  Jas.  A.  Bay- 
ard, David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  Christopher  G. 
Champlin,  John  Chapman,  James  Cochran,  Joshua 
Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas  T. 
Davis*  John  Dennis,  George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans, 
Abiel  Foster,  D wight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry 
Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  William 
Barry  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley, 
William  Hindman,  David  Holmes,  Hezekiah  L.  Hos- 
mer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kittera,  Samuel 
Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Matthews,  Daniel 
Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac 
Parker,  Josiah  Parker,  John  Reed,  John  Rntledge,  jr., 
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ames  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard, 
[*hos.  Sinnickson,  Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith, 
'eleg  Sprague,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas, 
dark  Thomson,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  Joho  E.  Van  Alen 
nd  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

Nats — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
on,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne,  Wm  Charles 
yole  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  John 
)awson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Wm.  Findley,  John  Fow- 
er,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William 
J.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A* 
lanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Wat- 
er Jones,  Edw.  .Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  Nathaniel 
kfacon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John 
ttiJledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Tompson  J. 
Skinner,  Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  Richard  Sprigg, 
on  ,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  Abram  Trigg, 
fohn  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum, 
Abraham Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

The  Constitution  requiring  two-thirds  of  the 
members  present  to  carry  a  vote  of  expulsion,  the 
motion  was  declared  by  the  Speaker  not  carried. 

The  following  is  the  testimony  taken  in  the 
foregoing  case,  as  delivered  in  at  the  Clerk's 
table  : 

The  Speaker,  Jonathan  Dattok,  Esq.,  one  of  the 
Representatives  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  being 
duly  sworn,  this  fifth  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  House,  to  whom  was  committed 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges  of  the  sec- 
ond  inatant,  proposing  the  following  resolution  for 
the  adoption  of  the  House,  to  wit :  "  Reaolved,  That 
Matthew  Lyon,  a  member  of  this  House,  for  a  vio- 
lent attack,  and  gross  indecency,  committed  upon  the 
person  of  Roger  Griswold,  another  member,  in  the 
presence  of  the  House  while  sitting,  be,  for  this  dis- 
orderly behaviour,  expelled  therefrom,"  by  the  Hon- 
orable Richard  Peters,  Esq.,  Judge  of  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States,  for  the  District  of  Penn- 
sylvania, to  declare  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and 
nothing  but  the  truth,  touching  the  subject  matter  of 
the  report,  so  referred  to  the  said  committee,  deposed 
as  follows : 

When  the  ballots  of  the  House  for  managers  of  the 
impeachment  against  Mr.  Blount  were  brought  to  the 
table  to  be  counted,  and  the  committee  who  were  named 
as  tellers  were  actually  engaged  in  that  business,  I 
walked  forth  from  the  Chair,  without  adjourning  the 
House,  in  order  to  take  a  little  exercise  about  the  room, 
as  had  not  unfrequently  been  the  case  in  reading 
lengthy  communications.  I  placed  myself  by  the  side 
of  a  member  from  New  York,  and  in  the  chair  usually 
occupied  by  Mr.  Dana,  when  I  soon  heard  some  expres- 
sions rather  warmer  than  usual  at  the  fire,  behind  me, 
snd  turning,  observed  that  they  passed  between  Mr. 
Lyon,  of  Vermont,  and  Mr.  Dana,  of  Connecticut  I 
addressed  myself  immediately  to  them,  and  said,  *  Gen- 
tlemen, keep  yourselves  cool ;"  and  afterwards  added, 
"if  you  proceed  much  further,  you  will  want  seconds." 
Upon  this,  Mr.  Lyon  addressed  himself  to  me,  and  said, 
among  other  things,  that  he  had,  in  his  own  mind,  de- 
signated the  embassy  to  Cayenne  for  Mr.  Dana;  upon 
which,  in  order  to  give  a  turn  of  pleasantry  to  the  con* 
▼ersation,  I  asked  Mr.  Lyon  whether  he  had  reserved 
for  himself  the  mission  to  Kamtsehatka,  among  the  furred 
tribes.    Upon  my  asking  whether  he  was  meant  by  the 


"  Lyon  of  Fairhaven,"  charged  in  the  public  papers 
with  being  active  to  incite  the  people  in  his  district 
to  hold  meetings,  and  to  clamor  against  the  stamp  act, 
he  replied  that  he  supposed  he  was  the  person  meant, 
but  that  this  charge,  as  well  as  many  others  of  a  like 
nature,  made  against  him,  was  unfounded.  After  a  few 
other  remarks,  Mr.  Lyon  began  some  animadversions 
upon  the  temper  of  the  people  of  Connecticut,  and  the 
conduct  of  their  Representatives  in  Congress.  He  said 
he  had  good  reason  to  know  and  declare,  that  the  mem- 
bers from  that  State  were  acting  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  opinions  of  nine-tenths  of  their  constituents;  that, 
regardless  of  the  public  good,  they  were  seeking  their 
own  private  interests ;  that  their  object  was  to  obtain 
offices  for  themselves ;  that  if  they  could  not  obtain  the 
most  lucrative,  they  would  not  refuse  those  which  were 
less  so,  (mentioning  two  sums,  which  I  think  were  nine 
thousand  dollars  and  one  thousand  dollars ;)  that  he, 
Mr.  Lyon,  had  a  good  right  to  know  the  people  of  Con- 
necticut, for  he  had  to  fight  with  them  in  his  own  dis- 
trict. Upon  this  Mr.  Griswold,  who  was  sitting  in  Mr. 
Harper's  seat,  asked  whether  he  had  fought  them  with 
a  wooden  sword,  or  with  his  wooden  sword.  Mr.  Lyon 
either  not  hearing  this  question,  or  affecting  not  to  have 
heard  it,  continued  his  remarks  to  me,  and  added,  that 
when  the  Connecticut  people  came  into  his  district  on 
visits  to  their  relations,  they  came  with  strong  prejudices 
against  him  and  his  politics ;  but,  after  conversing  with 
them  freely,  he  had  always  succeeded  in  bringing  them 
over  to  his  side ;  that  if  he  should  go  into  that  State 
and  talk  with  the  people,  he  could  open  their  eyes,  and 
effect  an  entire  change  there.  Upon  which,  Mr.  Gris- 
wold laying  his  hand  gently  upon  Mr.  Lyon's  arm,  in 
order  to  attract  his  attention,  said, "  if  you  were  to  enter 
into  Connecticut  for  the  purpose  you  mention,  you  could 
not  alter  the  opinion  of  the  meanest  hostler."  Mr.  Lyon 
replied  that  he  knew  better ;  he  knew  the  people  of 
Connecticut  well ;  that  he  had  no  doubt  that,  if  he 
were  to  remove  thither,  and  establish  or  direct  a  press 
there  for  six,  nine  or  twelve  months,  he  could  effect  a 
revolution  there,  and  induce  them  to  turn  out  all  their 
present  members.  Upon  my  observing  that  this  afford- 
ed another  instance  of  the  influence  which  men's  wishes 
had  over  their  belief;  and  upon  my  asking,  if  this  were 
true,  how  he  could  account  for  the  people  of  Connecti- 
cut having  uniformly  selected  for  their  Representatives, 
ever  since  the  commencement  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment, gentlemen  of  the  same  political  principles ;  he 
answered,  that  they  (the  Representatives)  had  blinded 
the  eyes  of  their  constituents — were  constantly  admin- 
istering opiates  to  them,  and  would  only  permit  one 
side  of  the  question  to  be  made  known.  Mr.  Lyon  fur- 
ther added,  that  he  thought,  upon  the  whole,  that  there 
was  one,  and  only  one,  of  the  delegation  which  he  might 
spare,  and  allow  to  come  again ;  that  he  had  serious 
thoughts  of  moving  into  the  State,  and  fighting  them  on 
their  own  ground.  Upon  which  Mr.  Griswold  repeated 
the  substance  of  a  former  question,  and  asked,  whether, 
when  he  should  come,  he  would  take  with  him  his 
wooden  sword.  Upon  which  followed  the  indecency 
which  has  given  rise  to  this  reference. 

The  said  deponent  being  interrogated  by  Matthew  Lyon, 
Esquire,  and  other  members  of  the  House,  further 
deposed  as  follows  : 

As  Mr.  Lyon  leaned  on  the  bar,  near  me,  and  spoke 
louder  than  was  necessary  for  me  to  hear,  I  concluded 
it  was  intended  by  him  to  be  heard  by  those  who  were 
near. 

The  conversation  was  carried  on  with  good  humor; 
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Mr.  Griswold,  when  he  spoke,  certainly  hsd  a  smile  on 
his  countenance. 

At  the  first  conversation  between  Mr.  Dana  and  Mr. 
Lyon,  something;  had  been  said  on  the  opposition  to  the 
stamp  act  in  Vermont,  and  a  meeting  therein,  on  that 
subject 

I  believe  the  words  spoken  by  Mr.  Lyon  did  not  allude 
to  any  vote  of  the  members  of  Connecticut  on  any  par- 
ticular question,  but  generally  to  their  political  conduct 

Mr.  Lyon  said  that  the  people  of  Connecticut  were 
deceived  by  their  Representatives,  who  were  constantly 
administering  opiates  to  them,  and  it  was  only  after- 
wards, on  my  asking  why  those  persons  were  sent  as 
Representatives,  that  he  replied,  the  people  were  per- 
mitted to  hear  but  one  side. 

I  take  it  that  Mr.  Lyon,  although  not  in  warmth,  in- 
tended that  his  assertions  should  be  believed  by  those 
who  heard  him. 

After  Mr.  Griswold  had  received  the  insult,  I  saw 
him  draw  back  his  arm,  and  expected  a  blow  would  be 
given ;  afterwards,  I  saw  from  his  countenance,  that  he 
had  changed  his  mind,  and  he  then  wiped  his  face. 

The  conversation  appeared  to  be  conducted  in  good 
humor. 

The  conversation  respecting  Connecticut  came  vol- 
untarily from  Mr.  Lyon,  and  unsuggested  by  anybody 
else. 

Mr.  Lyon  received  my  question  as  to  the  mission  to 
Kamtschatka,  in  a  pleasant  way.  In  another  part  of  the 
conversation,  Mr.  Lyon  was  comparing  the  informa- 
tion of  the  people  of  his  district  with  that  of  the  people 
of  Connecticut,  alluding  to  the  light  he  had  conveyed 
among  them.  Mr.  Brooks  observed  that  the  extraordi- 
nary light  appeared  from  the  extraordinary  luminary 
they  sent  to  represent  them. 

I  did  not  hear  a  syllable  from  any  member  of  Con- 
necticut, of  insult  or  remark  on  the  conduct  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Vermont 

Mr*  Griswold,  in  laying  his  hand  on  Mr.  Lyon,  did  it 
gently,  and  apparently  for  the  purpose  of  calling  his  at- 
tention merely. 

The  Speaker,  at  the  time  of  the  conversation,  knew 
that  the  wooden  sword  had  relation  to  Mr.  Lyon's  ha- 
ving been  cashiered  in  the  army.  I  knew  it  from  a  pre- 
vious conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon,  and  my  having 
been  in  the  army  at  Canada,  at  the  time.  The  only 
reason  for  my  supposing  that  Mr.  Lyon  did  not  hear 
what  Mr.  Griswold  said,  was,  that  it  produced  no 
change  in  Mr.  Lyon's  countenance,  though  spoken  loud 
enough  for  him  to  hear ;  and  I  heard  the  words  distinct- 
ly. Mr.  Lyon  and  myself  were  at  equal  distance  from 
Mr.  Griswold.  I  did  not  observe  the  cause  of  Mr.  Gris- 
wold's  leaving  his  chair  and  going  to  Mr.  Lyon,  but  on 
turning  round,  I  perceived  him  then  listening  to  Mr. 
Lyon.  During  the  conversation  between  Mr.  Griswold 
and  Mr.  Lyon,  I  did  not  observe  any  collection  of  mem- 
bers round  the  fire — Mr.  Dana  was  passing  and  re-pass- 
ing before  the  fire. 

Mr.  Lyon  seemed  to  insinuate  that  there  was  some- 
body influencing  the  printers,  who  permitted  them  to 
publish  only  on  one  side. 

I  had  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon  some  days  be- 
fore, at  the  fire,  in  the  House.  A  gentleman  from  New 
York  being  present,  with  others,  (Mr.  Cochran,  Mr. 
HosmeT,  and  Mr.  Harper,)  asked  him  what  was  the 
meaning  of  a  newspaper  paragraph,  viz :  **  that  he  had 
outgrown  two  things."  He  said  it  alluded  to  his  hav- 
ing been  cashiered  at  Ticonderoga.  I  asked  if  he  was 
one  of  those  who  had  been  cashiered  with  infamy,  for 


deserting  an  advanced  post?  He  said  he  was  ;  but  at- 
tempted to  show  he  was  not  so  culpable  as  the  rest 
Said  I,  "  did  you  know  you  were  execrated  by  the  whole 
army  V  He  said  he  did.  I  then  asked  whether  he 
was  in  company  with  the  officer  who  came  to  General 
Gates's  headquarters,  and  reported  the  desertion  of  me 
men,  and  whom  the  General  called  a  d  d  scoundrel 
and  coward,  and  ordered  to  be  put  under  guard ;  upoa 
which,  Mr.  Lyon  replied  that  he  himself  wae  the  very 
officer,  but  that  he  told  General  Gates,  that,  being  m 
officer,  he  might  be  arrested,  but  was  not  to  be  pot  un- 
der guard.  In  the  same  conversation  I  observed  that 
application  had  been  made  to  the  Commander-in-Chief 
for  leave  to  turn  out  the  drums  and  fifes  of  die  army,  to 
beat  a  certain  disgraceful  march,  upon  the  departure  of 
those  officers  from  the  garrison,  who,  it  was  said,  had 
persuaded  their  men  to  desert ;  and  that  I  recollected 
their  beating  the  march  upon  the  heights  of  Ticon- 
deroga. 

Upon  being  questioned  by  one  of  the  gentlemen 
standing  in  the  circle,  whether  it  was  a  part  of  the  sen- 
tence of  the  Court  Martial  that  the  cashiered  should  wear 
wooden  swords,  I  answered  that  I  had  not  heard  it  to 
be  a  part  of  the  sentence  in  this  case,  nor  ever  in  any 
other. 

Mr.  Lyon  appeared  always,  to  me,  to  be  willing  to 
attend  to  inquiries  respecting  this  business,  and  to  give 
a  calm  reply. 

The  Paymasters,  although  Only  Staff  officers,  ranked 
as  Captains  in  the  line.  It  was  only  that  in  case  of  in- 
sults from  any  of  the  men  that  they  might  put  them  un- 
der arrest ;  but  when  they  went  into  action  they  placed 
themselves  in  the  ranks.  They  would  take  command 
in  case  all  the  officers  of  a  garrison  were  killed,  in  pre- 
ference to  a  8ergeant,butnotof  any  commissioned  offi- 
cer. A  person  under  disgrace,  as  a  coward,  would  net 
be  associated  with  by  the  officers  of  the  army,  or  permit- 
ted to  hold  a  Staff  commission  for  any  length  of  time. 
I  never  heard  in  the  army  that  Mr.  Lyon  had  received 
any  new  appointment  after  his  disgrace,  but  only  since, 
from  him,  and  also  then  heard  he  was  not  allowed  long 
to  remain  in  it  But  I  did  not  stay  in  the  army  until 
the  retreat 

Mr.  Lyon,  when  cashiered,  was  m  the  rank  of  a  sub- 
altern, as  I  understood. 

The  said  deponent,  being  further  interrogated  on  the 
eighth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-eight,  on  his  oath  aforesaid,  answered 
to  the  several  interrogatories  so  put  to  him,  as  follows, 
to  wit: 

Question*  Did  you  observe  Mr.  Griswold  in  Mr.  Har- 
per's chair,  when  the  conversation  commenced  between 
Mr.  Lyon  and  yourself! 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  to  have  seen  him  at  the  first  in- 
stant, but  did  see  him  there  during  the  earlier  part  of 
the  conversation. 

Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Griswold  until  about  the  time  he 
put  the  first  question  to  Mr.  Lyon  about  the  wooden 
sword  T 

A.  About  the  time. 

Q.  Can  you  say  with  certainty  what  part  of  As 
conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon  Mr.  Griswold  heard  1 

A.  I  cannot 

Q.  Was  it  the  first  time  when  Mr.  Griswold  made 
the  observation  of  the  wooden  sword,  that  he  laid  his 
hand  on  Mr.  Lyon's  arm  1 

A.  It  waa  not,  but  at  thesecond  time,  and  I  recollect 
his  first  laying  his  hand  there,  when  he  made  the 
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ition  as  to  Mr.  Lyon  not  being  able  to  change 
>inioQ  of  the  meanest  hostler. 

axubl  Smith,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  Maryland,  being  duly  sworn,  as  afore- 
said, on  the  fifth  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety  eight,  deposed  as  follows : 

On  the  day  on  which  the  ballot  was  taken  for  the 
loice  of  managers  on  the  part  of  this  House,  to  con- 
act  the  impeachment  against  William  Blount,  the 
pciker  being  out  of  the  Chair,  the  members  out  of 
leir  places,  engaged  in  com  mop  conversation,  and  the 
wnmittee  counting  the    ballots — having    taken    my 
'Men  from  the  box,  returning  to  my  seat,  I  passed  Mr. 
.yon,  who  was  engaged  in  a  jesting  conversation  with 
ther  members,  such  as  gentlemen  frequently  amuse 
lemselves  with,  when  the  House  is  not  in  actual  busi- 
eas.    While  reading  my  letters,  that  kind  of  amusing 
onversation  continued,  and  I  think  I  heard  some  per- 
on,  but  whom  I  knew  not,  mention  an  expected  oppo- 
ttion  to  the  stamp  act,  in  the  State  of  Vermont,  tell 
fr.  Lyon,  (one  of  its  Representatives,)  that  petitions 
gainst  it  were  expected,  and  asked  him,  jestingly,  whe- 
ther he  brought  any  such  with  him.    Not  thinking  the 
ontersation  interesting,  my  attention  was  particularly 
lirerted  to  my  letters,  when  I  heard  Mr.  Lyon  direct- 
ing his  conversation  to  the  Speaker,  who  sat  in  the  seat 
ehind  me,  generally  occupied  by  Mr.  Dana;  Mr. 
friswold  in  that  of  Mr.  Harper ;  there  being  between 
hem  only  two  chairs,  occupied  by  Mr.  Hosmer  and 
fr.  Brooks.    Mr.  Lyon,  leaning '  on  the  outside  of  the 
•i,  seemed  to  be  giving  the  Speaker  an  account  of  the 
oUticai  sentiments  of  the  people  of  Connecticut,  nine- 
eaths  of  whom  he  declared  were  of  different  sentiments 
rom  their  Representatives ;  that  they  only  wanted  their 
yet  to  be  opened,  and  they  would  change  the  whole 
leiegation.    The  Speaker  said,  jestingly,  you  would 
pare  one  1     To  which  Mr.  Lyon,  in  the  same  style, 
inswered  yes,  for  he  goes  nearest  the  sentiments  of  the 
eople  of  any  of  them.    He  said  he  had  to  fight  with 
he  Connecticut  men,  when  they  came  into  his  district 
o  tee  their  relations,  and  although  they  censured  his  poli- 
ici  at  first,  yet  they  always  were  convinced,  on  hearing 
lis  reasons.    Mr.  Gfiswold  then  said  something  which 
retted  a  loud  laugh,  which  I  did  not  hear,  but  whieh  I 
Ave  since  understood,  related  to  the  wooden  sword.    I 
oraed,  and  observed  that  Mr.  Lyon  still  continued  his 
onversation,  directed  te  the  Speaker,  and  in  the  same 
tyle  of  jocularity— indeed,  all  the  gentlemen  appeared 
o  he  in  perfect  good  humor,  and  to  consider  the  con- 
ersation  as  amusing— in  the  course  of  which,  Mr. 
••yon,  remarking  on  what  had  been  said  in  debate  by 
*o  or  three  gentlemen  of  Connecticut,  respecting  the 
line  thousand  dollars  paid  to  Ministers  Plenipotentiary, 
eing  such  an  insignificant  thing  as  to  be  scarcely 
nnth  accepting,  said  that  he  knew  better ;  that  whether 
he  salary  was  one  thousand  or  nine  thousand  dollars, 
t  would  be  always  acceptable — private  interest  being 
nore  their  view  than  public  good — observing  that  he 
aew  the  people  of  Connecticut  well,  having  lived 
here  formerly,  and  having  lately  passed  through  that 
Htte.     Mr.  Brooks,  of  New  York,  then  asked  if  he  had 
ossed  through  his  district  1     Mr.  Lyon  said  he  had 
«esed  through  certain  towns.    Mr.  Brooks  remarked, 
on  were  in  the  back-ground  there,  as  you  frequently 
re.    Mr.  Lyon  having  remarked  that,  for  want  of  pro- 
wr  information  being  received  in  Connecticut,  he  con- 
idered  the  knowledge  of  the  people  of  his  own  district 
«  superior.    To  which,  Mr.  Brooks  jestingly  replied 
hat  they  bad  shown  it  by  the  great  luminary  they  had 


sent.     Which  stroke  of  wit  was  received  pleasantly  by 
Mr.  Lyon,  as  it  appears  to  have  been  intended. 

Mr.  Oriswold  had  removed  outside  of  the  bar  to 
where  Mr.  Lyon  stood.  At  this  time,  having  left  my 
seat  with  intention  to  leave  the  House,  I  leaned  on  the 
bar  next  to  Mr.  Lyon,  and  fronting  Mr.  Griswold.  Mr. 
Lyon  having  observed,  (still  directing  himself  to  the 
Speaker)  that,  could  he  have  the  same  opportunity  of 
explanation  that  he  bad  in  his  own  district,  he  did  not 
doubt  he  could  change  the  opinion  of  the  people  in 
Connecticut ;  Mr.  Griswold  then  said,  •*  If  you,  Mr. 
Lyon,  should  go  into  Connecticut,  you  could  not 
change  the  opinion  of  the  meanest  hostler  in  the  State." 
To  which  Mr.  Lyon  then  said,  "  That  may  be  your 
opinion,  but  I  think  differently,  and  if  I  was  to  go  into 
Connecticut,  I  am  sure  I  could  produce  fhe  effect  I 
have  mentioned."  Mr.  Griswold  then  said,  "  Colonel 
Lyon,  when  you  go  into  Connecticut,  you  had  better 
take  with  you  the  wooden  sword  that  was  attached  to 
you  at  the  camp  at  — — ."    On  which   Mr.  Lyon 


spit  in  Mr.  Griswold's  face,  who  coolly  took  his  hand* 
kerchief  out  of  his  pocket,  and  wiped  his  face.  Be- 
lieving that  the  quarrel  would  go  no  further,  I  left  the 
House. 

David  Brooks,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representatives 
from  the  State  of  New  York,  being  duly  sworn,  as 
aforesaid,  on  the  fifth  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  deposed  as  follows, 
to  wit: 

At  the  time  which  has  been  mentioned,  I  was  Hitting 
in  my  seat,  and  the  Speaker  in   Mr.  Dana's.    I  had 
heard  a  part  of  the  conversation  which  passed  between 
Mr.  Lyon  and  Mr.  Dana.    The  subject  of  the  conver- 
sation, as  well  as  I  recollect,  was  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  to  the  bill  for  regulating 
foreign  intercourse.    The  conversation  was  loud,  and 
the  Speaker  spoke  to  them    as   he  has  stated.    Mr. 
Dana  then  broke  off  the  conversation,  and  went  away 
and  walked  backwards  and  forwards  in  the  passage. 
The  Speaker  then  entered  into  conversation  with  Mr. 
Lyon.    About  this  time  Mr.  Griswold  came  and  sat 
himself  in  Mr.  Harper's  seat    Mr.  Lyon,  speaking  of 
the  conduct  of  the  members  from  Connecticut,  stated 
that,  on  his  passage  home  or  back,  he  passed  through 
part  of  the  State,  and  heard  the  opinion  of  the  people. 
Said  that  nine-tenths  of  the  people  of  Connecticut  dif- 
fered in  sentiments  with  their  Representatives  in  the 
House ;  that  the  members  from  the  State  did  not  fairly 
represent  the  sentiments  of  their  constituents;  that 
they  were  seeking  their  own  interest ;  they  were  look- 
ing for  offices ;  it  was  immaterial  what  salaries  were 
annexed,  whether  nine  thousand  or  one  thousand  dol- 
lars, they  thought  either  worthy  of  their  attention ;  he 
had  lived  many  years  in  the  8tate  of  Connecticut, 
and  was  well  acquainted  with  the  disposition  of  the 
people.    He  had  occasion,  frequently,  in  his  own  dis- 
trict, to  contend  with  them,  when  they  came  there 
upon  visits  to  their  relations,  and  had  often  convinced 
them  they  were  wrong.    He  had  no  doubt  that,  if  he 
were  to  set  up  a  press  in  Connecticut,  he  could  turn 
out  ail  the  present  Representatives.    I  did  not  hear 
the  exception  of  one,  as  mentioned  by  others — it  ap- 

rsared  to  be  all  done  in  a  bragging,  bantering  manner, 
then  asked  if  he  had  not  been  in  my  district  7  He 
said  he  had,  but  there  was  nothing  to  be  done  there ; 
meaning  they  were  incorrigible,  and  not  to  be  con- 
vinced. He  then  compared  the  situation  of  the  people 
of  the  two  States,  as  to  information,  and  said  the  peo- 
ple in  his  district  were  far  the  moat  enlightened.    I 
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then  made  the  observation  stated  by  the  gentleman 
examined  before  me. 

When  he  talked  of  contending,  or  fighting  with  the 
people  of  Connecticut,  Mr.  Griswold  asked,  if  he  had 
not  better  take  his  wooden  sword.  I  thought  he  did 
not  hear  it,  as  I  looked  at  him,  thinking  it  a  pressing 
question,  and  he  did  not  change  countenance,  but  con- 
tinued his  conversation  with  the  8peaker.  Mr.  Gris- 
wold then  said,  he  does  not  hear  me,  or  J  said  he  does 
not  hear  you — I  do  not  recollect  which.  Mr.  Griswold 
afterwards  went  on  the  outside  of  the  bar,  and  stand- 
ing by  Mr.  Lyon,  laid  his  hand  on  his  arm,  and  said 
You  could  not  change  the  opinion  of  a  single  hostler  in 
the  State  of  Connecticut.  Mr.  Lyon  then  talked  of 
setting  up  a  press  in  Connecticut,  and  fighting  them  on 
their  own  ground.  Mr.  Griswold  then  said,  you  will 
fight  them  with  your  wooden  sword.  Mr.  Lyon  then 
spit  in  his  face.  Upon  this,  Mr.  Griswold  stepped 
back  with  his  right  foot,  looked  steadily  at  Mr.  Lyon, 
and  stiffened  his  arm,  as  if  going  to  strike.  Mr.  Dana 
then  observed,  they  would  consider  of  this  matter ;  and 
I  said,  this  is  not  the  place ;  there  is  a  time  and  place 
for  everything.  Mr.  Griswold  then  wiped  his  face  with 
his  handkerchief,  and  went  out  with  his  colleague.  I 
think  the  Speaker  immediately  rose  from  the  chair  he 
had  been  in,  as,  on  looking  round,  I  saw  the  chair 
empty. 

I  have  not  been  so  particular  as  I  might  have  been, 
if  Mr.  Speaker  had  not  stated  the  facts  so  fully  and 
correctly,  in  his  testimony,  from  which  mine  only  diners, 
as  a  part  differs  from  the  whole. 

The    said    deponent  being    interrogated  by  several 

members,  answered  to  the  interrogatories  so  put  to 

him,  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Question*  Did  Mr.  Lyon  say  that  the  printers  de- 
ceived the  people. 

A.  He  said  the  Representatives  deceived  the  people, 
blinded  or  hoodwinked  them,  and  administered  opiates 
to  them.  That  in  Connecticut,  it  was  permitted  only 
to  publish  one  side  of  the  question. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Griswold  appear  to  be  angry,  or  in  good 
humor,  in  this  conversation  t 

A.  Mr.  Griswold  spoke  with  his  usual  easiness  and 
good  humor. 

Q.  Do  you  suppose  the  publications  about  the  wooden 
sword,  were  calculated  to  throw  disgrace  on  the  mem- 
ber from  Vermont  ? 

A.  I  cannot  consider  them  in  any  favorable  light — 
they  must  certainly  be  reckoned  disgraceful. 

The  said  deponent  being  further  interrogated  by  the 
said  Matthew  Lyon,  and  otber  members,  on  the 
eighth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-eight,  answered  to  the  several  interrogato- 
ries so  put  to  him,  as  follows,  to  wit : 
Question.    Had  not  Mr.  Griswold  joined  the  group 
and  taken  the  seat  of  Mr.  Harper,  next  to  the  seat  occu- 
pied by  you,  before  Mr.  Lyon  made  the  observations 
relative  to  the  Representatives  from  the  State  of  Con- 
necticut, mentioned  in  your  deposition  ? 

A.  I  think  he  had.  I  recollect,  perfectly,  that  it 
was  in  an .  early  stage  of  the  conversation  that  Mr. 
Griswold  took  that  seat,  and  he  must  have  heard  a 
principal  part  of  the  conversaton.  I  believe  Mr.  Gris- 
wold took  the  seat  of  Mr.  Harper,  immediately  after 
Mr.  Dana  left  off  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon, 

Q.  Did  he  take  this  seat  time  enough  to  hear  the 
observations  of  Mr.  Lyon,  with  respect  to  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  Connecticut  seeking  offices,  and  pur- 
suing their  own  interests  regardless  of  the  public  good  ? 


A.  It  appears  to  me  he  did.    I  have  no  doubt  he  did. 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  Mr.  Lyon 
saw  Mr.  Griswold  in  Mr.  Harper's  seat,  previous  to  his 
observation  respecting  the  wooden  sword  1 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  he  did.  When  I  directed 
my  discourse  to  Mr.  Lyon,  he  turned  to  me,  and  Mr. 
Griswold  was  sitting  at  my  left  hand. 

Q.  Have  you  any  particular  recollection  of  Mr. 
Griswold's  being  in  your  seat,  till  about  the  time  when 
he  made  the  first  observation  respecting  the  wooden 
sword? 

A.  He  was  in  the  seat  some  time  before  that  obser- 
vation was  made  by  him.  I  cannot  possibly  say  how 
long. 

Q.  Was  it  not  apparent  to  you,  from  the  course  of 
the  conversation,  that  the  sarcasm  used  by  Mr.  Gris- 
wold, respecting  the  wooden  sword,  was  by  way  of  re- 
tort to  Mr.  Lyon's  observation  with  respect  to  the  Rep- 
resentatives of  the  people  of  Connecticut  ? 

A.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  was.  Mr.  Lyon,  in 
speaking  of  the  people  of  Connecticut,  said  he  would 
fight  them  on  their  own  ground,  and  I  think  what  was 
said  of  the  wooden  sword,  was  a  retort  to  the  obser- 
vation. 

Hszikiah  L.  Hobxzr,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representa- 
tives from  the  State  of  New  York,  being  duly  sworn 
as  aforesaid,  on  the  sixth  day  of  February,  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  deposed  ai 
follows : 

During  the  canvassing  of  the  votes  for  managers  the 
Speaker  left  the  Chair  and  seated  himself  by  my  fide, 
in  the  seat  usually  occupied  by  Mr.  Dana,  of  Connecti- 
cut. We  heard  a  conversation  carried  on  with  some 
warmth  between  Mr.  Dana,  of  Connecticut,  and  Mr. 
Lyon,  of  Vermont  The  8peaker  spoke  to  them,  and 
checked  them,  and  they  immediately  separated.  Mr. 
Lyon  then  came  to  the  bar,  leaned  on  it,  and  a  conver- 
sation took  place  between  him  and  the  Speaker.  It 
commenced,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect,  with  something 
relative  to  the  stamp  act,  but  I  cannot  recollect  what 
Mr.  Lyon  mentioned  that,  in  the  course  of  his  journey 
hither  or  home,  he  had  passed  through  part  of  Connec- 
ticut, and  conversed  with  some  of  the  people,  and  found 
their  sentiments  opposite  to  those  of  their  Representa- 
tives in  this  House.  Some  general  conversation  then 
took  place,  in  which  we  all  took  a  part,  but  it  waa  of 
little  consequence,  and  it  is  not  forcibly  impressed  on 
my  mind.  Mr.  Lyon  then,  addressing  himself  to  the 
Speaker,  and  speaking  of  the  conduct  of  the  members 
of  Connecticut,  said  he  believed  that  nine-tenth*  of  the 
people  of  Connecticut  differed  from  the  sentiments  ad- 
vanced by  the  Representatives  of  that  State  on  this 
floor ;  they  were  pursuing  their  own  interest ;  that  the? 
were  influenced  by  a  desire  to  obtain  offices,  anditwu 
immaterial  how  lucrative  those  offices  were ;  that  they 
would  be  equally  influenced  by  an  office  of  one  thou- 
sand dollars  as  one  of  nine  thousand  dollars.  On  the 
Speaker's  asking  him  how  the  people  came  to  send 
such  Representatives  as  they  had  from  the  establishment 
of  the  Constitution,  he  said  that  the  Representatives 
blinded  the  eyes  of  their  constituents,  and  it  waa  onh 
necessary  for  the  people  to  be  informed  to  induce  them 
to  oppose  them.  If  he  were  to  remove  into  Connecti- 
cut and  set  on  foot  a  printing  press,  he  had  no  doubt 
he  could  bring  about  a  revolution  in  the  sentiments  of 
the  people.  He  was  well  acquainted  with  the  peep* 
of  Connecticut,  as  the  first  parfof  his  life  in  this  coun- 
try had  been  passed  in  that  State.  Several  persons 
from  Connecticut  had  been  in  Vermont  to  visit  their 
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friends ;  that  he  had  attacked  them  in  that  quarter,  and 
convinced  them  their  opinions  were  erroneous.  At  this 
time  Mr.  Griswold  was  sitting  in  the  seat  usually  occu- 
pied by  Mr.  Harper,  and  Mr.  Griswold  said  something, 
which  I  cannot  precisely  recollect,  about  his  fighting 
them  with  bis  wooden  sword.  Mr.  Lyon  appeared  to 
pay  no  attention  to  the  remark,  and,  I  thought  at  the 
time,  did  not  hear  it  Immediately  after  this  Mr.  Gris- 
wold quitted  his  seat  and  went  behind  the  bar.  I  left 
mine  nearly  at  the  same  time,  and  did  not  see  the  in- 
tuit which  is  said  to  have  been  offered.  This  is  gene- 
rally all  that  I  know  relative  to  this  affair.  1  was  pre- 
sent at  the  commencement  only  of  the  dispute,  and 
they  are  only  generally  facts  which  have  impressed 
themselves  on  my  mind.  I  attended  to  the  examination 
of  the  8peaker  yesterday,  and  could  agree  generally 
with  him  in  the  statement,  though  my  recollection  is 
not  so  particular. 

The  said  deponent  being  interrogated  by  Matthew 
Lyon,  and  other  members  of  the  House,  further  de- 
posed as  follows : 

I  did  not  hear  any  observation  from  the  members 
from  Connecticut  respecting  the  people  of  Vermont. 

The  conversation  from  Mr.  Lyon  respecting  the  peo- 
ple of  Connecticut  was  not  connected ;  questions  were 
asked,  and  some  observations  were  made  by  the  Speaker, 
which  perhaps  induced  Mr.  Lyon  to  say  more  than  he 
originally  intended. 

I  do  not  suppose  there  was'  any  thing  said  which 
could  provoke  Mr.  Lyon,  and  he  appeared  to  be  desi- 
rous of  impressing  the  observations  with  respect  to  the 
members  from  Connecticut,  as  true,  upon  all  who  heard 
him. 

The  said  deponent  being  further  interrogated,  on  his 
oath  aforesaid,  on  the  eighth  day  of  February,  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  answered 
to  the  several  interrogatories  so  put  to  him,  as 

follows : 

Question.  Do  you  recollect  the  time  when  Mr.  Gris- 
wold moved  from  his  own  seat  to  that  of  Mr.  Harper  ? 

Answer.  I  do  not  recollect  the  time  when  Mr.  Gris- 
wold came  to  Mr.  Harper's  seat.  It  was,  however, 
won  after  Mr.  Lyon  took  his  station  behind  the  bar, 
and  during  the  general  conversation  which  had  taken 
place  between  us  alt 

ty  Have  you  any  certain  recollection  of  Mr.  Gris- 
wold'i  being  present  until  about  the  time  he  made  the 
observation  respecting  the  wooden  sword  t 

-d.  I  recollect  having  seen  Mr.  Griswold  in  the  seat 
before  that  time ;  how  long  I  cannot  say,  as  I  do  not 
recollect  seeing  him  seat  himself  there. 

Q*  Did  you  see  Mr.  Griswold  in  the  seat  soon  enough 
to  have  heard  the  observations  of  Mr.  Lyon  respecting 
"te  conduct  of  the  members  of  Connecticut  T 

4.  I  believe  I  did.  I  recollect  looking  round  two  or 
™re«  times  to  see  what  effect  Mr.  Lyon's  observations 
&**  upon  Mr.  Griswold. 

V*  Have  you  any  reason  to  suppose  that  Mr.  Lyon 
noticed  Mr.  Griswold  to  be  in  Mr.  Harper's  seat  pre- 
tmus  to  what  Mr.  Griswold  said  about  the  wooden 
•word? 

4.  I  never  heard  any  thing  till  this  morning  to 
nj*e  a  doubt  of  it  in  my  mind.  I  have  no  recollec- 
uon  of  any  particular  conversation  between  Mr.  Gris- 
wold and  Mr.  Lyon,  previous  to  the  question  of  Mr. 
Gnswold. 

Q-  Do  you  doubt  it  now  1 

A'  I  cannot  say  I  do. 


Samvkl  W.  Dana,  one  of  the  Representatives  from  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  being  duly  sworn,  as  aforesaid, 
on  the  sixth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety-eight,  deposed  as  follows  : 

On  Tuesday  of  last  week,  during  the  examination  of 
the  ballots  for  managers  of  the  impeachment  against  Wil- 
liam Blount,  I  had  left  my  seat  and  was  standing  before 
the  fire,  near  the  eastern  door  of  the  hall,  when  Mr. 
Williams,  of  the  State  of  New  York,  entered  into  con- 
versation with  me,  and  mentioned  that  Mr.  Lyon,  who 
had  lately  returned  from  Vermont,  had  been  saying  that 
"  the  Representatives  of  Connecticut  would  all  be  turn* 
ed  out  if  they  voted  against  Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment" 
Very  soon  after  this  the  member  from  Vermont  came  to 
the  place  where  we  were,  and,  in  Mr.  W  illiams's  pre- 
sence, I  asked  him  if  he  had  said  what  had  been  men- 
tioned to  me.  His  answer,  as  precisely  as  I  can  recol- 
lect, was  in  these  words,  "I  did  not  say  so ;  but  that 
you  would  all  be  turned  out  if  you  carried  the  point  you 
wished  to  carry."  I  then  asked  what  that  point  was ; 
and  his  answer  represented  it  as  being  "  that  the  Presi- 
dent should  appoint  to  offices  where  no  such  appoint' 
ments  were  authorized  by  law."  I  told  him,  "  that  was 
not  the  question  on  Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment."  He 
answered,  "it  is;"  and  I  replied,  "it  is  not"  There 
was  a  variety  of  further  conversation,  all  of  which  I  do 
not  particularly  recollect  I  think  that  I  remarked  on  the 
improbability  of  his  being  acquainted  with  the  people  of 
Connecticut  better  than  their  Representatives.  I  remem- 
ber that,  in  the  course  of  this  conversation,  he  spoke  of 
the  disagreeable  reception  which  we  might  expect  on  re  • 
turning  to  Connecticut,  and  made  other  observations  of 
an  irritating  nature.  I  felt  some  disdain  at  what  he  said; 
and,  as  his  conversation  was  by  no  means  pleasing  to  me, 
I  believe  that  my  irritation  was  manifest  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  I  answered  him.  The  SpeakcT  being  near, 
and,  addressing  us  with  an  air  of  civility,  interposed  the 
caution  which  he  has  mentioned.  After  this  nothing 
further  passed  between  myself  and  the  member  from 
Vermont.  My  reflection  told  me  to  have  no  more  con- 
versation with  him.  As  we  separated  from  each  other, 
I  walked  from  the  place,  and  took  no  further  part  in  any 
of  his  conversation. 

Not  long  after,  as  I  passed  within  the  bar,  by  the  seat 
which  Mr.  Harper  usually  occupies,  I  observed  my  col- 
league, Mr.  Griswold,  rtting  in  that  se  it  I  mentioned 
to  him  the  substance  of  my  conversation  with  the  mem- 
ber from  Vermont,  and  observed  that  I  bad  felt  some  irri- 
tation, although,  on  reflection,  I  was  rather  ashamed  of 
myself  for  being  irritated  at  what  that  member  could 
say. 

Afterwards,  walking  without  the  bar,  I  saw  the  mem- 
ber from  Vermont  leaning  on  the  bar,  in  conversation 
with  the  8peaker  and  other  gentlemen  in  their  seats. 
Mr.  Griswold  was  then  standing  near  him.  I  heard  the 
member  from  Vermont  speaking  of  the  Representatives 
from  Connecticut  as  being  in  pursuit  of  their  own  inter- 
est, without  regarding  that  of  the  public.  I  also  heard 
him  mention  a  particular  mission  as  proper  for  one  of 
them.  To  this,  however,  I  gave  but  little  attention,  and 
made  no  reply,  for  the  observations  were  addressed  to 
others,  and  I  desired  no  further  acquaintance  with  the 
member  from  Vermont 

A  very  short  time  before  the  commission  of  the  out- 
rage now  under  consideration  I  stepped  within  the  bar, 
and  stood  near  the  end  of  the  desk  which  is  in  front  of 
the  seat  usually  occupied  by  myself,  the  Speaker  being 
then  in  that  seat     From  the  tenor  of  the  conversation 
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I  judged  that  the  member  from  Vermont  had  been  speak- 
ing of  his  ability  to  effect  tome  great  object  in  Connecti- 
cut ;  when  Mr.  Griswold  replied,  according  to  my  pre- 
sent recollection,  to  this  effect :  "  You  could  not,  if  you 
should  go  into  Connecticut  with  your  wooden,  sword 
and  candle ;"  alluding,  as  I  then  apprehended,  to  a  re- 
port in  circulation  which,  as  also  that  of  the  sword,  I 
knew  to  have  been  heard  by  Mr.  Griawold  and  by  the 
member  from  Vermont.  On  this  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont spit  in  Mr.  Griswold's  face. 

Considering  the  observations  of  some  gentlemen  of 
the  committee,  perhaps,  in  justice  to  the  member  from 
Vermont,  I  ought  to  mention  that,  while  Mr.  Griswold 
was  in  Mr.  Harper's  seat,  I  was  in  the  passage  leading 
from  the  eastern  door  of  the  hall  to  the  Speaker's  table, 
and  conversed  for  a  short  time  with  Mr.  Griswold  and 
Mr.  Brooks,  when  I  was  informed  that  Mr.  Griswold 
had  spoken  to  the  member  from  Vermont,  and  alluded 
to  the  report  of  the  wooden  a  word.  On  inquiring  what 
Answer  was  made  to  this  by  the  member  from  Vermont, 
Mr.  Griswold  observed  that  he  believed  it  was  not  heard 
by  the  member  from  Vermont,  as  he  made  no  answer  to 
it  This  was  before  the  conversation  which  immediately 
preceded  the  personal  outrage  offered  to  Mr.  Griswold, 
and,  I  think,  at  a  different  time  from  any  which  I  have 
before  mentioned. 

At  the  present  time,  nothing  further  occurs  to  my  re- 
collection as  material  to  the  inquiry  before  the  commit- 
tee. 

On  his  being  asked,  What  was  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Griswold  after  the  outrage  committed  by  the  member 
from  Vermont  ? 

The  said  deponent  answered:  I  was  then  standing 
where  I  could  Jook  my  colleague,  Mr.  Griswold,  fully  in 
the  face.  I  marked  him  particularly;  for  I  then  felt  par- 
ticularly interested  in  his  conduct,  and  determining  how 
I  should  conduct  myself.  Mr.  Griswold  turned  towards 
the  member  from  Vermont,  fixed  hi*  eye  upon  him,  and 
was  slowly  drawing  back  his  right  arm  in  a  constrained 
manner,  when,  from  his  change  of  countenance  and  the 
cast  of  his  eye,  I  apprehended  that  my  colleague  recol- 
lected where  he  was;  he  then  took  out  bis  handkerchief 
and  wiped  his  face.  I  stepped  to  him,  touched  his  arm, 
and  said,  "  this  must  be  considered  of."  I  also  heard 
the  caution  mentioned  by  Mr.  Brooke.  Mr  Griswold 
made  no  reply.  I  proposed  to  him  to  walk  out  of  the 
hall;  he  assented,  and  we  both  immediately  left  the  hall. 

The  said  deponent,  upon  a  further  examination  on  the 
7th  of  February,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
ninety-eight,  farther  deposed,  en  bis  oath  aforesaid,  as 
follows: 

There  has  been  published  an  incorrect  account  of  part 
of  the  testimony  which  I  delivered  yesterday  before  the 
Committee  of  the  V\  hole;  I,  therefore,  owe  it  to  myself 
to  observe,  that,  on  Tuesday  of  last  week,  in  his  con 
venation  with  me,  the  member  from  Vermont  made  va- 
rious observations  relative  to  the  conduct  in  Congress  of 
the  Representatives  from  Connecticut,  and,  among  other 
observations  respecting  tbero,  spoke  to  the  following  im- 
port: that  they  would  vote  their  own  damnation;  that 
they  would  be  spurned  at  on  their  return  home;  and  that 
he  would  be  damned  if  he  wanted  to  talk  with  me. 
Such  language  provoked  from  me  an  answer,  which,  I 
presume,  attracted  the  notice  of  the  8peaker. 

In  my  testimony,  yesterday,  I  used  some  general  ex- 
pressions referring' to  this  part  of  the  conversation;  but  I 
id  not  mention  the  particulars,  because  I  did  not  con- 
dder  them  material  to  the  inquiry,  and  I  did  not  wish  to 


repeat,  in  public,  such  improper  language  as  owing 
been  spoken  by  a  member  of  this  House. 

I  arose  to  state  these  particulars  in  my  own  viodie> 
tion;  but,  since  a  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  m 
hearing  the  present  statement,  has  said  that  he  oooaden 
these  ciicumstances  ss  of  some  importance,  they  aronet 
testified  before  the  present  committee. 

Josh v a  Coit,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representative!  from  At 
State  of  Connecticut,  being  duly  sworn,  as  aforeand, 
on  the  sixth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred and  ninety  eight,  deposed  as  follows,  to  wit: 

I  was  not  present  when  the  incident  which  is  the  ab- 
ject of  inquiry  before  the  committee  took  place,  and  do 
not  know  that  anything  within  my  knowledge  cu 
throw  any  light  upon  it.  A  lew  moments  before,  I  wai 
passing  from  my  seat  out  of  the  bar  where  Mr.  Ljoavai 
standing.  He  was  addressing  a  kind  of  ranting  braggart 
conversation  to  the  Speaker,  respecting  the  State  of  Coo- 
necticut;  whether  I  had  noticed  this  conversation  before 
I  left  my  seat,  I  do  not  recollect;  my  recollection  is  prob- 
ably the  more  imperfect  on  the  subject,  from  the  aitoD- 
stance  that  I  had  heard  a  similar  conversation  from  Mr. 
Lyon  a  little  while  before,  at  one  of  the  fire-place*,  be- 
fore  the  House  formed.  As  I  was  passing,  or  before  I 
left  my  seat,  I  cannot  with  certainty  tell  which,  some 
observation  was  addressed  particularly  to  me,  with  allu- 
sion to  the  aubject  of  the  conversation,  either  by  the 
Speaker  or  Mr.  Lyon.  Mr.  Lyon  at  the  time  was  sta- 
ting a  comparative  view  of  the  number  of  votes  given  for 
a  Representative  in  the  State  of  Connecticut,  with  the 
number  of  votes  given  for  himself  in  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont;  and  I  put  some  questions  to  him  respecting  bis 
knowledge  of  the  mode  of  voting  in  Connecticut.  The 
answer  not  leading  to  anything  interesting,  I  passed  on 
to  the  south  part  of  the  House.  I  recollect,  ss  I  passed, 
my  colleague,  Mr.  Griswold,  was  sitting  in  the  seat 
occupied  by  Mr.  Harper,  or  standing  behind  it 

Being  interrogated  by  one  of  the  members  of  the  How, 
he  further  deposed,  in  answer  to  the  said  interrop* 
tory,  as  follows,  to  wit: 

Question.  What  was  the  tenor,  and  what  were  the 
particulars  of  the  conversation  which  the  witness  bend 
from  the  member  from  Vermont  respecting  the  Connec- 
ticut representation,  in  the  morning,  before  the  Hook 
was  formed  ? 

Answer.  I  mentioned  the  terms  ranting  and  braggart, 
as  relative  to  the  conversation  I  heard.  I  used  tbex 
terms,  not  with  a  view  of  saying  anything  which  should 
appear  to  bear  uncomfortably  on  the  member  from  Ver- 
mont. Were  I  disposed  to  say  anything  uncivil  to  him, 
this  would  be  a  very  improper  time  and  plaee.  I  used 
the  terms  only  for  my  own  justification — my  juatificatkia, 
in  not  remembering  more  of  the  conversation  than  other 
gentlemen  present  appear  to  have  done;  although,  from 
the  subject,  it  would  seem  that  I  should  have  paid  atten- 
tion, have  felt  it,  and  remembered  it  Had  I  heard  *odb 
conversation  from  any  other  person,  it  is  probable  I 
should;  but  1  had  been  used  to  pa>  iug  very  little  attention 
to  anything  I  heard  from  Mr.  Lyon.  As  to  the  conver- 
sation in  the  morning,  I  can  recollect  no  particulars.  It 
was  generally  to  the  effect  that  the  sentiments  of  the  peo- 
ple in  Connecticut  were  different  from  what  thej  weft 
represented  here.  I  do  not  recollect  that  anything  p*** 
ticular,  in  that  conversation,  was  applied  to  the  coodad 
of  the  members  of  Connecticut. 
Cbaukcby  Goodrich,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Refveteatarivai 

from  the  Slate  of  Connecticut,  being  duly  sworn,  si 
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aforesaid,  on  the  sixth  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  deposed  as  follows, 
to  wit: 

The  only  information  I  have  on  the  subject,  relates  to 
t  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon,  relative  to  bis  having 
era  cashiered  in  the  Array.  I  came  from  New  York  to 
his  place,  this  session,  in  a  stage  taken  by  Mr.  Cham- 
din,  together  with  him,  Mr.  Otis,  and  Mr.  Lyon.  We 
rere  the  only  persons  in  the  stage  for  a  considerable  part 
if  the  way.  I  had  had  but  little  peisonal  acquaintance 
nth  Mr.  Lyon  before  ibis  time.  Mr.  Lyon,  on  the  way, 
seined  to  be  disposed  to  give  ns  the  history  of  bis  life, 
t  was  filled  up,  according  to  the  account  he  gave  us, 
rith  many  singular  and  ludicrous  anecdotes  The  ludi- 
rous  anecdotes  that  he  told  of  himself,  in  a  jocular  man- 
Kr,  produced  from  the  gentlemen  with  him,  a  kind  of 
ikasaotry,  if  not  something  more,  towards  Mr.  Lyon, 
mention  these  circumstances,  for  the  purpose  of  intra- 
hieing,  in  a  proper  manner,  to  the  committee,  the  ac- 
sount  he  gave  ns  with  respect  to  bis  being  cashiered. 
low  it  was  introduced,  whether  entirely  voluntary  on 
lis  part,  or  induced  by  remarks  from  some  one  of  the 
ompany,  I  have  not  a  perfect  recollection.  I  think, 
lowever,  either  immediately,  or  some  time  before  Mr. 
Lyon  adverted  to  the  subject,  something  was  said  of  Mr. 
jyon'g  having  been  in  the  Army;  I  cannot  be  very  mi- 
rote  in  the  account  he  gave.  I  recollect  his  saying  that 
illusions  to  his  being  cashiered  had  been  in  the  public 
apers— that  it  was  a  matter  of  great  mortification — that 
*  could  not  bear  to  hear  of  the  affair— that  it  happened 
then  he  was  young.  He  said  that  he  was  a  subaltern 
)fficer  of  a  corps  stationed  on  the  frontier,  at  a  great  dis- 
ance  from  the  main  Army,  and  without  support— that 
be  officers  and  men  were  uneasy,  and  discontented  with 
heir  situation — that  they  considered  it  as  being  too  ex- 
posed— that  he,  at  a  certain  time,  was  out  with  a  party 
rf  the  men — that,  when  he  returned,  he  found  the  corps 
o  which  he  belonged  either  had  abandoned,  or  were 
baadoning,  (I  cannot  say  certainly  which,)  their  post — 
hat  they  went  to  some  distance,  where  tbey  made  a 
ialt— that  he  endeavored  to  persuade  them  to  return — 
bey  refused— the  officers  insisted  that  he  should  go  to 
tsadquarters  to  General  Gates,  and  make  a  representation 
f  their  situation— be  went— upon  being  introduced  to 
leneral  Gates,  and  introducing  the  subject,  General 
zttes  damned  him  for  a  coward,  and  ordered  that  he 
houid  go  into  the  custody  of  a  guard— that  he,  Mr.  Ly- 
m>  insisted  on  his  rights,  as  an  officer,  not  to  be  pnt 
inder  guard.  That  the  Adjutant  General,  or  an  aid  of 
■eoeral  Gates,  said  something  on  the  subject,  and  Mr. 
»yon  was  finally  arrested,  tried  with  the  rest  of  the  offi- 
*rc,  by  a  court  martial,  and  sentenced  to  be  cashiered 
fttn  the  Army.  He  said  the  charge  was,  that  the  offi- 
as,  as  they  themselves  could  not  without  disgrace  and 
onishment  abandon  the  post,  had  excited  the  men  to 
an  away.  He  further  said,  as  it  respected  himself,  that 
he  charge  and  the  sentence  were  unjust.  I  think  Mr. 
Ms  asked  him  if  he  had  worn  a  wooden  sword.  He 
lid  not.  Mr.  Champlin,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  made 
Us  remark,  that  if  he  saw  it  in  poetry,  he  should  con 
iderit  as  being  a  figurative  expression  for  being  ca- 
pered. Mr.  Lyon  told  us  he  had  wiped  off  this  stain — 
iat  he  had  held  an  office  in  the  Army,  if  I  do  not  mis- 
collect,  of  a  Paymaster.  I  think  he  mentioned,  bow- 
ser, that  he  did  not  continue  long  as  a  Paymaster,  ow- 
»g  to  soms  other  person  having  been  appointed,  with 
horn  he  had  a  dispute  about  it?  yet  in  that  dispute, 
'bile  in  the  Army,  the  circumstance  of  bis  being  ca- 


shiered had  not  been  mentioned  to  his  dishonor— that  he 
had  been  appointed,  and  for  many  years  commanded  as 
Col  mei,  a  regiment  of  militia  in  Vermont.  I  recollect 
nothing  further  of  importance  to  the  present  inquiry.  I 
have  had  little  or  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon  since 
that  time. 

On  being  interrogated  by  one  of  the  members,  he 
further  deposed,  as  follows,  to  wit : 

I  do  not  recollect  having  mentioned  this  conversation 
to  Mr.  Gr  is  wold,  my  colleague,  though  I  have  to  others, 
not  considering  it  as  confidential. 

Chbistofhir  G.  Chamfliit,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  being  duly 
sworn,  as  aforesaid,  on  the  sixth  day  of  February, 
one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  depo- 
sed as  follows,  to  wit : 

I  have  attentively  considered  the  evidence  given  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  by  Mr.  Goodrich,  and  to 
the  best  of  my  recollection,  it  is  correct 

Nathaiubi.  Cbifmax,   Esq.,  one  of  the  members  of 

the  8enate  of  the  United  States,  from  the  8tate  of 

Vermont,  being  duly  sworn,    as    aforesaid,    on   the 

sixth  day  of  February,  one  thousand  seven  hundred 

'  and  ninety-eight,  deposed  as  follows,  to  wit : 

I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  heard  any  conversation  in 
presence  of  Mr.  Lyon,  relative  to  his  having  been  cash- 
iered, until  the  last  Summer.  I  had  before  heard  it,  as 
a  subject  of  conversation  in  Vermont.  Soon  after  Mr. 
Lyon  returned  from  the  last  session  of  Congress,  he  was 
at.Rutland ;  about  that  time  there  appeared  in  the 
Weekly  Museum,  a  parody  on  his  speech,  in  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  on  the  subject  of  waiting  on  the 
President  with  the  Address.  I  was  in  company  with 
Mr.  Lyon  and  two  or  three  others,  and  I  asked  him 
whether  he  did  not,  at  the  time,  expect  that  what  he 
had  said,  would  bring  up  the  subject  of  a  wooden  sword. 
He  replied  that  nothing  was  there  said,  which  could 
give  any  one  a  right  to  bring  up  that  business,  for  he 
had  expressed  himself  guardedly,  on  purpose  to  avoid 
anything  of  that  kind ;  that  he  had  not  mentioned  any- 
thing of  his  having  fought  or  been  a  soldier;  but  that 
he  had  been  at  his  post,  or  stood  firm  at  his  post  during 
the  war.  I  replied,  that  amounted  to  the  same  thing  | 
to  say  that  a  man  stood  firm  at  his  post,  was  saying  he 
was  a  soldier.  He  immediately  observed,  with  seeming 
anxiety,  that  he  was  not  to  blame  in  the  affair  for  which 
he  had  been  cashiered.  I  then  repeated  to  him  how  the 
circumstances  of  the  affair  had  been  related  by  a  person 
who  belonged  to  the  corps ;  who  had  said,  that  in  the 
Summer  of  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  seventy- 
six,  being  stationed  somewhere  near  Onion  river,  at 
Jericho,  I  believe,  the  officers  thought  themselves  in  a 
very  dangerous  situation,  and  first  suggested  it  to  the 
soldiers  under  their  command ;  they  suggested  that  they 
(the  officers)  could  not  desert  the  post,  without  subject- 
ing themselves  to  disgrace  or  punishment,  but  that  the 
soldiers  might  mutiny  and  march  offl  In  that  case  the 
officers  would  not  be  obliged  to  tarry  without  men. 
That  the  soldiers  marched  off,  and  that  the  officers  fol- 
lowed them.  Mr.  Lyon  observed  that  it  was  true  so  far 
as  it  related  to  the  commanding  officer,  and  one  or  more 
of  the  others,  and  that  he  had  himself  opposed,  as  soon 
as  he  learned  what  was  intended,  any  such  proceeding ; 
but  that  he  was  over-ruled,  and  finally  went  off  with 
thereat.  Mr.  Lyon  related  this  matter  more  particularly 
than  I  have  done ;  but  I  suppose  it  is  not  necessary  to 
enter  into  a  minute  detail.  He  then  mentioned  the 
circumstance  of  his  arrest  at  Ticonderoga,  and  some 
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circumstances  relating  to  the  trial.  He  did  not  mention 
the  particulars  of  the  sentence  of  the  court  martial,  nor 
did  I  ask  him.  He  further  said  that  the  next  year,  (in 
the  year  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  seventy-seven) 
General  St.  Clair,  who  commanded  in  the  Northern 
Department,  had  reversed  the  sentence  of  the  court  mar- 
tial. The  circumstance,  relative  to  the  business,  I  had 
before  heard,  and  therefore  made  no  inquiry  of  Mr. 
Lyon,  respecting  it,  that  I  recollect  The  conversation 
above    mentioned,    with    other  similar  conversations, 

Jassed  between  Colonel  Lyon,  myself,  and  two  other 
udges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  (a  session  of  which  was, 
at  the  time,  held  at  Rutland,)  and  some  gentlemen  of 
the  bar,  at  our  private  quarters,  in  the  course  of  the 
two  or  three  days  which  Colonel  Lyon  then  spent  at 
Rutland.  One  evening  there  was  a  number  of  people 
together  ;  a  Mr.  8mith,  if  I  recollect  right,  was  convers- 
ing upon  the  subject,  with  Mr.  Lyon.  What  occasioned 
the  observation,  I  cannot  say,  but  Colonel  Lyon  ob- 
served, that  he  should  take  no  notice  of  anything  that 
should  be  said  upon  that  subject,  referring  to  the  former 
subject  of  conversation  in  that  part  of  the  country;  but 
that,  if  any  one  at  Philadelphia,  or  if  any  member  of 
Congress  (I  cannot  recollect  the  precise  expression  he 
made  use  of)  should  insult  him  with  it,  or  pretend  to 
mention  it  to  him,  it  should  not  pass  with  impunity-— or 
expressions  conveying  the  same  idea. 

On  being  interrogated  by  Matthew  Lyon,  Esquire, 
and  other  members  of  the  House,  he  further  deposed : 

Mr.  Lyon,  I  take  it,  has  had  a  Colonel's  commission 
in  the  Militia — I  think  in  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  eighty-one.  It  was  during  the  time  of  a  dispute 
between  Vermont  and  New  York,  as  to  their  jurisdic- 
tion. The  neighborhood  of  Colonel  Lyon's  regiment, 
which  was  Abingdon,  where  he  then  lived,  was  about 
seventy  miles  from  where  he  was  cashiered.  He  now 
lives,  and  ever  since  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and 
eighty-three  or  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty- 
four,  has  lived,  about  twenty-five  or  thirty  miles  from 
that  place,  (Ticonderoga.)  Militia  field  officers  in  Ver- 
mont, I  believe,  at  that  time,  were  appointed  by  the 
militia  of  the  several  regiments. 

I  did  not  discover,  that  my  question,  with  respect  to 
the  wooden  sword,  was  taken  by  Mr.  Lyon  as  an  affront, 
but  Mr.  Lyon  discovered  an  anxiety  to  clear  himself  of 
censure. 

In  the  conversation  I  mentioned  above,  between  Mr. 
Lyon  and  myself,  my  expression  was :  If  he  did  not 
expect  that  this  ridiculous  speech  in  Congress,  relative 
to  the  Address,  would  bring  up  the  wooden  sword!  The 
first  time  I  saw  him  was  in  one  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  seventy-five.  I  did  not  then  reside  in  that  country. 
In  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  seventy-nine,  I 
went  to  reside  there,  and  soon  became  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Lyon. 

I  cannot  say  what  reasons  Mr.  Lyon  gave  for  not 
resenting  a  mengoning  of  the  wooden  sword,  in  Ver- 
mont 

I  cannot  say  whether  the  story  of  the  wooden  sword 
arose  from  a  figurative  expression,  or  was  literally  true. 
I  first  heard  the  story  previous  to  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  seventy-nine,  and  before  my  acquaintance 
with  Mr.  Lyon. 

Mr.  Lyon  and  I  have  never  been  much  in  habits  of 
political  friendship.  If  I  remember  rightly,  I  mention- 
ed in  Philadelphia,  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Lyon,  as 
above  related,  in  a  company  one  evening;  I  cannot  say 
with  certainty,  but  I  believe  Mr.  Griswold  was  present 
I  think  it  probable  I  have  also  related  the  conversation 


which  I  had  with  Mr.  Lyon  at  Rutland,  more  than  once 
in  this  city,  but  not  out  of  the  house  where  I  reside- 
to  my  present  recollection. 

Thomas  8umtkb,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representative*  mm 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  being  duly  sworn,  h 
aforesaid,  on  the  sixth  day  of  February,  one  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  and  interrogated  bj 
several  members  of  the  House,  answered  upon  hs 
said  oath,  to  the  interrogatories  so  put  to  him,  at  fal- 
lows, to  wit : 

Question.  Did  Mr.  Lyon  come  across  the  Home  to 
where  you  were  at  the  fire,  immediately  after  the  die- 
pute,  and  say  that  he  had  twice  heard  Mr.  Griswold  we 
the  expression  respecting  the  wooden  sword  ? 

Answer.  Mr.  Lyon  did  come  to  the  fire,  on  the  right 
of  the  Speaker's  chair,  where  I  was,  and  say,  that  he 
heard  Mr.  Griswold  use  the  expression ;  but  that  he  did 
not  then  attend  to  it,  but  turned  from  him,  and  took  no 
notice  of  it;  and  that  Mr.  Griswold  touched  him  on  the 
arm  and  repeated  it 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  precise  length  of  time  between 
the  termination  of  the  dispute  and  Mr.  Lyon's  to  can- 
ing to  you  and  making  the  observations,  at  before 
stated! 

A,  I  do  not  know  the  precise  time,  but  suppose  it  to 
have  been  but  a  short  time,  from  the  state  of  agitation 
in  which  Mr.  Lyon  appeared. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  might  not  have  spoken  to 
some  member,  before  he  so  came  to  you  at  the  fire ! 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  Lyon  had  spoken  to  any 
member  between  the  termination  of  the  dispute,  and  h» 
coming  to  the  fire. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  precise  time  when  the  dispute 
took  place  1 

A.  I  did  not  know  anything  of  it,  till  Mr.  Lyon 
came  to  me. 

Joseph  B.  Vabjtcx,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Representatives 
from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  being  duly  •won. 
as  aforesaid,  on  the  seventh  day  of  February,  one 
thousand  seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  depoied 
as  follows : 

I  do  not  know  the  precise  time  when  thefraauVock 
place,  and  cannot  therefore  exactly  tell  how  long  it  was 
before  I  saw  Mr.  Lyon.  On  the  day  on  which  the  House 
were  balloting  for  managers  of  the  impeachment  of 
William  Blount,  the  ballots  being  collected,  and  the  tel- 
lers counting  them,  I  was  standing  at  the  firs  in  the 
west  part  of  the  House,  in  company  with  other  gentle- 
men— the  8peaker  having  left  his  chair,  and  the  mem- 
bers generally  their  seats.  Mr.  Lyon  came  up  to  the 
exterior  of  the  circle  round  the  fire^  and  observed, 
that  he  imagined  there  would  be  a  bustle — that  he  had 
spit  in  Griswold's  face.  I  observed  to  him  that  I  w« 
exceedingly  sorry  for  it,  and  asked  him  how  a  thing  oi 
the  kind  could  possibly  take  place.  Mr.  Lyon  then 
told  me  the  circumstances  which  he  said  provoked  him 
to  do  the  act 

On  being  interrogated  by  Matthew  Lyon,  Esquire,  and 
other  members  of  the  House,  the  said  deponent  an- 
swered to  the  interrogatories  so  put  to  him,  ae  fol- 
lows, to  wit : 

Question,  Were  there  any  circnmstances  which  in- 
duced you  to  believe  that  Mr.  Lyon  came  to  you  at  the 
fire,  immediately  after  the  affray  took  place  1 
Answer,  Yes. 

Q.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Thatcher  mention  the  dispi" 
before  you  heard  it  elsewhere  1 
A.  No. 


1025 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


1026 


February,  1798.] 


Breach  of  Privilege. 


fH.  op  R. 


Q.  What  were  the  circumstances  which  induced  you 
to  believe  that  Mr.  Lyon  came  to  you  at  the  fire  im- 
mediately after  the  affray  1 

A.  When  Mr.  Lyon  came  up  to  the  Are,  he  appeared 
to  be  in  a  considerable  agitation  of  mind.  The  inform- 
ation I  first  received  of  the  affray  having  taken  place, 
was  from  Mr.  Lyon.  Pretty  soon  after  Mr.  Lyon  and 
I  had  ceased  conversation  on  the  subject,  some  other 
gentlemen  observed,  that  Mr.  Griswold  had  armed  him- 
self; or  had  gone  out  to  arm  himself;  and,  shortly  after, 
I  saw  Mr.  Griswold  come  in  with  a  stick.  These,  with 
the  observations  which  Mr.  Lyon  made  to  me  at  that 
time,  and  which  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  have  not 
thought  proper  for  me  to  relate,  were  the  circumstances 
which  induced  me  to  believe  that  Mr.  Lyon  came  to 
me  at  the  fire  immediately  after  the  affray  took  place  1 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Lyon  tell  you  that  he  heard  Mr.  Gris- 
wold twice  use  the  expression  respecting  the  wooden 
sword? 

A.  Yes. 

The  following  narrative  was  given  by  Mr.  Lyon, 
in  the  coarse  of  his  defence,  before  the  Committee 
of  Privileges,  on  Thursday,  the  1st  of  February: 
Gentlemen  of  the  Committee  .♦ 

After  having  heard  so  much  about  the  "  wooden 
sword,"  an  expression,  the  repetition  and  application 
of  which  in  an  indignant  manner  has  caused  you  this 
present  trouble,  I  hope  you'll  indulge  me  with  a  patient 
hearing  to  a  short  narrative  of  the  circumstance  which 
awakens  my  feelings,  and  utterly  disables  me  from 
bearing  such  reflections. 

After  living  ten  years  in  Connecticut,  from  my  fif- 
teenth to  twenty-fifth  year,  I  removed  to  a  new  settle- 
ment in  Vermont,  then  called  New  Hampshire  Grants, 
about  thirty  miles  from  Ticonderoga.  On  the  first  at- 
tempt of  the  British  Government  to  enslave  this  coun- 
try, I  joined  with  about  twenty  other  young  men  to 
form  a  minute  company,  and  to  learn  military  exercise ; 
we  made  proficiency,  and,  on  the  first  news  of  actual 
warfare,  we  hastened  to  join  Ethan  Allen,  in  taking 
Ticonderoga,  Crown  Point,  and  St.  John's.  I  contin*> 
fled  in  that  service  without  pay  or  prospect  of  it,  until 
the  Connecticut  forces  came  on  to  keep  the  forts ;  when 
I  returned  home  to  take  care  of  my  affairs,  which  bad 
suffered  in  my  absence.  In  the  same  Summer,  1775, 
the  militia  were  organized,  and  I  was  appointed  Adju- 
tant to  my  regiment 

In  1776,  after  the  retreat  from  Canada,  Colonel  Seth 
Warner,  being  out  of  employ,  applied  to  the  Comman- 
der-in-Chief in  the  Northern  department,  for  some  de- 
fence for  the  frontier  of  New  Hampshire  Grants,  which 
became  exposed  by  the  retreat  of  the  army.  The  Gen- 
eral recommended  to  the  Committee  of  the  New  Hamp- 
shire Grants,  of  which  I  was  a  member,  to  nominate 
the  commissioned  officers  for  six  companies,  and  he 
promised  to  commission  them,  and  that  they  should  be 
entitled  to  Continental  pay.  In  one  of  those  compa- 
rt" I  received  a  commission  as  a  second  lieutenant  I 
**t  about  enlisting  my  men,  and  immediately  obtained 
toy  quota,  and,  at  my  own  expense,  marched  them  to 
the  rendezvous  at  Pitsford,  about  twenty  miles  south- 
cast  from  Ticonderoga,  which,  by  this  time,  had  become 
head-quarters.  At  the  rendezvous  I  found  the  Captain 
tod  First  Lieutenant  of  my  company  had  raised  no 
men,  and  that  there  were  but  two  companies,  and  a 
put  of  another,  besides  mine,  raised,  and  that  Colo- 
nel Warner,  who  was  expected  to  have  commanded 
Qir  six  companies,  had  received  a  commission  and  or- 
ders from  Congress  for  raising  a  regiment  on  the  Con- 
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tinental  establishment  during  the  war,  and  that,  in  his 
endeavors  to  raise  his  regiment,  the  raising  of  our  com- 
panies was  wholly  impeded.  Finding  the  business 
falling  into  suptneness,  I  applied  to  the  General  to  dis- 
charge me  and  my  men,  in  order  that  I  might  join 
Warner's  regiment  The  General  at  once  agreed  to 
discharge  and  pay  me  and  my  men,  and  ordered  me  to 
make  up  my  pay  roll  for  the  purpose.  But,  at  this 
juncture,  application  was  made  to  the  General  by  some 
people  who  had  bought  the  crops  of  the  Whigs,  and 
who  had  removed  from  Onion  river ;  and  he  was  in- 
duced to  order  our  party  to  march  to  Jericho,  and  take 
post  at  a  certain  house  on  the  north  side  of  Onion 
river,  at  least  sixty  miles  in  advance  of  the  army,  to- 
wards Canada — from  whence  the  army  had  retreated, 
and  about  the  same  distance  from  any  body  of  inhabi- 
tants ;  and  the  General,  instead  of  discharging,  ordered 
me  to  join  one  of  the  other  companies. 

The  idea  of  the  people,  and  of  the  Committee  of  the 
New  Hampshire  Grants,  was  that  these  six  companies, 
if  they  had  all  been  raised,  would  have  been  stationed 
somewhere  near  Middlebury,  which  is  opposite  Crown 
Point,  and  about  twelve  miles  east  therefrom,  and  near 
forty  miles  southward  of  the  places  appointed  by  the 
General. 

The  commanding  officer  wrote  to  the  General,  repre- 
senting the  situation  of  the  country,  and  the  impossi- 
bility of  our  being  of  any  service  at  Onion  river,  as  all 
the  well  affected  people  were  moved  away.  This  letter 
was  either  neglected  or  answered  with  a  fresh  order  for 
marching.  The  order  was  obeyed;  but  the  soldiers 
considered  themselves  sacrificed  to  the  interest  of^those 
persons  who  bought  the  crops  for  a  trifle,  and  wanted 
to  get  our  party  there  to  eat  them  at  the  public  expense. 
I  opposed  those  murmurs  with  all  the  arguments  in  my 
power. 

I  used  frequently  to  urge  with  them,  that  the  abso- 
lute government  of  the  army  must  be  with  the  General ; 
he  could  not  be  omniscient,  and  we  ought  to  submit 
with  cheerfulness  and  hope  for  the  best  In  this  situa- 
tion our  little  garrison,  which  contained  about  sixty 
men,  besides  invalids,  were  alarmed  by  the  Indians 
taking  some  persons  from  a  house  about  a  mile  distant 
Consternation  prevailed.  I  immmediately  called  for 
volunteers,  and  with  about  twenty  men  went  to  the 
house  where  the  prisoners  had  been  taken — from 
thence  took  a  circuit  in  the  woods  round  the  garrison, 
in  order  to  see  if  there  were  any  party  or  appearances 
of  the  enemy.  Finding  none,  I  returned  and  obtained 
leave  to  take  about  five  and  twenty  of  the  best  men, 
and  pursue  the  enemy  towards  the  Lakes,  where  we 
supposed  they  had  gone.  I  had  proceeded  about  two 
miles,  when  two  runners  from  the  commanding  officer 
brought  me  positive  orders  to  return,  with  intelligence 
that  a  subaltern  officer  had  returned  from  a  scout  to  the 
Lake  Cham  plain,  about  twelve  miles  distant,  where  he 
saw  five  or  six  hundred  Indians. 

On  my  return,  I  found  the  soldiers  more  than  ever 
anxious  about  their  situation.  They  complained  bit- 
terly of  the  orders  which  bound  them  to  the  north  side 
of  Onion  river,  more  than  twenty  poles  wide,  at  that 
time  not  fordable,  and  but  a  single  small  canoe  to  cross 
with.  I  endeavored  to  encourage  them  with  assurances 
that  we  could  withstand  any  number  of  Indians  in  our 
log  house  and  a  hovel  or  two  which  stood  near ;  and, 
after  a  battle,  if  we  should  find  the  enemy  too  trouble- 
some, we  might  retreat  with  honor.  I  urged  them  to 
their  duty  as  soldiers  and  patriots.  Every  preparation 
was  made  to  repel  the  attack  which  was  expected  from 
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the  enemy  that  night  Being  fatigued,  and  off  duty,  I 
had  laid  down  to  rest,  with  my  fuzee  in  my  anna. 
About  nine  o'clock  in  the  evening,  I  heard  a  violent 
bustle,  with  a  cry  of  "  Turn  out !  turn  out !"  I  turned 
out,  and  inquired  where  the  enemy  were  discovered  ? 
and  was  answered,  "  No  where."  The  soldiers  were 
paraded,  and  I  found  by  what  was  said  by  the  sergeants 
that  they  were  about  to  march  off  and  cross  the  river. 
I  expostulated  with  them,  long  and  earnestly,  pointing 
out  the  dishonor  which  such  an  action  would  reflect  on 
their  country.  I  urged  them  to  stay  the  event  of  a 
battle ;  and  I  spoke  the  truth  when  I  assured  them  that 
I  preferred  death  in  battle  to  the  dishonor  of  quitting 
our  post. 

All  entreaties  were  ineffectual;  they  declared  they 
had  been  abused — there  was  no  chance  for  their  lives 
there,  and  they  marched  off  for  the  south  side  of  the 
river.  A  sergeant  returned  with  some  soldiers,  and 
called  upon  the  officers  to  cross  the  river.  As  they 
were  going  to  take  the  canoe  to  the  other  side,  they  in- 
sisted on  our  going,  and  threatened  violence  if  we  re- 
fused. The  other  officers,  which  were  two  Captains 
and  one  Lieutenant,  seemed  willing  to  go,  and  I  did 
not  think  it  my  duty  to  resist  alone. 

In  the  morning,  the  soldiers  offered  to  return  to  sub- 
ordination, if  the  commanding  officer  would  lead  them 
to  a  small  block  fort  at  Newhaven,  about  thirty  miles 
to  the  southward.  The  officers  held  a  consultation ; — 
in  this  I  refused  to  do  anything  but  go  back  to  the 
station  we  were  ordered  to  maintain.  We  were  at 
this  place  joined  by  a  Lieutenant  and  a  few  men, 
who  had  gone  to  the  mill  near  Crown  Point  to  get 
wheat  ground,  and  I  was  sent  express  to  head-quar- 
ters, to  carry  letters  and  inform  the  General  of  what 
iiad  happened ;  but  some  of  the  wheat  speculators  had 
arrived  before  me,  and  so  exasperated  the  General 
that,  when  I  arrived,  he  was  enraged  to  the  highest 
pitch :  he  swore  we  should  all  be  hanged,  and  ordered 
me  under  arrest  Within  a  few  days,  the  other  offi- 
cers and  some  of  the  soldiers  were  brought  into  head- 
quarters. We  had  a  trial,  by  a  court  martial,  ap- 
pointed by  the  exasperated  General,  who  now  swore 
we  should  all  be  broke.  I  proved  every  thing  with 
respect  to  myself  that  is  here  stated,  (the  persons  are 
yet  alive  by  whom  I  proved  it,  and  are  ready  to 
repeat  it,)  notwithstanding  which,  I  was  included  in 
the  general  sentence  of  cashiering ;  nor  did  even  the 
Lieutenant  who  was  absent  at  the  mill  escape  the 
awful  condemnation.  The  soldiers  were  sentenced  to 
corporeal  punishment,  but,  on  General  Carlton's  com- 
ing down  to  attack  Ticonderoga,  they  were  liberated. 

The  mortification  of  being  cashiered,  and  that  very 
undeservedly,  without  any  other  aggravation,  was,  I 
believe,  quite  to  the  extent  of  my  power  to  bear ;  had 
any  indignant  ceremony  been  to  be  performed,  they 
would  not  have  had  my  company  at  it,  as  the  imple- 
ments of  death  were  in  my  power. 

The  General  sent  for  us  to  his  own  house,  and  there, 
in  a  mild  manner,  communicated  to  us  the  sentence — 
no  one  present  I  believe  but  his  aid ;  and  we  took  our 
own  time  and  manner  of  quitting  Ticonderoga.  I 
have  always  understood  he  reversed  the  sentence. 

Perhaps  my  spirit  would  not  have  been  able  to  have 
borne  up  under  this  affliction  had  not  all  my  acquaint- 
ances acquitted  me  of  every  color  of  misbehaviour ;  nor 
did  the  bitterest  enemy  ever  seriously,  between  he  and 
me,  before  the  present  insult,  call  my  courage  or  my 
conduct  in  that  instance  in  question.  Twenty-one 
years  have  elapsed  since  the  unfortuuate  affair,  during 


which  it  has  slept  in  oblivion,  until  party  rage  and 
party  newspapers  tore  open  the  wound  in  my  breast 

To  pursue  the  narrative:  General  8t  Clair,  who 
presided  at  the  Court  Martial,  which  condemned  me, 
in  the  Summer  succeeding  that  misfortune,  recom- 
mended me  to  Gen.  Schuyler,  informing  him  (as  I  sup- 
posed) of  my  ill  usage  and  of  my  subsequent  services, 
and  obtained  for  me  a  commission  of  Paymaster  to  a 
Continental  regiment  commanded  by  Colonel  Seth 
Warner,  which  commission  entitled  me  to  the  rank  of 
Captain.  In  this  I  was  again  unfortunately  led  into 
trouble,  as  the  officers  of  the  regiment  had,  previous  to 
my  appointment,  petitioned  Congress  for  the  restora- 
tion of  the  former  Paymaster,  who  had  been  cashiered, 
and  was  the  son  of  a  Congressman  of  Connecticut 

Notwithstanding  the  coldness  this  created  towards 
me,  and  the  consequent  bickerings,  no  officer  ever 
thought  proper  to  mention  to  me  the  unhappy  affair  of 
the  preceding  Summer.  In  this  regiment  I  served  at 
the  capture  of  Burgoyne ;  and  the  succeeding  8pring, 
when  my  family  could  return  to  my  plantation,  from 
which  Burgoyne's  invasion  had  drove  them,  at  the  so- 
licitation of  Governor  Chittenden,  and  many  other 
friends,  I  resigned  at  a  time  when  the  officers  of  the 
regiment,  almost  all,  had  become  reconciled,  and  wished 
my  stay.  Immediately  on  my  resignation  I  was  ap- 
pointed Captain  in  the  militia,  and  to  several  cm] 
offices  under  the  authority  of  the  8tate  of  Vermont, 
which  had  newly  formed  a  constitution  and  set  up 
government. 

In  the  year  1778, 1  was  appointed  a  member  of  the 
Legislature,  in  which  station  I  served  my  country  ever 
since,  save  two  years,  until  my  appointment  to  Con- 
gress. I  held  a  station  in  the  militia,  until  the  com- 
mand of  the  regiment  I  lived  in,  with  a  full  Colonel's 
commission,  was  given  to  me.  I  moved  to  where  I 
now  reside  about  the  dose  of  the  war,  and  I  have  had 
no  concern  with  military  matters,  nor  been  a  candidate 
for  any  military  appointment  since. 

Thus  circumstanced,  gentlemen  of  the  committee,  I 
must  appeal  to  your  own  feelings,  whether  it  belonged 
to  me  to  receive  with  impunity  the  aggravated  insult 
offered  me  by  that  young  gentleman,  Mr.  GriswoWL 
The  station  I  now  hold  points  out  to  you  the  propriety 
of  giving  full  credit  to  the  plain  story  I  now  tell  you, 
especially  as  it  is  corroborated  by  evidence.  The  proper 
testimony  to  support  this  narrative  I  will  procure  and 
lay  before  the  public  as  soon  as  the  situation  of  the  evi- 
dences will  admit 

I  shall  conclude  with  making  some  observations  oa 
the  testimony,  all  of  which  corroborates  that  I  was  stand- 
ing without  the  bar  conversing  with  the  Speaker,  who 
sat  on  an  outside  chair ;  the  subject  I  believe  it  is  ap- 
parent was  Mr.  Nicholas's  motion.  I  did  not  like  the 
opposition  given  to  it  by  the  Connecticut  members.  I 
insisted  they  did  not  act  according  to  the  sense  and  un- 
derstanding of  the  people  of  that  State.  This  led  to 
saying  many  other  things ;  though  my  discourse  was 
directed  to  the  Speaker,  it  appears  I  had  the  wit  and 
raillery  of  five  or  six  gentlemen  from  New  York  and 
Connecticut  to  withstand  and  reply  to ;  it  appears  that 
I  supported  it  with  good  humor. 

It  appears,  also,  by  the  testimony,  that  Mr.  GriswokL 
in  Mr.  Harper's  seat,  gave  me  a  most  cutting  insok. 
The  8peaker,  who  I  was  in  conversation  with,  heard  it » 
well  as  some  others;  they  testify  that  I  did  not  ap- 
pear to  hear  it  Why  not  hear  it  as  well  as  they! 
For  no  other  reason  than  to  keep  up  the  prevailing 
good  humor. 
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But  Mr.  GrUwold  not  satisfied  with  the  insult  al- 
ready given,  says  to  one  of  the  witnesses,  "  He  does 
not  hear  me,"  and  removes  and  intrudes  himself  to  my 
side,  pulls  me  by  the  arm  to  call  my  attention,  and  then 
more  particularly  and  more  deliberately  repeats  the  in- 
sult ,  knowing  it  to  be  the  most  provoking  abuse  that 
one  gentleman  could  possibly  offer  another. 

Under  all  these  circumstances,  I  cannot  but  en- 
tertain the  fullest  assurance  that  I  stand  justified  for 
the  repulse  of  that  deliberate  insult  offered  me  by  Mr. 
Grbwold,  in  the  view  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  and  of  every  man  of  honor  or  feel- 
ing who  shall  ever  hear  the  story. 


Tuesday,  February  13. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  in- 
forming the  House  that  they  had  passed  a  bill  for 
the  sale  of  lands  in  the  Northwestern  Territory ; 
and  that  they  had  also  passed  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  the  refugees  from  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia, 
with  amendments. 

Mr.  Coit  reported  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act 
for  promoting  the  progress  of  the  useful  arts; 
which  was  committed  tor  Monday  next. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
which  had  been  received  by  the  Clerk  from  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  enclosing  an 
authorized  copy  of  their  agreement  to  the  amend- 
ment proposed  to  the  Constitution  respecting  the 
suability  of  States.    Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

FOREIGN  CON8UL8. 

Mr.  Otis,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech  which 
has  relation  to  foreign  Consuls,  directed  him  to 
ask  leave  to  be  discharged  from  the  consideration 
of  that  subject,  in  order  that  it  might  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  whom  has 
been  referred  the  bill  providing  for  the  expenses 
of  Government  for  the  year  1798,  as  an  item  could 
be  introduced  into  that  bill  without  going  through 
the  formalities  of  a  bill  for  that  purpose. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Gallatin 
and  Nicholas,  as  they  were  not  certain  that  the 
expenses  alluded  to  were  authorized  by  law;  and 
if  they  were  not.  it  would  be  proper  to  authorize 
the  expenses  before  they  appropriated  money  to 
pay  them. 
"The  motion  was  put  and  negatived — 37  to  33.' 

EXECUTIVE  CONTINGENT  FUND. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate*  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  .* 

In  obedience  to  the  law,  I  now  present  to  both  Houses 
of- Congress  my  annual  account  of  expenditures  from 
the  contingent  fund  during  the  year  1797,  by  which  it 
appears  that,  on  the  first  day  of  January  last,  there  re- 
mained in  the  Treasury  a  balance  of  fifteen  thousand 
four  hundred  and  ninety-four  dollars  and  twenty-four 
cents,  subject  to  future  dispositions  of  Government. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 

Uhit*d  Statis,  February  12,  1708. 

The  Message  and  statement  were  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 


APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  1798. 

The  Speaker  said,  the  business  first  in  order 
was  the  unfinished  business  of  the  bill  providing 
for  our  intercourse  with  foreign  nations. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  to  postpone  the  unfinished 
business,  for  the  purpose  ot  taking  up  the  bill  ma- 
king appropriations  tor  the  support  or  Government 
for  the  year  1798,  as  Government  was  at  present 
drawing  money  by  way  of  anticipation.  There 
was  also  a  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims,  on 
the  subject  of  excepting  certain  claims  from  the 
operation  of  the  limitation  act,  which  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  soon  to  act  upon,  as  the  delay  of 
it  might  induce  speculations  which  it  would  be 
better  to  prevent;  • 

After  some  few  objections  to  a  postponement  of 
the  unfinished  business,  it  was  at  length  agreed  to 
postpone  it  for  the  purpose  of  taking  up  the  appro- 
priation bill. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  appropriating 
for  the  support  of  Government  for  the  year  179& 
(Mr.  Dent  in  the  Chair ;)  and  after  having  agreed 
to  the  various  items  therein  contained,  with  little 
or  no  debate,  the  committee  rose,  and  the  House 
concurred  in  the  amendments  which  had  been 
agreed  to  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing. 

QUAKERS'  MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  hoped  the  House  would  go  into 
a  Committee  of  the  .Whole  on  the  report  of  a  select 
committee  en  the  memorial  of  the  people  called 
Quakers. 

Mr.  Rutledge  wished  this  subject  might  be 
deferred  till  to-morrow,  as  he  thought  it  would  be 
proper  to  introduce  an  amendment  into  the  report, 
which  he  was  not  at  that  time  prepared  to  make. 

Mr.  Sitoreaves  consented. 

RULE8  OF  THE  H0U8E. 

Mr.  Coit  thought  it  was  desirable  to  introduce 
an  amendment  to  the  standing  rules  and  orders  of 
the  House.  For  this  purpose,  he  proposed  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : 

"  Resohedy  That  the  following  be  added  to  the  stand- 
ing rules  and  orders  of  this  House :  *  That  no  question 
shall  be  taken  up  for  reconsideration  when  there  shall 
be  a  smaller  number  of  members  present  than  were 
present  when  the  original  vote  was  passed.' " 

Agreed  to,  and  referred  to  a  committee  of  five 
members. 

OLIVER  POLLOCK. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  called  for  the  order  of  the  da} 
on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oliver  Pollock ;  which, 
being  agreed  to, 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  this  bill,  and,  after  some  debate,  it 
was  negatived — 35  to  24. 

The  committee  rose,  when  a  motion  was  made 
to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  this  bill ; 
which  motion  not  appearing  to  be  very  accepta- 
ble, another  motion  was  made  to  adjourn,  which 
was  carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker — 
I  there  being  37  to  37. 
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Wednesday,  February  14. 

The  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support 
of  Government  for  the  year  1798,  and  for  other 
purposes,  was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  for 
the  relief  of  the  refugees  from  Canada  and  Nova 
Scotia  were  taken  up  and  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Otis,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  that  part  of  the  Speech  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  which  relates  to  the  reimburse- 
ment of  certain  advances  made  by  Consuls  in  for- 
eign countries,  made  a  report,  stating  that  it  was 
supposed  $30,000  would  be  sufficient  for  this  object, 
and  recommended  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  for 
effecting  the  measure,  which  was  committed  for 
Friday. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  who  had  been  instructed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  and  what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the 
law  respecting  the  entry  of  stills,  was  directed  to 
make  a  report  on  the  subject.  The  report  was 
accompanied  by  a  bill  making  an  alteration  in  the 
manner  of  making  the  entry  of  stills,  by  doing 
away  with  the  annual  entry  after  the  1st  of  July 
next,  and  requiring,  that  after  a  still  has  been  once 
entered,  it  shall  be  again  entered  only  in  case  of 
removal.  This  report  and  bill  were  committed 
for  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  same  committee, to  whom 
it  had  been  referred  to  inquire  whether  any  and 
what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the  act  laying  a 
duty  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper, 
was  directed  to  make  a  further  report,  recommend- 
ing that  a  deduction  of  7£  per  cent,  should  be 
allowed  to  all  purchasers  of  stamps  (except  col- 
lectors of  revenue)  above  the  value  of  twenty 
dollars,  and  that  a  certain  deduction  should  be 
retained  by  the  collectors  of  the  impost  duty,  from 
drawbacks  on  goods  exported,  instead  of  the  stamp 
duty  proposed  to  be  laid,  which  it  was  stated  would 
fall  very  unequally,  according  to  the  scale  pro- 
posed in  the  law.  A  bill  was  reported,  at  the  same 
time,  making  these  alterations  in  the  law.  The 
report  and  bill  were  committed  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Harper  proposed  to  add  the  following 
regulation  to  the  standing  rules  and  orders  of  the* 
House,  viz : 

«  Resolved,  That  the  standing  rules  and  orders  of  the 
House  be  amended  by  inserting  after  the  rules  respect- 
ing motions  for  adjournment,  '  Provided,  that  no  motion 
for  adjournment  shall  be  received,  except  by  unanimous 
consent,  whilst  any  other  motion  is  pending.1 " 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  sale  of  land 
between  the  Great  and  Little  Miami,  in  the  terri- 
tory northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  was  also  taken 
up  and  committed  for  Monday. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished,  as  in  some  degree  con- 
nected with  this  subject,  to  present  a  petition  from 
a  number  of  persons  settled  near  the  mouth  of  the 
Kentucky  river,  who  wished  to  purchase  the 
same,  which  would  be  proper  to  be  referred  to  the 
same  committee.  He  wished  also  to  move  an 
instruction  to  the  committee,  to  inquire  what  pro- 


gress has  been  made  in  carrying  the  act  into  effect 
for  the  sale  of  land  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio, 
and  whether  any  amendments  are  necessary  in 
the  said  act,  particularly  as  to  the  price  of  the 
land.  He  believed  there  was  little  probability  of 
the  land  selling  at  the  price  which  had  been 
fixed,  and  persons  who  might  become  purchasers 
if  the  price  was  reasonable,  were  now  moving  off 
to  the  Spanish  Territory.  He  thought  it  would 
be  well  to  prevent  this,  and  therefore  moved  this 
instruction.    It  was  agreed  to. 

QUAKERS'  MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  moved  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  a  select  committee  on  the  memo- 
rial of  the  people  called  Quakers ;  which  motion 
being  agreed  to.  the  House  went  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Dent  in  the 
Chair.     The  report  having  been  read  as  follows: 

"  That,  inasmuch  as  the  said  memorial  and  address 
presents,  in  general  terms  only,  certain  subjects  to  the 
consideration  of  the  Legislature,  without  containing 
any  definite  state  of  facts,  or  any  specific  application 
for  its  interposition,  the  memorialists  were  desired  to 
exhibit  9,  particular  view  of  the  grievance*  of  which 
they  complained,  in  order  that  the  attention  of  the 
House  might  be  directed  to  precise  objects,  and  that  it 
might  be  better  discerned  whether  the  complaints  of 
the  memorialists  were  of  a  nature  to  justify  LegisU- 
tive  interference : 

"  That,  in  consequence  of  this  request,  the  memo- 
rialists laid  before  the  committee  the  representatioo  and 
documents  which  accompany  this  report : 

"  That,  on  the  subject  of  this  representatioa,  the 
memorialists  were  invited  to  confer  with  the  committee, 
and  were  solicited  to  suggest  the  remedy  which  they 
conceived  it  to  be  in  the  power  of  Congress  to  apply  to 
the  case,  as  stated  by  them  : 

"  That  the  committee,  after  several  conferences  with 
the  memorialists,  and  an  attentive  consideration  of  the 
subject,  are  very  clearly  of  opinion  that  the  facts  dis- 
closed in  the  said  representation  are  exclusively  of  judi- 
cial cognizance ;  and  that  it  is  not  competent  to  the 
Legislative  authority  of  Congress  to  do  any  act  in  rela- 
tion to  the  matter  thereof : 

"  Wherefore  the  committee  recommend  the  following 
resolution : 

"  Revived,  That  the  memorialists  have  leave  to 
withdraw  the  said  memorial  and  address." 

Mr.  Thatcher  could  not  say  that  he  was  perfect- 
ly satisfied  with  the  report  of  the  committee  in  all 
its  parts.  He  wished  the  business  disposed  of  with- 
out coming  to  any  decisive  resolution  upon  it,  so  as 
either  to  approve  or  disapprove  of  it.  He  was  not 
ready  to  say  that  tbe  facts  disclosed  in  that  memo- 
rial were  exclusively  of  judicial  coguizance.  aod 
that  the  Legislature  of  the  Union  was  incompetent 
to  do  anything  in  it.  It  might,  however,  be  true,  but 
it  was  not  clear  to  him.  He  would  rather  that 
the  subject  should  not  now  be  acted  upon:  he 
would,  therefore,  propose  an  amendment  to  the 
report,  which  might  conclude  the  business  with- 
out coming  to  any  resolution  upon  it,  which  hid 
been  tbe  course  heretofore  taken  with  similar 
applications.  He  moved,  therefore,  to  strikeout 
the  resolution  giving  the  petitioners  leave  to  with- 
draw their  petition ;  and  if  his  motion  was  agreed 
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to,  he  should  wish  the  committee  to  rise,  and  that  I 
the  House  would  not  act  further  upon  it  at  | 
present.  I 

Mr.  Rutledge  said,  he,  as  well  as  the  gentle- ' 
man  from  Massachusetts,  was  dissatisfied  with 
the  report  of  the  select  committee.  He  thought 
the  report  ought  to  have  stated  that  the  peace  of 
certain  States  in  the  Union  had  been  much  dis- 
turbed by  applications  of  this  kind.  He  had  pre- 
pared a  resolution  to  this  effect,  which  he  would 
read  in  his  place.    It  was  as  follows : 

"  Retohcd,  That  part  of  the  memorial  of  the  people 
called  Quakers  has  a  tendency  to  disturb  the  tranquillity 
of  some  of  the  States  of  the  Union ;  that  this  House 
is  not  competent  to  act  upon  it,  and  therefore  they  have 
leave  to  withdraw  their  memorial." 

There  could  be  little  difference  of  opinion  on 
the  assertion  that  the  internal  tranquillity  of  seve- 
ral States  had  been  disturbed  by  these  applica- 
tions ;  and  he  believed  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  obtaining  a  majority  of  the  House  to  declare  it ; 
as  if  the  Representatives  of  three  or  four  States 
were  to  rise  and  declare  the  fact,  it  must  have 
sufficient  weight  to  carry  a  declaration  of  this 
kind.  He  had,  however,  mentioned  the  matter  to 
some  of  his  friends,  and  found  it  was  not  very 
agreeable  to  them,  as  they  wished  to  get  rid  of 
the  business  without  debate.  But  if  the  present 
motion  were  to  obtain,  he  should  afterwards 
bring  forward  this  resolution. 

The  Chairman  declared  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts  out  of  order. 

The  question  on  the  resolution,  as  reported,  was 
put  and  carried,  there  being  74  votes  in  the  affirm- 
ative. The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  House 
concurred  in  the  report. 

FRANKING  PRIVILEGE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Thatcher,  the  House  went 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  grant- 
ing the  right  of  franking  to  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  add- 
ing, "and  the  officer  commanding  the  troops  of 
the  United  States,"  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  committee  rose,  the  House  agreed  to  the 
amendment,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed for  a  third  reading. 

RELIEF  OF  WIDOWS  AND  ORPHAN8. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Gregg,  the  House  went  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  subject  of  making 
provision  for  the  widows  and  orphan  children  of 
the  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  who 
were  killed  in  an  action  with  the  Indians,  in  the 
territory  northwest  of  the  Ohio,  on  the  4th  of 
November,  1791.    The  report  was  favorable. 

Mr.  Davis  moved  to  amend  the  report  by  add- 
ing 'militia  officers."  He  thought  it  was  only 
reasonable  that  an  allowance  should  be  made  to 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  militia  officers,  as  well 
*s  to  those  of  the  officers  of  the  Army.  The  Ken- 
tucky militia  were  out  on  that  expedition,  and 
several  officers  were  killed. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  proposed  to  make  the  provision 
general,  and  to  go  back  to  the  4th  of  March,  1789. 


Some  objections  were  urged  to  this  amendment, 
as  it  was  apprehended,  from  its  comprehensive- 
ness, it  might  endanger  the  passage  of  the  bill,  as 
the  Senate  had  rejected  a  former  bill  of  this  kind. 
The  committee  rose  without  coming  to  any  deci- 
sion, and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

Thursday,  February  15. 

FRACAS  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

[About  a  quarter  past  eleven  o'clock,  after 
prayers,  whilst  the  Speaker  was  in  his  Chair, 
and  many  members  in  their  places,  but  before  the 
House  had  been  called  to  order,  and  before  the 
Journal  had  been  read,  Mr.  Gribwold  entered  the 
House,  and  observing  Mr.  Lyon  in  his  place  (who 
was  writing)  he  went  up  to  him  witn  a  pretty 
strong  walking  stick  in  his  hand,  with  which  he 
immediately  began  to  beat  him  with  great  vio- 
lence. Mr.  G.'s  approach  was  observed  by  Mr. 
Lyon,  but  before  he  could  get  from  behind  his 
desk  he  had  received  some  severe  blows.  As  soon 
as  he  cot  on  the  floor  of  the  House  he  endeavored 
to  lay  hold  of  Mr.  G.  (having  no  stick  or  weapon 
in  his  hand)  but  he  was  prevented  from  doiog.so 
by  Mr.  G's  falling  back,  and  the  continual  blows 
with  which  he  was  assailed.  At  length  getting 
behind  the  Speaker's  chair,  Mr.  L.  snatched  up 
the  tongs  from  the  fire ;  the  combatants  then  closed 
and  came  down  together  upon  the  floor,  Mr.  G. 
being  uppermost  The  members  in  the  House, 
who  till  now  seemed  to  look  on  with  amazement 
at  the  scene,  without  an  attempt  to  put  an  end  to 
it,  got  round  the  parties,  and  separated  them,  but 
not  before  Mr.  L.  had  aimed  a  blow  at  Mr.  G.'s 
head  with  the  tongs,  but  which  he  parried  off. 
The  Speaker  was  now  called  upon  to  desire  the 
members  to  take  their  seats,  and  form  the  House. 
Whilst  this  was  doing,  the  two  enraged  members 
met  again  without  the  bar,  and  but  for  the  door- 
keeper and  some  gentlemen  present  would  have 
renewed  the  combat  Order  having  been  obtained 
(at  least  as  much  as  it  was  possible  to  obtain  from 
the  agitated  state  of  the  House)  the  Clerk  pro- 
ceeded to  read  the  Journal,  and  the  business  of 
the  day  was  entered  upon.  It  continued  till  one 
o'clock,  when  from  the  perturbation  which  was 
naturally  occasioned  by  such  a  scene,  and  it  being 
evident  that  business  was  very  little  attended  to 
by  a  great  part  of  the  House,  a  motion  for  an  ad- 
journment was  made  and  carried.  It  will  be  seen 
that  no  notice  was  taken  of  this  proceeding  in  the 
course  of  the  sitting.] 

The  bill  granting  the  right  of  franking  letters  to 
the  Attorney  General  and  the  officer  command- 
ing the  troops  of  the  United  States,  was  read  the 
third  time  and  passed. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims,  on  the  subject  of  extending  the 
provisions  allowed  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
certain  officers  of  the  Army  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  widows  and  orphans  of  those  who  were 
killed  in  action  with  the  Indians  in  the  Territory 
northwest  of  the  Ohio,  on  the  4th  of  November, 
1791 ;  when  the  proposition  made  yesterday  for 
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extending  the  provision  to  the  widows  and  or- 
phans of  all  officers  who  have  died  in  the  service, 
which  are  not  at  present  provided  for,  was  agreed 
to. 

The  committee  rose,  the  House  concurred  in 
the  amendment,  and  tne  Committee  of  Claims 
was  directed  to  bring  in  a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  Livingston  said,  the  delegates  from  the 
State  of  New  York  had  received  instructions 
from  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  to  use  their  en- 
deavors to  get  removed  a  difficulty  which  existed 
in  a  suit  now  pending,  in  which  there  was  a 
clashing  of  jurisdiction  between  the  States  of 
New  York  and  Connecticut.  In  order  to  remove 
this  difficulty,  and  others  of  a  similar  nature,  in 
future,  he  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  following 
effect  : 

"  Rooked,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made,  by  law, 
allowing  the  trial  of  all  cases  in  which  one  or  more 
States  may  be  interested,  by  a  jury  to  be  taken  from  a 
State  not  interested  in  such  suit  or  suits." 

Which  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
.  The  Speaker  announced  that  the  unfinished 
business- of  the  bill  providing  the  means  of  foreign 
intercourse,  was  first  in  order. 

Mr.  Dent  moved  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  that  subject  until  Monday,  as,  from  the  ap- 
pearance of  the  House,  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  proper  to  go  into  so  important  a  subject  at 
present. 

After  a  few  other  observations,  the  question  for 
postponement  was  carried  44  to  34. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committe  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  reported  a  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Sylvanus  Crowell;  which  was  commit- 
ted for  Monday. 

The  same  gentleman,  from  the  same  commit- 
tee, also  made  a  report  on  the  petitions  of  Reuben 
Smith  and  Nathan  Strong,  who  pray  to  be  allow- 
ed the  bounty  and  drawback  on  a  quantity  of  beef, 
pork,  and  cotton  goods  exported,  which  nad  been 
regularly  inspected,  but,  upon  the  exportation  of 
which,  the  necessary  bona  had  not  oeen  given, 
nor  the  oath  prescribed  taken. 

The  committee  state  that  this  neglect  does  not 
appear  to  have  taken  place  from  any  improper 
motive,  and.  therefore,  recommend  that  the  re^ 
lief  prayed  for  may  be  granted.  Committed  for 
Monday. 

RELIEF  OP  AMERICAN  SEAMEN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Livingston,  the  House  went 
into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  in  ad- 
dition to  the  act  for  the  relief  and  protection  of 
American  seamen  ;  when,  after  Mr.  L.  had  intro- 
duced an  amendment,  requiring  masters  of  vessels 
to  give  bond  to  bring  back,  or  give  a  due  account 
of  all  the  sailors  they  take  out  on  their  voyages, 
the  committee  rose;  but  some  objections  being 
offered  to  this  amendment  in  the  House,  the  con- 
sideration of  it  was  postponed,  and  it  was  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JD.  Foster  then  moved  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Dawson  wished  the  motion  for  adjourn- 
ment to  be  withdrawn  until  he  offered  a  resolu- 
tion to  the  House. 


The  motion  for  adjournment  was  persisted  in, 
and  negatived,  there  being  only  23  votes  in  favor 
of  it. 

AMENDMENT  OF  RULE8. 

Mr.  Dawson  then  proposed  a  resolution  to  the 
following  effect,  whicn  he  wished  to  be  referred  to 
the  committee  appointed  to  consider  upon  the 
propriety  of  making  certain  amendments  in  the 
Standing  Rules  and  Orders  of  the  House: 

"  Resolved,  That  the  8tanding  Rules  and  Ordenof 
this  House  be  amended,  by  adding  to  them  a  provision, 
that  persons  attending  this  House  to  take  down  it«  de- 
bates and  proceedings,  for  the  purpose  of  publication, 
shall  be  permitted  to  take  their  places  within  the  bar 
of  the  House." 

The  Speaker  said,  he  would  state  to  the  House 
that  this  was  now  the  case,  except  as  to  one  per- 
son, who  had  abused  the  privilege,  and  insulted 
the  Speaker  of  the  House. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  upon  the 
table. 


Friday,  February  16. 
CA8E  OF  GRISWOLD  AND  LYON. 

Immediately  upon  the  Journals  having  beeo 
read, 

Mr.  Davis,  of  Kentucky,  rose  and  proposed  the 
following  resolution  for  the  adoption  of  the 
House : 

"  Resolved,  That  Roger  Griswold  and  Matthew  Lyon, 
members  of  this  House,  for  violent  and  disorderly  be- 
haviour committed  in  the  House,  be  expelled  there- 
from. 

Mr.  Nicholas  hoped  the  resolution  would  be 
permitted  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Davis  saw  no  reason  for  delaying  a  decis- 
ion upon  this  resolution.  He  thought  the  conduct 
of  these  gentlemen  had  been  so  grossly  violent, 
and  so  notorious  to  most  of  the  members  of  the 
House,  that  there  need  be  no  hesitation  in  deciding 
upon  it.  If  gentlemen  wished,  however,  to  take 
the  same  course  which  had  been  adopted  00  a 
former  occasion,  he  should  not  object  to  it,  though 
he  thought  it  unnecessary.  It  was  needless,  now 
to  say  anything  as  to  the  necessity  of  preserving 
the  dignity  and  honor  of  that  House ;  enough  had 
already  been  said,  and  he  thought  pertinently  said, 
on  a  former  occasion  on  this  subject.  And  as  he 
believed  neither  the  dignity,  the  nonor,  or  peace  of 
that  House  could  be  preserved  whilst  these  mem* 
bers  remained  in  it,  he  hoped  the  House  would  bt 
unanimous  in  voting  their  expulsion. 

Mr.  Thatcher  did  not  see  why  the  innocent 
should  be  punished  with  the  guilty.  The  gentle- 
man who  brought  forward  this  proposition,  hi 
supposed,  did  not  wish  this.  From  what  he  saw 
of  tne  affray,  he  did  not  think  Mr.  Lyon  deserved 
to  be  punished  for  the  part  he  acted.  He  certain* 
ly  received  a  severe  beating,  but  he  appeared  tt 
be  passive  from  the  beginning  to  the  end ;  and  to 
did  not  think  Mr.  Lyon  ought  to  be  expelled  be* 
cause  he  was  beaten.  As  to  any  investigation  a 
what  happened  yesterday,  he  did  not  think  it  oe* 
cessary,  as  most  of  the  members  of  that  Hon* 
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were  eye-witnesses  to  the  fact.  But  the  gentle- 
man said  there  would  be  no  peace  until  these 
members  were  expelled.  He  did  not  know  from 
what  he  drew  his  conclusions.  What  was 
done  yesterday  was  done  before  the  House 
was  in  session ;  and  it  had  already  been  deter- 
mined that  acts  of  violence  committed  without 
the  bar,  daring  a  session  of  the  House,  are  not 
causes  of  expulsion.  He  did  not  know,  therefore, 
how  gentlemen  would  support  the  doctrine  that  a 
member  ought  to  be  expelled  for  an  act  of  vio- 
lence done  before  the  House  was  in  session.  It 
might  be  necessary,  however,  to  investigate  other 
facts  connected  with  these. 

Mr.  J.  Parker  seconded  the  motion  for  the  ex- 
pulsion of  these  members,  because  he  believed  there 
would  be  no  peace  in  the  House  until  they  were 

expelled.    He  was  sorry  the  gentleman  from  Mas-    Lyon,  some  inquiry  might  be  necessary,  as  all 
sachusetts  should  have  said  he  saw  nothing  but    he  saw  was,  that  Mr.  Lyon  suffered  much,  with- 


should  be  opposed  to  going  into  any  further  lengthy 
proceedings  on  so  disagreeable  a  subject,  which 
would  prevent  them  from  doing  the  business  of  the 
nation,  for  which  they  were  sent. 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  make  the 
question  the  order  for  to-morrow,  if  the  House 
met. 

Mr.  Thatcher  observed,  that  he  had  before  said 
that  he  had  seen  nothing  ou  the  part  of  Mr.  Lyon, 
in  the  affray  of  yesterday,  which  ought  to  subject 
him  to  expulsion;  but  the  gentleman* from  Vir- 

finia  (Mr.  Parker)  said,  that  if  he  (Mr.  T.)  had 
ad  his  eyes  about  him,  he  might  have  seen  some- 
thing for  which  he  ought  to  be  expelled.  If,  in- 
deed, he  had  eyes  behind  he  might  have  seen  what 
he  alluded  to ;  but  this  not  being  the  case,  he  did 
not  see  it.    As  far  as  the  business  respects  Mr. 


what  was  passive  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Lyon.  He 
himself  saw  more,  and  that  gentleman  must  have 
seen  it  if  he  had  his  eyes  about  him.  He  said,  that 
after  the  offending  members  had  been  separated 
Mr.  Lyon  met  Mr.  Griswold  without  the  bar  of 
the  House  and  began  to  belabor  him  with  his 
cane,  when  they  were  again  separated.  The  attack 
of  yesterday,  Mr.  P.  said,  at  a  time  when  the 
House  ought  to  have  been  in  session  though  it  bad 
oot  come  to  order,  would  fix  an  indelible  stain 
upon  it ;  and  if  these  members  were  not  expelled, 
do  member  could  consider  himself  as  safe  in  his 
seat.  Such  a  transaction  would  certainly  lower 
that  House  in  the  estimation  of  their  constituents. 
He  had  even  heard  this  morning,  as  he  came  to  the 
Hall,  persons  in  the  street  call  out, "  There  is  nothing 
to  do  in  Congress  to-day — there's  no  fighting  going 
on !"  In  order  to  get  rid  of  these  reproaches,  he 
hoped  all  parties  would  unite  in  expelling  these 
members. .  If  their  constituents  chose  to  send  them 
back,  he  hoped  no  member  would  associate  with 
or  take  notice  of  them.  And  if  a  vote  of  expulsion 
should  be  agreed  upon,  he  would  afterwards  move 
to  expunge  from  the  Journals  all  the  entries  rela- 
tive to  these  disgraceful  proceedings. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  the  motion  to  lie  upon 
the  table  for  the  present,  because  he  was  not  him- 
self prepared  to  decide  upon  the  subject ;  he  wished, 
also,  that  whenever  the  motion  was  taken  up,  gen- 
tlemen might  come  with  their  minds  determined 
upon  it,  so  that  a  long  debate  might  not  be  neces- 
sary. He  therefore  moved  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  this  resolution  to  Monday. 

Mr.  Gordon  wished  to  know  what  part  of  the 
resolution  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was  not 
ready  to  act  upon  ? 

Mr.  Nicholas  did  not  understand  the  drift  of 
the  gentleman's  question.  If  be  meant  to  ask 
whether  he  (Mr.N.)  disapproved  of  the  vote  which 
he  had  already  given,  he  would  answer  him  ke 
did  not 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said  he  should  approve  of  the 
motion  for  postponement,  if  it  were  made  for  to- 
morrow, instead  of  Monday ;  and  he  hoped  the 
business  would  not  only  be  taken  up  to-morrow, 
but  be  concluded  before  they  rose.  He  had  sat 
with  great  patience  during  the  late  debate,  but  he 


out  any  offence  on  his  part.  He  thought,  therefore, 
the  business  should  be  gone  into,  as  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  that  they  ought  to  examine  the  sub- 
ject with  candor;  and  then  they  should  doubtless 
decide  upon  it  with  propriety. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  was  against  the  postponement, 
in  order  that  a  different  course  might  be  taken. 
He  knew  nothing  in  this  case  which  distinguished 
it  from  a  late  case,  and  therefore  could  not  see 
why  the  same  course  ought  not  to  be  pursued  as 
was  then  pursued.  He  should  therefore  vote 
against  a  postponement,  in  order  that  the  resolu- 
tion might  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges. 

Mr.  Harper  inquired  whether  such  a  motion 
would  not  supersede  a  motion  for  postponement. 

The  Speaker  said,  it  would. 

Mr.  Harper  then  made  the  motion. 

Mr.  Gallatin  asked  whether  he  understood  the 
Speaker  rightly,  that  a  motion  for  a  reference  to 
a  committee  superseded  a  motion  for  postpone- 
ment? 

The  Speaker  said,  it  did. 

Mr.  Nicholas  asked  whether  it  would  not  then 
be  in  order  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  the 
subject  ? 

The  Speaker  answered,  it  would. 

Mr.  Nicholas  renewed  the  motion  for  a  post-' 
ponement  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Harper,  believing. that  it  would  be  proper 
to  refer  this  resolution  to  a  committee,  as  before, 
especially  as  some  of  the  facts  did  not  pass  within 
the  view  of  the  House,  he  should  vote  against  the 
postponement — not  because  he  wished  to  avoid  a 
vote  on  the  question ;  for,  if  it  should  be  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  that  it  ought  not  to  go  to  a  com- 
mittee, he  was  perfectly  ready  to  give  a  vote  upon 
the  question;  but  he  thought  it  better  that  the 
business  should  have  this  course.  With  respect 
to  any  discussion  being  necessary  upon  this  subject, 
he  perhaps  might  think  it  necessary  to  make  some 
observations  upon  it,  when  the  question  came  be- 
fore the  House  for  decision ;  for,  though  some 
gentlemen  might  be  endued  with  the  happy  faculty 
of  doing  everything  in  an  instant,  he  could  not 
boast  of  possessing  that  faculty.  But,  even  if  he 
were  not  desirous  of  discussion  for  his  own  infor- 
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mation,  he  wished  it  for  the  information  of  the 
public  ;  and,  notwithstanding  all  that  the  House 
had  heard  about  a  waste  of  public  money  and  pub- 
lic time,  he  believed  they  should  best  serve  the 
public  by  suffering  the  business  to  take  the  usual 
course. 

The  motion  for  a  postponement  was  put  and 
negatived. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  then  moved  that  the  resolution 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Privileges. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  committee  have 
leave  to  sit  during  the  session  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Thatcher  thought,  as  it  was  probable  a 
number  of  members  might  be  wanted  to  give  evi- 
dence;  the  House  had  better  adjourn,  as  on  a  former 
occasion,  as  it  would  not  be  proper  to  go  on  with 
business  when  so  many  members  were  absent. 

Mr.  T.  Clairborne  hoped  leave  would  not  be 

f ranted  for  the  committee  to  sit  immediately, 
[e  wished  them  coolly  to  deliberate  upon  the  bu- 
siness, which  they  could  scarcely  be  expected  to  do, 
when  their  passions  were  so  strongly  affected  as 
they  must  be  at  present. 

The  question  tor  leave  to  sit  during  the  session 
was  put  and  carried— 46  to  36. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  committee  be  in- 
structed to  report  to  the  House  the  evidence  in 
writing,  upon  which  they  shall  found  their  report. 

Mr.  Kittera  thought  the  facts  were  so  notori- 
ous that  there  was  no  necessity  for  this  instruction. 

Mr.  Harper  said  if  his  friend  from  Pennsylva- 
nia could  say  that  every  body  would  be  satisfied 
with  the  report  of  the  committee  without  the  evi- 
dence, he  would  not  insist  upon  this  motion.  But 
if  the  evidence  was  not  reported,  how  could  he 
say  that  all  the  witnesses  might  not  again  be  called 
before  the  House  ?  It  was  his  wish  to  prevent 
this. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said  there  was  a  considerable 
difference  between  this  transaction  and  the  one 
lately  under  consideration.  He  thought  in  this 
case  it  would  probably  save  much  trouble  to  re- 
port the  evidence. 

Mr.  Brooks  said  it  must  be  recollected  that  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  was  not  satisfied  with 
the  former  report.  He  wished  to  hear  the  wit- 
nesses themselves  ;  and  if  the  evidence  was  to  be 
reported,  he  did  not  suppose  it  would  be  satis- 
factory. 

Mr.  Nicholas  seconded  the  motion,  because  it 
would  be  likely  to  shorten  the  business;  but  if, 
when  the  testimony  came  to  be  reported,  there 
was  any  obscurity  in  it.  he  should  feel  it  necessary 
to  ask  the  witnesses  questions  by  way  of  elucida- 
tion, as  every  man  who  was  called  upon  as  a 
judge,  should  be  in  full  possession  of  every  fact 
relative  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  Brooks  said  the  gentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down,  would  have  no  difficulty  in  pointing 
out  some  obscurity,  in  order  to  furnish  an  apology 
for  rehearing  of  the  witnesses. 

Mr.  Kittera  said  if  to  report  the  evidence  would 
prevent  the  necessity  of  hearing  the  witnesses  in 
the  House,  he  should  not  object  to  it;  but  he  be- 
lieved this  would  not  be  the  case. 

Mr.  Venable  was  before  of  opinion  that  it  would 


have  been  best  for  witnesses  to  have  delirered 
their  evidence  in  writing.  He  hoped  that  coarse 
would  now  be  taken,  and  then  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  reporting  it  to  the  House ;  and  if  it 
should  be  found  necessary,  in  order  to  elucidate 
any  part  of  it,  to  put  any  questions  to  the  witnesses 
in  the  House,  the  business  would  be  greatly  facil- 
itated and  shortened  by  the  evidence  being  re- 
ported. 
The  question  was  put  and  carried. 

ENCOURAGEMENT  TO  COTTON  GOODS. 

Mr.  Livingston  said  he  wished  to  propose  t 
resolution  for  the  adoption  of  the  House,  which 
had  in  view  the  encouragement  of  a  manufacture 
which  was  much  increasing  in  the  United  States. 
and  might  become  of  considerable  national  impor- 
tance.   It  was  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Ruohcd,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufacture*  be  instructed  to  inquire  whether  any  pro- 
vision be  expedient  for  encouraging  the  printing  of 
white  cotton  goods,  in  the  United  States,  and  report 
their  opinion  thereon  to  the  House." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

8TATE  JURISDICTION. 

Mr.  Livingston  called  up  for  consideration  the 
resolution,  which  he  yesterday  laid  upon  the  table, 
on  the  subject  of  the  clashing  jurisdiction  of 
States ;  when  it  was  determined  to  be  referred  to 
a  committee  of  seven  members. 

COLLECTION  OF   DUTIE8. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  that  a  letter  and  report  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on  the  subject  of  regu- 
lating the  collection  of  the  duties  arising  from  im- 
post and  tonnage,  had  been  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures;  but  as 
it  was  necessary  to  obtain  local  information  from 
parts  of  the  Union  from  whence  none  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee  came,  they  wished,  for  this 
particular  purpose,  to  have  some  members  added, 
so  that  they  might  have  the  benefit  of  a  member 
from  every  State  in  the  Union. 

After  a  few  observations,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  should 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of 
this  subject,  and  that  it  should  be  referred  to  a 
committee  of  sixteen  members. 

CASE  OF  GRISWOLD  AND  LYON. 

Mr.  Otis  believed  that  something  further  was 
necessary  to  be  done  in  respect  to  the  unfortunate 
business,  which  had  already  engaged  the  attention 
of  the  House.  From  what  had  happened  in  ia« 
view  of  the  House,  it  appears  that  the  parties  are 
in  the  habit  of  conflicting  with  each  other ;  and 
except  they  are  restrained  by  some  authority 
which  shall  be  sufficiently  imposing  upon  them, 
further  violence  may  be  expected.  In  order, 
therefore,  to  secure  this  House  from  future  vio- 
lations of  its  dignity  and  order,  he  proposed  the 
following  resolution  for  adoption : 

"  Rttohed,  That  Roger  Griswold  and  Matthew  Lyon, 
members  of  this  House,  be  respectively  required  by  the 
8psmker  to  pledge  their  words  to  this  House,  that  the/ 
will  not  commit  any  act  of  Tiolence  upon  each  othsr  da- 
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ring  this  session ;  and  that  if  either  refuse  to  make  such 
engagements,  the  party  refusing  shall  be  committed  to  the 
custody  of  the  Sergeant- at- Arms,  until  he  shall  comply 
with  this  obligation." 

Mr.  Sewall  understood  a  motion  had  been 
agreed  to  in  relation  to  the  affair  of  yesterday, 
which  might  produce  an  expulsion  of  th  •  mem- 
bers in  question.  He  thought  it  would  be  better, 
therefore,  to  alter  the  wording  of  the  resolution, 
and  instead  of  "  during  this  session."  say  u  during 
the  continuance  of  the  examination  of  the  busi- 
ness before  the  House." 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  did  not  think  any  alterations 
were  necessary.  An  expulsion  of  the  members 
was  a  possible,  but  not  a  necessary  result.  If  an 
expulsion  does  not  take  place,  the  resolution  will 
remain  in  operation  for  the  remainder  of  the  ses- 
sion, which  would  be  proper ;  and,  if  an  expulsion 
took  place,  its  operation  would  fall  of  course. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  thought  it  best  to  pass  the 
resolution  as  it  stood.  If  a  similar  resolution  had 
been  entered  into  on  a  former  occasion,  it  would 
probably  have  prevented  what  had  now  taken 
place. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  called  for  the  reading  of  the 
resolution  which  was  passed  on  a  former  occasion. 
[It  was  read.  It  stated  "  that  any  personal  con- 
test between  the  members,  before  the  House  had 
come  to  a  decision  upon  the  business,  would  be 
considered  as  a  high  breach  of  privileges."]  Mr. 
W.  thought  this  resolution  went  as  far  as  the 
House  had  a  right  to  go.  The  resolution  pro- 
posed by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  went 
farther,  he  thought,  than  they  had  power  to  go.  It 
went  to  imprison  one  or  both  of  the  parties,  if  he 
or  they  refused  to  comply  with  a  request  of  the 
House.  He  had  his  doubts  whether  that  House 
had  the  Constitutional  power  to  imprison  a  man 
for  a  crime,  as  the  law  only  would  do  this.  He 
thought  a  resolution  similar  to  that  adopted  on  a 
former  occasion,  would  be  sufficient  at  present ; 
and  if  the  mover  did  not  think  proper  so  to  alter 
it.  he  would  himself  move  an  amendment  for  this 
purpose. 

Mr.  Oris  flattered  himself  that  his  object  would 
hare  met  with  the  concurrence  of  all  sides  of  the 
House,  believing  that  all  wished  to  prevent  future 
violations  of  order  and  peace.  With  respect  to  the 
doubts  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  his 
politics  seemed  to  be  altogether  a  system  of  doubts. 
If  this  system  was  common,  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  progress  with  business  at  all.  He  be- 
lieved, on  the  present  occasion,  these  doubts  were 
groundless.  When  an  act  of  violence  was  done 
in  the  view  of  the  members  of  the  House,  they 
had  certainly  the  power  to  obtain  some  security 
against  a  repetition  of  such  violence.  If  this  was 
not  done,  the  presumption  was,  the  business  of  the 
session  might  be  continually  interrupted ;  and  had 
they  not  the  right  of  securing  the  peaceful  exer- 
cise of  their  legislative  functions  for  the  remain- 
der of  the  session  ?  He  thought  this  could  not  be 
seriously  doubted.  With  respect  to  the  former 
resolution,  if  he  had  been  in  his  place,  he  should 
have  suggested  its  impropriety ;  for,  by  it,  it 
seemed  to  be  implied  that,  after  the  question  was 


decided,  though  they  could  not  do  it  before,  the 
members  in  question  would  be  at  liberty  to  com- 
mit any  act  of  violence  they  pleased  upon  each 
other.  They  had  seen  the  consequence.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  the  House  would  restrain  these 
gentlemen  in  such  a  manner  as  that  it  may  not 
be  in  their  power  again  to  interrupt  their  pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  defended  his  opinion,  and  in- 
sisted upon  his  right  to  deliver  it ;  nor  should  he 
ask  anv  gentleman  to  explain  to  him  the  oath  he 
had  taken  to  support  the.  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.  When  gentlemen  violated  the  rules  of 
the  House,  the  House  had  a  right  to  punish  them ; 
but  he  was  doubtful  whether  they  had  the  power 
to  imprison  a  member  if  he  refused  to  say  yesf  to 
a  question  which  should  be  put  to  him. 

Mr.  Sewall  presumed,  that  that  House  had  the 
same  right  which  every  Court  possessed,  of  pre- 
serving its  order  by  imprisonment  of  offenders ; 
and  it  was  incident  to  this  authority  to  restrain 
persons  likely  to  commit  these  offences.  It  was 
necessary,  for  the  future  security  of  the  House, 
for  these  gentlemen  to  say,  they  will  not  again 
assault  eacn  other.  This  was  a  means  of  prevent- 
ing, and  not  of  punishing,  offences.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  resolution,  therefore,  on  the  ground 
of  power,  but  he  had  some  doubt  as  to  the  propri- 
ety of  the  expression.  For,  said  he,  suppose  these 
gentlemen  are  expelled,  and  Mr.  G.  afterwards  as- 
saults Mr.  L.,  the  former  might  consider  himself 
bound  by  his  promise  to  the  Speaker,  and  forbear 
to  defend  himself.  To  correct  this  impropriety  of 
expression,  he  moved  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  during  this  session,"  and  insert "  whilst  members 
of  this  House." 

Mr.  Otis  consented  to  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  wished  the  mover  to  assent  to 
another  alteration  in  the  phraseology  of  his  mo- 
tion. Acts  might,  perhaps,  be  committed  which 
would  not  be  called  acts  of  violence,  though  very 
offensive.  He  wished  the  same  words  used  as 
formerly,  viz :  "  personal  contest  with  each  other." 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  the  general 
object  of  this  resolution;  but  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  went  to  govern 
members  during  the  recess  of  Congress.  He  sup- 
posed this  was  going  further  than  gentlemen  them- 
selves intended.  He  thought  a  resolution  like  the 
former,  which  should  extend  during  the  present 
session,  would  answer  every  purpose.  He  did  not 
see  any  necessity  to  inflict  penalties  before  a  breach 
of  order  was  committed. 

Mr.  Venable  said,  the  idea  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Sewall)  was  not  cor- 
rect, when  he  supposed  an  obligation  entered  into 
at  this  time,  would  be  binding  when  a  person  ceas- 
ed to  be  a  member  of  that  House.  All  obligations 
which  members  owe  to  the  House,  are  dissolved 
when  they  cease  to  be  members ;  nor  was  it  in  the 
power  of  the  House  to  extend  the  force  of  the 
resolution  beyond  the  present  session.  He  should 
not  object  to  its  having  that  extent.  He  thought 
it  only  reasonable,  in  order  to  obtain  a  prospect  of 
future  peace  in  their  deliberations,  that  these  gen- 
tlemen should  declare  that  they  will  not  enter  into 
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any  further  personal  contest  during  the  session* 
He  moved,  therefore,  again  to  alter  the  resolution 
to  read,  "  during  the  session." 

Mr.  Otis  hoped  the  amendment  would  be  made, 
he  had  too  readily  consented  to  the  former  alteration. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  resolution, 
and  carried  by  a  large  majority,  there  being  73 
votes  in  favor  of  it. 

The  Speaker  asked,  whether  it  was  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  should  be 
sent  for  Mr.  Lyon  ? 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said  it  might  not  be  convenient 
for  Mr.  Lyon  to  attend  the  House ;  he  asked 
whether  the  resolution  might  not  be  sent  to  him; 
and  his  answer  be  received  in  writing  ? 

Mr.  Nicholas  supposed,  that  if  both  gentlemen 
prepared  a  declaration  in  writing,  and  presented  it 
to-morrow,  it  would  answer  the  purpose. 

Mr.  Harper  replied j  the  mischief  intended  to 
be  guarded  against  might  in  the  mean  time  be 
done. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  he  had  just  been  called  out 
by  a  member  of  the  House,  who  had  asked  him 
whether  he  thought  it  would  be  proper  for  Mr. 
Lyon  to  attend  the  House.  He  supposed,  there- 
fore, if  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  was  sent  for  nim,  he 
would  immediately  attend. 

Mr.  Harper  hoped  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  would 
be  sent. 

The  Speaker  said,  as  soon  as  the  Clerk  had 
made  a  copy  of  the  resolution,  the  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  would  wait  upon  Mr.  Lyon  with  it. 

Mr.  Lyon  having  entered, 

The  Speaker  said,  the  members  from  Vermont 
and  Connecticut  being  now  in  their  places,  he 
should  proceed  to  read  the  resolution  which  had 
been  entered  into  by  the  House.  [He  then  read 
the  resolution.] 

As  soon  as  it  was  finished  reading, 

Mr.  Griswold  rose  and  said,  he  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  enter  into  the  proposed  engagement. 

Mr.  Lyon  also  rose  and  said,  he  was  ready,  as 
it  was  the  wish  of  the  House,  to  agree  to  the  pro- 
position. 

The  Speaker  said;  then  you  do  accordingly 
agree  to  this  proposition  ?  ' 

Both  answered,  "  I  do  agree." 

AMENDMENT  OF  THE  RULES,  Ac 

Mr.  Harper  called  up  his  proposed  amendment 
to  the  Standing  Rules  of  the  House,  respecting 
motions  for  adjournment ;  which  was  referred  to 
the  committee  which  has  been  appointed  on  the 
subject  of  the  Rules. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  moved  that  the  House  go  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  discip- 
lining and  organizing  the  Militia  of  the  United 
States ;  but,  the  sense  of  the  House  being  taken, 
there  appeared  only  14  members  for  it. 

Mr.  W.  then  said,  as  there  appeared  no  business 
before  the  House,  he  would  move  an  adjournment, 
in  order  that  the  Committee  of  Privileges  might 
attend  to  the  business  referred  to  them.  Agreed 
to. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Alexander, 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 


The  bill  appropriating  money  for  holding  a 
treaty  with  the  Indians  in  the  State  of  Tennessee, 
was  received  from  the  Senate  with  amendments ; 
which  were  read  and  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 


Monday,  February  19. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  enclosing  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  with  an  account  of  the  losses 
recovered  for  captures  on  behalf  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  under  the  treaty  made  with  Great 
Britain ;  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  widows  and  orphans 
of  certain  deceased  officers,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  Gregg  presented  a  petition  from  Jeremiah 
Hall  and  others,  praying  that  a  tract  of  land — six 
miles  square,  near  the  Scioto  river,  in  the  North- 
western Territory — may  be  laid  off  in  a  certain 
manner,  and  that  payments  may  be  received  for  it 
by  instalments.  Referred  to  the  committee  to 
whom  has  been  referred  an  inquiry  into  the  law 
for  disposing  of  this  land. 

RULES  OF  THE  H0U8E. 

Mr.  Dent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  two  propositions  for  amending  the  stand- 
ing rules  of  the  House,  reported  it  as  the  opinion 
of  the  committee,  that  that  which  goes  to  prevent 
the  reconsideration  of  a  vote  when  there  are  fewer 
members  present  than  when  it  originally  passed, 
ought  to  be  adopted ;  but  that  the  one  which  would 
prevent  a  motion  for  adjournment  from  being  in 
order,  when  another  motion  was  before  the  House. 
ought  not  to  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Nicholas  wished  this  report  to  he  commit- 
ted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  He  was  not 
ready  to  vote  upon  it ;  to  say  that  no  number  of 
members  less  than  had  agreed  to  a  certain  propo- 
sition was  competent  to  agree  to  another,  and  of 
course  that  a  majority  of  the  House  could  not  do 
the  business  of  the  House. 

The  report  was  accordingly  committed. 

REPORTING  THE  DEBATES. 

Mr.  Dawson  wished  the  resolution  which  he 
had  laid  upon  the  table,  on  the  subject  of  admit- 
ting persons  who  attended  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  an  account  of  its  debates  and  pro- 
ceedings within  the  bar  of  the  House,  to  be  taken 
up  and  referred  to  the  same  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

The  resolution  was  accordingly  read. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  thought  it  would  be  more  eli- 
gible that  this  proposition  for  amending  the  rales 
should  have  the  same  course  as  others,  especially 
as,  from  the  information  of  the  Speaker,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  object  of  the  resolution  was  in 
practice,  with  the  exception  of  one  individual 
note-taker,  who  had  abused  the  privilege,  and  in- 
sulted the  Speaker  and  the  authority  of  the 
House.  It  was  proper,  therefore,  that  the  fact 
should  be  stated,  so  as  that  the  House  might  act 
upon  it. 
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Mr.  Dawson  had  no  objection  to  the  reference 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  pointed 
oat;  it  was  his  opinion,  however,  that  the  other 
would  have  been  the  more  direct  course. 

It  was  accordingly  referred  to  a  select  commit- 
tee. 

PIER8  AT  NEWCA8TLB,  DELAWARE. 

Mr.  Hartley  presented  the  petition  of  a  num- 
ber of  merchants,  traders,  and  others,  of  Philadel- 
phia, praying  that  some  new  piers  may  be  erecte# 
at  Newcastle,  and  that  the  old  ones  may  be  re- 
paired. 

Some  difference  of  opinion  arising  as  to  the 
proper  reference  of  this  petition,  Messrs.  Hartley 
and  Livingston  being  in  favor  of  a  reference  to 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures, 
and  Messrs.  Sitoreaves,  Gallatin,  and  Kittera, 
for  a  reference  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
Mr.  Coit  suggested  the  propriety  of  its  lying  on 
the  table  till  to-morrow,  as  he  recollected  trie  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  had  already  made  a  report 
upon  the  subject,  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures,  but  he 
did  not  know  whether  or  not  that  committee  had 
reported.  He  wished  time  to  inquire.  Agreed 
to. 

Mr.  Thatcher  said,  that  on  the  20th  of  Janu- 
ary, 1793,  a  petition  was  presented  from  Tobias 
Lord,  and  others,  praying  leave  to  erect  a  pier  in 
Kennebunk  river,  that  an  act  had  been  passed  au- 
thorizing the  erection  of  said  pier,  under  such 
regulations  as  should  be  determined  by  a  law  of 
the  State.  He  had  now  received  the  law  which 
had  been  passed,  which  he  had  laid  before  the 
House.  Tne  law,  and  papers  accompanying  it. 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures. 

NORTHWESTERN  LAND8. 

Mr.  Davis  said  a  petition  had  been  this  morn- 
ing presented,  and  he  had  had  others  sent  to  him 
to  present  on  the  subject  of  the  Northwestern 
Territory  lands.  He  thought  something  might  be 
done  on  this  business,  which  would  not  only  an- 
swer the  wishes  of  settlers,  but  might  also  be  ben- 
eficial to  the  United  States.  For  this  purpose  he 
proposed  a  resolution,  which  he  wished  to  be  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  appointed  on  this  subject, 

ro  posing  certain  advantages  to  settlers  in  that 

"erritory ;  which  was  agreed  to. 

ACT  OF  LIMITATION. 

Mr.  Gallatin  moved  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness should  be  postponed,  in  order  to  take  up  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  expe- 
diency or  inexpediency  of  excepting  certain  claims 
from  the  operation  of  the  act  of  limitation ;  which, 
being  agreed  to,  the  House  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  that  subject;  and 
agreed  to  a  resolution  proposing  to  suspend,  for  a 
limited  time,  the  law  barring  Loan  Office  certifi- 
cates, final  settlements,  and  indents  of  interest; 
and  also  to  a  resolution  in  the  form  recommended 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  ?iz : 

"Ruohed,  That  a  time  be  limited  by  law,  after 
which  credits  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  for  transac- 


c 
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tions  during  the  late  war,  which,  according  to  the 
course  of  the  Treasury,  have  hitherto  been  discharged 
by  issuing  certificates  of  registered  debt,  shall  be  barred 
and  declared  void,  unless  claimed  by  the  proper  credi- 
tors, or  their  legal  representatives/' 

AMY  DARDIN. 

Upon  motion  of  Mr.  T.  Claiborne,  the  follow- 
ing resolution  was  agreed  to— 45  to  40  : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amy  Dardin. 

[This  claim  has  been  long  before  Congress,  and 
been  several  times  the  subject  of  discussion.  It 
is  for  the  value  of  the  famous  horse  Romulus,  the 
property  of  the  husband  of  the  petitioner,  pressed 
into  the  service  of  the  United  States  during  the 
war.  The  case  of  the  widow  is  evidently  a  hard 
one,  and  this  is  the  second  time  a  vote  nas  been 
obtained  in  her  favor,  which  has  afterwards  been 
reversed.] 

The  committee  rose,  reported  their  agreement 
to  the  three  resolutions,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 
The  House  took  up  the  two  first,  agreed  to  them, 
and  directed  the  Committee  of  Claims  to  bring  in 
a  bill  or  bills  accordingly.  When  the  third  reso- 
lution came  to  be  considered,  the  yeas  and  nays 
were  called  for,  and  its  adoption  was  strongly  op- 
posed by  Messrs.  Harper. 'Nicholas,  and  Bay- 
ard, on  the  ground  of  its  throwing  open  a  door  to 
every  claim  which  had  heretofore  been  determined 
as  barred,  as  cutting  up  by  the  root  all  the  acts  of 
limitation ;  that  it  was  also  setting  aside  these 
laws  in  the  most  objectionable  way,  by  inviting 
every  person,  who  had  an  unsatisfied  claim,  to 
petition  Congress  for  relief,  which  would  of  course 
engage  much  of  their  time.  If  the  acts  were  to 
be  set  aside,  it  would  be  much  better  and  less  ex- 
pensive therefore  to  authorize  the  proper  depart- 
ment to  settle  these  claims,  than  that  the  time  of 
the  House  should  be  engaged  in  investigating  and 
settling  them. 

On  the  other  hand,  its  adoption  was  advocated 
by  Messrs.  Gallatin  and  T.  Claiborne.  This 
was  stated  as  a  hard  case ;  that  this  determination 
would  not  open  the  acts  of  limitation  to  any  but 
such  as  Congress  might  deem  extremely  hard 
cases ;  that  it  would  give  the  Treasury  no  power 
whatever  to  settle  any  claim :  the  power,  there- 
fore, could  not  be  abused,  except  they  themselves 
abused  it ;  that  whatever  policy  there  might  be  in 
acts  of  limitation,  they  were  certainly  liable  to 
strong  objections ;  they  knew  they  were  honora- 
bly indebted  a  sum  of  money,  but  they  determine 
not  to  pay  it,  merely  because  the  paying  it  might 
render  the  accounts  at  the  Treasury  less  simple, 
or  because  they  would  be  liable  to  pay  more  than 
is  convenient.  This  policy  might  be  justifiable, 
but  it  bore  very  hard  upon  individual  sufferers.  It 
was  argued,  therefore,  that  without  opening  the 
acts  generally,  when  a  strong,  unequivocal  claim 
was  presented,  which  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
original  holder,  and  where,  of  course,  there  could 
be  no  possibility  of  fraud,  relief  might  and  ought 
to  be  granted. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  was  an  enemy  to  acts  of  limi- 
tation, as  he  thought  a  debt  once  due  must  always 
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be  due  until  paid  ;  but  he  would  either  hare  them 
opened  generally,  or  not  at  all. 

The  yeas  ana  nays  upon  agreeing  to  this  pro- 
position for  setting  aside  the  act  of  limitation  in 
this  case  were  taken,  and  decided,  yeas  35,  nays 
55.  as  follow : 

Yeas — David  Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Samuel  J.  Ca- 
bell, Thomas  Claiborne,  William  Charles  Cole  Clai- 
borne, Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Da- 
vis, John  Dawson,  George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph, 
John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  James  Gillespie,  Wil- 
liam Barry  Grove,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  David  Holmes, 
Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke, 
Matthew  Lyon,  James  Machir,  Blair  McClenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John 
Rutledge,  jr.,  William  Smith,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Tho- 
mas Sumter,  Abraham  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Joseph  B. 
Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  Bailey  Bartlett, 
James  A.  Bayard,  Thomas  Blount,  David  Brooks,  Na- 
than Bryan,  3tephen  Bullock,  Demsey  Burges,  Christo- 
pher G.Champlin,  John  Chapman,  James  Cochran,  Josh- 
ua Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  Thomas 
Evans,  William  Findley,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster, 
Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  An- 
drew Gregg,  Roger  Griswold,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert 
Goodloe  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  Jonathan  N.  Havens, 
Wm.  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay, 
John  Wilkes  Kittera,8amuel  Lyman,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Wm.  Mathews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  John 
Nicholas,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  John  Reed, 
James  8chureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard, 
Samuel  Sitgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Samuel  Smith, 
Peleg  Spragne,  Richard  Stanford,  George  Thatcher, 
Mark  Thomson,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  John  E.  Van 
Alen,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Mr.  Harper  then  proposed  the  following  reso- 
lution, which  was  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  of  Amy 
Dardin  ought  not  to  be  granted. 

CAPTURED  OR  DETAINED  VESSELS. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  proposed  a  resolution  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect : 

"Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  obtain  from  the  Collectors  of  the  Customs  in 
the  principal  districts  of  the  United  States  a  statement  of 
the  vessels  captured  or  detained,  by  or  under  the  author- 
ity of  any  foreign  nation,  since  the  1st  of  July,  1795, 
expressing  in  separate  columns  the  names  of  the  vessels, 
the  captains'  names,  the  number  of  tons  each  vessel  car- 
ried, of  what  their  cargoes  consisted,  and  an  estimate  of 
the  value  thereof,  by  what  nation  captured,  whither 
bound,  and  whither  from ;  and  that  he  lay,  as  soon  as 
may  be,  the  same  before  the  House  of  Representatives." 

Mr.  Isaac  Parker  had  no  objection  to  this  re- 
solution if  the  word  "  principal"  was  omitted. 

Mr.  Smith  agreed  to  the  alteration,  and  the 
resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Tue8day,  February  20. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  with  an  account  of  the  expen- 
diture of  certain  sums  appropriated  on  the  3d  of 
March  last,  for  prosecuting  claims  against  the  bel- 


ligerent nations  that   have  spoliated  upon   oar 
commerce ;  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Harper,  the  House  then  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  for  altering  the  manner  of  entering  stills, 
and,  after  some  debate  on  the  subject,  the  com- 
mittee rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  support  of 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  certain  deceased  offi- 
cers, and  having  agreed  to  it  without  amendment, 
the  committee  rose  and  reported  accordingly. 
The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading  to-morrow. 

The  House  took  up  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Oli- 
ver Pollock,  and,  after  some  debate  upon  it,  con- 
curred in  the  report,  (which  was  a  disagreement 
to  the  bill  for  his  relief.)  49  to  33. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  D.  Foster,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Claims,  on  the 
expediency  or  inexpediency  of  excepting  certain 
claims  from  the  operation  of  acts  of  limitation, 
and,  after  concurring  in  the  unfavorable  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Jo- 
hannes E.  Lot,  the  committee  rose  (these  deci- 
sions which  had  taken  place  having  included  the 
principles  of  all  the  references  made  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole)  and  had  not  leave  to  sit 
again. 

CA8E  OF  GRISWOLD  AND  LYON. 

Mr.  Venable,  from  the  Committee  of  Privile- 
ges, laid  the  following  report  upon  the  table,  to- 
gether with  the  evidence  relative  thereto : 

The  Committee  of  Privileges,  to  whom  was  referred 
a  resolution  in  the  following  words  :  "  Resolved,  That 
Roger  Griswold  and  Matthew  Lyon,  members  of  this 
House,  for  violent  and  disorderly  behaviour  committed  in 
the  House,  be  expelled  therefrom, "  with  insiroctioiis  to 
report  the  evidence  in  writing,  have,  according  to  the 
orders  of  the  House,  proceeded  to  take  the  evidence, 
which  they  herewith  report ;  and  they  report  farther, 
that  it  is  their  opinion  that  the  said  resolution  ought  to 
be  disagreed  to. 

No   1. 

Mr.  Sit  greaves' 8  Testimony. 

Having  been  requested  by  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
to  communicate  my  recollection  of  the  affjir  which  oc- 
curred between  Mr.  Griswold  and  Mr.  Lyon  on  Thursday 
last,  I  depose  as  follows  :  I  do  not  recollect  to  have  ob- 
served at  what  time  either  Mr.  Griswold  or  Mr.  Lyon 
came  into  the  House,  nor  did  I  see  the  commencement  of 
the  fracas  \  I  was  in  my  seat,  engaged  in  writing,  when 
my  attention  was  excited  by  the  found  or  report  •  f  a  heavy 
blow*  I  looked  to  the  quarter-  from  whence  the  sound 
s  emed  to  proceed,  and  saw  Mr.  Lyon  on  his  feet,  in 
the  place  where  he  usually  sits,  and  Mr.  Griswold  m  the 
area,  in  front  of  him,  beating  him  over  the  head  and 
shoulders,  with  a  cane  or  walking  stick  ;  Mr.  L>on  ap- 
peared to  be  endeavouring  at  once  to  evade  the  blows,  acd 
to  extricate  himself  from  the  chairs  and  desks  of  the  row 
in  which  he  stood  $  he  soon  was  in  the  area,  and  Mr. 
Griswold  continued  to  beat  him,  keeping  him  at  such  a 
distance  that  the  blows  could  take  effect,  until  Mr.  Lyon 
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turned  and  fled  behind  the  partition,  in  the  rear  of  the 
Speaker's  chair,  whither  he  was  pursued  by  Mr.  Gris- 
wold, st  11  beating  him ;  as  I  remained  in  my  place,  they 
were  for  a  moment  out  of  my  sight,  wh  ch  was  intercepted 
by  the  partiton,  but  they  almost  immediately  app  aed 
again,  Mr.  Lyon  hold  ng  in  his  hand  the  to  ga,  which  he 
grasped  by  one  leg ;  Mr.  Griswold  seized  with  h's  left 
har  d  the  arm  by  which  Mr.  Lyon  held  the  tongs,  and 
closed  in  with  him,  and  shortly  afterwards  I  saw  th*m 
come  to  the  ground  together,  Mr.  Lyon  falling  u'der 
Mr.  Griswold.  I  then  left  my  place  ;  the  members  gather- 
ed round  them,  and  they  continued  on  th»  floor  for  a  few 
momenta,  Mr.  Lyon  being  still  under  Mr.  Griswold,  until 
they  were  part  d  by  one  member  separating  their  arms  and 
shoulders,  whil-1  two  others  seized,  each,  one  of  Mr.  Gris- 
wo'd's  leg*,  a*  d  in  that  manner  dragged  him  off.  When 
they  were  separated  I  went  to  Mr.  Griswokl,  and  observing 
that  he  had  not  his  cane,  advised  him  to  get  it  again, 
lest  he  should  be  assailed  by  Mr.  Lyon,  who  was  now  on 
his  feet.  Mr.  Griswold  derred  the  assistant  doorkeeper 
to  find  his  erne,  and  then  went,  at  my  insta-  ce,  to  take  a 
'draught  of  water  ;  my  attention  war  then  diverted  from 
the  n  for  a  short  time,  until  it  waa  again  excited,  by  a  new 
alarm  in  the  lobby,  at  the  south  end  of  the  hall ;  on  lo  king 
toward  that  quarter,  I  saw  both  Mr.  GivwolJ  and  Mr. 
Lyon  in  the  lobby,  but  at  the  distance  of  six  or  eight  feet 
from  rach  otb*r  ;  Mr.  Lyon  held  a  cane  in  his  hand ; 
and  as  I  hastened  towards  that  end  of  the  room,  I  was 
met  by  ihs  assistant  doorkeeper,  who  handed  me  Mr. 
Griswo  d's  caiir,  and,  appearing  unwilling  to  interpose, 
requested  me  ti  give  it  to  him  ;  I  did  so,  and  Mr.  Gris- 
wold immedittely  advanced*  apparent y  to  renew  the  at- 
tack ori  Mr.  Lyon,  when  the  Speaker  called  the  House  to 
order,  upon  which  Mr.  Griswold  directly  relinquished 
his  design,  turned  round  and  went  to  his  seat,  as  I  did  to 
mice  8.  8ITGREAVE3. 

Sworn  and  subscribed,  the  17th  February,  1798. 
Coram  .•   Rstwold  Keek. 


No.  2. 

Mr.  Sprague's  Testimony. 

I,  Pe'eg  Sprague,  depose,  that  on  Thursday  m  raing, 
February  15th,  1798,  I  wa«  in  Congress  Hall,  before 
the  usual  hour  of  meet'ng  ;  that  after  prayers  were  read, 
I  saw  Rojer  Griswold  come  into  the  hall,  w  th  a  hi  kory 
stick  in  his  hind  ;  he  came  near  to  the  fire-plic*,  behind 
the  Speaker's  chair,  hung  tip  his  cloak,  and  (I  thnk) 
set  his  stick  by  it,  end  placed  himself  in  the  seat  usual  y 
occupied  t>y  Mr.  Dennis,  or  Mr.  Evans,  and  e-r  ployed 
himself  in  reading  some  tetters ;  soon  after  I  saw  Matthew 
Lyon  come  into  the  hall  with  a  stick  or  cane  in  his  hand  ; 
be  went  directly  to  his  place,  put  hi*  stick  behind  his 
chair,  and  sat  down  ;  after  sitting  a  short  time,  I  ob- 
served him  to  cast  his  eyes  earnestly  at  Mr.  Griswold, 
then  he  directed  his  attention  to  some  papers  before  him,  on 
bistable,  and  semed  to  be  revising  and  folding  fiem ;  I 
looked  at  both  alternately,  and  thought  that  Mr.  G  iawol  J 
eyed  Lyon,  but  did  not  intend  any  pe'*on  should  ob- 
serve it ;  while  Mr.  Lyon  wa<  examining  his  papers  as 
•foresaid,  I  saw  Mr.  Griswold  rise  fro  n  his  seat  and  ad- 
vance towards  Lyon  with  hi<  usu  1  pace,  having  his  stick 
in  his  hand ;  I  believe  that  Lyon  did  not  see  Mr.  Gris- 
*oll.  until  he  was  within  reach  of  him  ;  Griswold  irome 
diately  struck  Lynn  over  the  shou'ders,  with  th*  little  e  »d 
of  the  cine,  or  hickory,  aforesaid  ;  it  seemed  to  me,  that 
when  Griswold  first  struck,  Lyon  was  ra-*  ly  raised,  or 
in  the  attitude  of  rising  hastily $  Gmwokl  repeated  the 


blows  un'il  Lyon  got  clear  of  the  seats ;  then  Lyon  advan- 
ced toward'  G  iswoM,  ss  if  10  close  in  with  him  ;  Griswold 
rttreited,  as  if  to  avoid  it,  still  r^t  eating  the  blows,  until 
they  got  to  the  fire  place,  behind  the  Speaker's  chair ; 
then  Lyon  took  up  the  tings,  and  they  both  closed  -, 
Griswold  threw  Lyo  i  on  the  ft  jor,  and  fell  upon  him. 
I  then  went  away,  ami  saw  no  more  of  the  affray.  I  do 
not  recollect  that  I  heard  one  word  pass  between  them 
during  th*  whole  time.  And  further  the  deponent  saith 
not.  PELEG  8PRAGUE. 

Sworn  and  subscrbed,  the  1 7th  February,  1798. 
Coram  .•  Rbticold  Kkeh. 


No  3. 


Mr.  W.  C.  C.  Claiborne's  Testimony. 

Saturday,  17th  February. 

On  Thu'sday  last,  after  prayers  had  been  delivered,  the 
Speaker  (I  believe)  in  his  chair,  but  the  House  not  call- 
ed  to  order,  I  was  standing  near  to  the  letter-box,  and  (I 
think)  reading  a  letter,  when  my  attention  was  tiken  off, 
by  a  1  »ud  cry  of  "  part  them  ; "  upon  changing  my  posi- 
tion, I  saw  Mr.  Griswold  and  Mr.  Lyon  engaged  near 
to  the  Clerk's  seat,  the  former  with  a  large  walking 
stick,  which  he,  apparently,  used  with  all  hi*  force,  and 
the  latter  making  his  defence,  by  holding  up  his  arms 
(without  any  wapon  at  that  period)  and  endeavoring  to 
close  in  with  his  antagonist,  Soon  afterwards  the  com- 
batants fell  upon  the  flo  »r,  near  the  stove,  to  the  left  of 
the  Speaker's  chair,  when  I  run  foward  and  assisted  in 
parting  them.  I  remember  seeing  a  member  of  the  House 
take  from  Mr.  Lyon  a  pair  of  fire-tongs,  after  he  had  fall- 
en on  the  floor,  I  did  not  observe  the  commencement 
of  the  fracas,  nor  did  I  notice  the  attack  which  is  said  af- 
terwards to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Lyon  on  Mr.  Gris- 
wold, outside  of  the  bir.   ' 

W.  C.  C.  CLAIBORNE. 

8worn  and  subscribed,  the  17th  February,  1798. 
Coram  :  Ret  hold  Keek. 

No.  4. 

Mr.  ImlayU  Testimony. 

James  H.  Inlay,  being  requested  by  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  to  communicate  his  recollection  of  the  affair 
between  Mr.  Lyon  and  Mr.  Griswold,  says,  that  he  came 
to  the  hall  on  Thursday  morning  the  15th  instant,  a  few 
minutes  after  eleven  o'clock  ;  torn  d  Mr.  Griswold  in 
the  hall,  sitting  in  the  char  usually  occupied  by  Mr. 
Hindman,  apparently  engaged  in  reading  a  letter.  Mr. 
Lyon  came  into  the  hall  about  three  minutes  after  this  depo- 
nent, with  a  cane  in  his  hand,  and  took  the  seat  he  usu- 
ally occupies,  or  the  next  to  it  on  the  north  side.  After 
casting  his  eyes  around  the  hall  for  a  few  seconds,  he 
appeared  to  be  employed  in  looking  over  some  papers 
lying  on  his  desk.  During  this  time,  which  perhaps 
might  have  been  the  space  of  between  three  and  four  min- 
utes, Mr.  Griswold  continued  reading  his  letter.  At  length 
he  appeared  to  have  finished  the  reading,  and  was  about 
folding  it  up,  when  he  discovered  Mr.  Lyon.  At  this  time 
this  deponent  was  standing  within  a  yard,  or  thereabout**, 
orMr.  Griswold,  who  immediately  on  observing  Mr.  Lyon 
walked  to  the  recess  under  the  window  on  the  north  side 
of  the  Speaker's  chair,  where  he  had  placed  his  cane  ; 
taking  this  in  his  hand,  he  walked  to  the  opposite  side 
of  the  hall,  directly  in  front  of  the  Speaker's  seat,  to  the 
place  where  the  member  from  Vermont  was  sitting,  and 
wheninftontofMr.  Lyon  struck  him  with  his  cane.  Mr. 
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Lyon  appeared  to  discover  Mr.  Griswold  about  the  instant 
his  arm  was  ra:sed  to  strike,  and  at  the  utterance  of  some 
expression  by  Mr.  Griswold,  which  this  deponent  did  not 
distinctly  hear,  but  supposed  to  be  "  you  rascal."  Mr. 
Lyon,  when  he  received  the  blow,  appeared  to  be  in  the 
act  of  rising.  Mr.  Griswold  repeated  his  blow.  Mr. 
Lyon  rose,  came  out  from  his  seat  without  his  cane,  ad- 
vanced towards  Mr.  Griswold,  as  if  with  an  endeavour  to 
close  in  with  him,  which  Mr.  G.  avoided  by  striking  him 
or  pushing  him  off  with  his  left  hand,  and  repeated  his 
blows  with  his  cane,  as  often  as  ten  or  eleven  times,  some- 
times striking  on  the  head,  and  sometimes  over  the  shoul- 
ders. Mr.  Lyon  appeared  now  to  desist  from  attempting 
to  close  in  with  Mr.  Griswold,  and  endeavored  to  gain 
the  northwest  side  or  corner  of  the  Speaker's  seat.  This 
he  did,  Mr.  Griswold  repeating  his  blows.  Mr.  Lyon 
being  now  near  the  stove,  on  the  same  side  of  the  chair 
as  just  mentioned,  seized  the  tongs  standing  hy  the  stove. 
Mr.  Griswold,  then  immediatly  closed  with  him,  and  after 
a  short  scuffle,  or  contest,  Mr.  Lyon  was  thrown  by  Mr. 
Griswold,  who  fell  with  him,  and  with  one  hand  endea- 
vored to  prevent  Mr.  Lyon  from  using  the  tongs  to  his 
injury,  and  with  the  other  struck  him  once  or  twice  in  the 
race.  They  were  then  separated  by  the  interference  of 
several  members.  What  happened  without  the  bar,  at 
the  west  end  of  the  hall,  this  dep  nent  did  not  see. 

J.  H.  IMLAY. 

Sworn  and  subscribed,  the  17th  February,  1798. 
Coram :  Rbtkold  Kkbk. 


No.  5. 

Mr.  James  Gillespie's  Testimony. 

James  Gillespie  being  sworn,  saith,  that  on  Thursday 
morning  the  16th  instant,  he  came  into  the  House  of 
Representatives  after  prayers,  and  the  Speaker  had  taken 
the  chair ;  that  whilst  he  was  warming  himself  at  the  fire 
next  on  the  right  of  the  door,  he  saw  Matthew  Lyon,  the 
member  from  Vermont,  come  to  the  letter  bag,  and  was 
putting  in  some  letters,  as  he,  this  deponent,  passed  him 
going  into  the  House ;  that  he  aUo  saw  Roger  Griswold 
sitting  in  a  chair  a  small  distance  from  the  Speaker's  seat, 
with  a  large  walking-stick  standing  near  him ;  that  I  went 
immediately  to  the  alphabet  and  made  search  fur  my  let- 
ters, and  as  I  turned  to  my  seat  to  read  them,  I  heard 
a  noise  of  blows,  &c. ;  on  looking  that  way,  I  saw  Roger 
Griswold  strike  Matthew  Lyon,  who  was  in  his  place  near 
the  centre  of  the  front  desk  opposite  to  the  Speaker's  seat, 
where  he  wts  then  sitting ;  that  as  Mr.  Lyon  was  get- 
ting round  the  desk  he  receivt  d  two  or  three  blows,  and 
on  attempting  to  close  in  with  Mr.  Griswold,  he,  Mr. 
Lyon,  received  several  severe  strokes  with  the  stick  from 
Mr.  Griswold.  That  the  deponent  conceiving,  from  the 
complexion  of  the  eflair,  that  it  was  a  preconcerted  plan, 
did  not  interfere,  but  asked  the  8peaker  to  call  to  order, 
which  he  declined,  although  the  call  was  loud  from  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  House.  That  as  Mr.  Lyon  advanced 
on  Mr.  Griswold,  he  retreated  back  towards  the  window 
near  the  Speaker's  seas  by  which  Mr.  Lyon  became 
,  possessed  of  a  pair  of  tongs  and  struck  at  Mr.  Griswold, 
on  which  Mr.  Grhwold  closed  with  him,  and  they  fell, 
and  in  a  little  time  were  parted.  That  Mr.  Lyon  expres- 
sed disapprobation  at  being  parted,  and  said,  as  he  was 
rising,  I  wish  I  had  been  let  slone  awhile.  That  the 
deponent  recollects  that,  as  he  turned  to  his  seat,  he  saw 
Mr.  Sewall,  from  Massachusetts ;  and  on  he,  the  depo- 
.  nent,  expressing  his  disapprobation  of  such  conduct,  Mr. 


Sewall  replied  it  was  right,  for  we  ought  to  have  done 
them  justice,  and  expelled  Mr.  Lyon  ;  to  which  I  an- 
swered, take  to  yourselves  all  the  justice  and  credit  that 
appertains  to  it ;  and  went  and  read  my  letters,  and  beard 
no  more  for  some  time  ;  when,  looking  up,  I  saw  Mr. 
Sitgreaves  going  out  of  the  south  passage,  with  a  walking 
stick,  I  believe,  for  Mr.  Griswold ;  and  then,  and  not  be- 
fore, the  House  was  called  to  order,  when  this  deponent 
thinks  it  was  more  ihan  half  past  eleven  o'clock. 

JAMES  GILLESPIE. 

8 worn  and  subscribed,  the  17th  February,  1798. 
Coram  *  Rxykold  Kb  ex. 

Questions  by  Mr.  Sewall 

Question*  Did  not  the  conversation  you  suppose  to 
have  happened  with  me,  take  place  when  you  was,  and  I 
appeared  to  be,  agitat  d  with  the  confution  of  the  scene  * 

Answer.  It  was.  I  returned  to  my  desk  to  read  my  let- 
ters fr«  m  the  first  scene,  and  I  presume  somewhat  agitated. 

Question.  Are  you  in  any  degree  positive  of  the  words 
you  state  to  have  beard  from  me  ? 

Answer.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  these  were 
the  words  used,  or  they  were  words  to  the  same  efiect. 

No.  6. 

Mr.  ShcparcFs  Testimony. 

On  Thursday  morning  last,  I  went  into  the  Hall  a  litis 
before  eleven  o'clock.  After  prayers  were  over,  Mr.  Gris- 
wold came  into  the  hall,  with  a  cane  in  his  hand.  He 
went  and  set  his  cane  up  near  the  window  by  the  north- 
west part  of  i he  hall,  and  sat  down  near  the  end  of  the 
seat  next  the  floor,  and  took  out  a  letter  (as  I  supposed) 
and  went  to  reading  it.  Whilst  he  was  reading,  soon 
after,  Mr.  Lyon  came  into  the  House  with  a  cane  in  bis 
hand,  went  and  took  his  seat,  and  went  to  writing,  set- 
ting his  cane  beside  him.  I  looked  at  Mr.  Griswold,  and 
thought  that  he  did  not  see  or  observe  Mr.  Lyon.  I  then 
turned  my  eye  off  from  them,  and  spoke  to  a  gentleman 
who  was  a  stranger  to  them  both,  and  said  that  they 
were  both  now  in  the  House;  turned  my  face  toward 
them,  and  saw  Mr.  Griswold  then  with  hia  cane  up, 
before  Mr.  Lyon,  and  he  struck  him  a  blow  across  his 
(Mr.  Lyon's)  shoulder.  Mr.  Lyon  appeared  to  be  about 
halfway  between  sitting  and  standing.  Mr.  Griswold 
repeated  the  blow.  Mr.  Lyon  soon  got  out  on  the  floor 
of  the  hall,  and  made  several  attempts  to  get  hold  of  Mr. 
Griswold,  but  failed  in  his  attempts,  as  Mr.  Grwwofd 
kept  out  of  his  reach,  and  continued  the  blows  ontil  Mr 
Lyon  retreated  behind  (he  Speaker's  chair.  The  mem- 
bers then  huddled  round  them  so  thick  that  I  aaw  no 
more  of  the  transaction,  until  they  were  separated  ;  after 
which,  Mr.  Griswold  came  across  the  floor  of  the  hau, 
and  went  through  the  passage  by  the  door  at  which  we 
enter  the  hall,  and  went  without  the  bar  to  the  southeast 
end  of  the  hall,  and  drank  some  water.  When  standing 
near  the  p'ace  where  the  water  is  kept,  without  any- 
thing in  his  hand,  M'.  Lyon  came  through  the  floor  of 
the  hall,  wi.h  his  cane  in  his  hand,  and  came  win  out  the 
bar.  I  thought  Mr.  Griswold  did  not  see  him,  until  Mr 
Lyon  had  his  hand  up  to  strike  him,  when  he  sprang, 
as  I  thought,  to  get  out  of  the  reach  of  his  stick,  but  Mr. 
Lyon  struck  Mr.  Griswold  on  his  arm  and  shoulder,  as 
I  thought,  slightly.  Mr.  Griswold  iheo  turned  upon  Ml 
Lyon,  when  the  doorkeeper  sprang  in  between  them 
I  The  8peaker  then  called  the  House  to  order,  Mr.  Gris- 
J  wold  turned  and  went  into  his  seat,  and  Mr.  Lyon  took 
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a  chsir,  and  sat  by  the  water  and  washed  himaelf,  and 
remained  there  until  after  the  Housa  was  adjourned. 

WM.  8HEPARD. 

Sworn  and  subscribed,  the  17  th  of  February,  1798. 
Coram.'  Rbtvold  Kssir. 


No.  7. 
Mr.  Haven*'*  Testimony. 

The  hour  at  which  the  House  were  to  meet,  according 
to  their  adjournment  on  the  preceding  day,  was  eleven 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  and  I  went  into  the  hall  a  little 
before  this  hour.  Some  short  time  after  eleven  o'clock, 
the  House  attended  on  prayer.  After  this  was  over,  I 
was  walking  in  the  south  end  of  the  hall  without  the 
bar,  and  saw  Mr.  Lyon  come  in,  with  his  cloak  on,  and 
go  to  his  seat,  which  is  the  fourth  from  the  end  of  that 
front  row  of  seats  which  is  on  the  left  side  of  the  passage 
leading  up  to  the  Speaker's  chair.  I  saw  him  pull  off 
his  cloak  and  take  his  seat,  and  perceived  that  he  had  a 
small  cane  in  his  hand,  which  he  either  put  between  his 
legs,  or  leaned  against  a  chair  beside  him,  in  such  man- 
ner that  the  end  of  it  was  under  the  long  desk  that  was 
before  him.  After  he  sat  down,  he  appeared  to  be 
engaged  either  in  writing  or  in  reading  the  papers  that 
were  before  him.  It  was  then  about  half  past  eleven, 
and  the  Speaker  was  sitting  in  his  chair,  but  had  not 
called  the  House  to  order ;  and  I  then  saw  Mr.  Griswold 
coming  from  the  north  end  of  the  hall  across  the  area  in 
front  of  the  Speaker's  chair,  with  a  large  yellow  hickory 
cane  in  his  hand.  Although  I  was  looking  that  way,  as 
I  was  walking,  I  did  not  notice  him  much  until  he  came 
within  about  six  or  eight  feet  of  Mr.  Lyon.  He  was 
then  walking  across  the  floor  in  a  sidelong  manner  to- 
wards Mr.  Lyon,  and  Mr.  Lyon  was  sitting  with  his 
face  down,  looking  on  his  papers,  and,  as  I  presume,  did 
not  perceive  the  approach  of  Mr.  Griswold  ;  and,  if  my 
memory  serves  me  right,  I  think  he  was  sitting  with  his 
hat  on.  As  soon  as  Mr.  Griswold  had  come  in  front  of 
Mr.  Lyon,  he  struck  him  with  all  his  force  over  his  head 
and  shoulders,  with  the  smallest  end  of  his  cane,  repeat- 
ing his  blows  as  fast  as  possible*  Mr.  Lyon,  I  think, 
received  three  blows  in  this  posture,  before  he  rose  to 
disengage  himself  from  the  desk  that  was  before  him,  and 
the  chairs  that  were  on  each  side  of  him.  He  appeared 
to  be  then  trying  to  recover  his  cane  which  was  under  his 
desk,  but  could  not  do  it  by  reason  of  the  violence  of 
Mr.  Griswold's  blows  over  his  head  and  ■houklers.  He 
then  rose  from  his  seat,  and  got  out  at  the  end  of  the 
desk,  defending  himself  with  his  arms  against  the  blows 
of  Mr.  Griswold,  and  then  rushed  towards  Mr.  Griswold, 
and  Mr.  Griswold  retreated  towards  the  front  of  the 
Speaker's  chair,  and  endeavored  to  keep  Mr.  Lyon  at  a 
distance  from  him,  that  he  might  strike  him  more  con- 
veniently with  his  cane.  There  was  no  person  sitting 
on  the  same  row  of  seats  with  Mr.  Lyon  when  this  as- 
sault began.  The  Speaker  was  in  his  chair ;  and  as  soon 
as  the  assault  commenced,  I  expected  he  would  cry  out 
(*  order,"  with  a  loud  voice,  but  he  did  not.  I  was  induced 
to  suppose  this,  because  I  always  understood  that  the 
rule  of  the  House  gave  the  Speaker  a  right  to  call  the 
members  to  order  after  the  hour  to  which  the  House  stood 
adjourned,  although  there  might  not  be  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  members  present  to  proceed  to  business. 

Mr.  Lyon  then  retreated  round  the  Clerk's  table,  the 
right  hand  of  the  Speaker's  chair,  and  Mr.  Griswold 
soil  pursued  him.  They  then  went  into  the  narrow 
passage  which  m  between  the  wall  of  the  House  and 


the  Speaker's  chair,  and  I  then  heard  a  rattling  noise 
as  if  it  were  made  with  a  pair  of  tongs,  but  could  not 
see  the  parties  because  the  Speaker's  chair  was  in  the 
way,  and  I  was  myself  then  passing  in  front  of  Jhe 
chair  to  come  up  to  the  parties  engaged,  as  they  might 
go  through  the  passage  on  the  left-hand  side  of  the 
chair.  As  soon  as  they  had  got  through  the  passage, 
Mr.  G.  either  pushed  Mr.  L.  down  on  his  back  in  the 
northwest  corner  of  the  area  by  his  own  strength,  or 
Mr.  L.  stumbled  backwards  over  some  chairs  that  stood 
in  his  way.  From  the  situation  in  which  I  stood  I 
could  not  well  perceive  how  this  happened,  but  I  saw 
Mr.  L.  on  the  floor  with  Mr.  G.'s  head  and  shoulders  on 
his  breast,  and  Mr.  G.'s  legs  were  directed  towards  me 
as  I  came  from  the  other  end  of  the  room.  Mr.  L. 
Was  then  endeavoring  to  disengage  himself  from  Mr. 
G.,  and  had  raised  himself  partly  up,  and  I  then  per- 
ceived that  he  had  a  black  eye.  I  then  seized  hold  of 
Mr.  G.'s  left  leg  to  pull  him  away  from  M.  L.,  and 
another  member,  whom  I  afterwards  noticed  to  be  my 
colleague,  Mr.  Elmendorph,  seized  at  the  same  time  hold 
of  Mr.  G.'s  right  leg  with  the  same  view.  As  soon  as 
we  had  done  this,  Mr.  Speaker  cried  out  to  me  and 
said,  "  That  is  not  a  proper  way  to  take  hold  of  him." 
I  asked  him  why  ?  He  replied,  "  You  ought  to  take 
hold  of  him  by  the  shoulders."  I  said  it  would  not 
hurt  him  to  pull  him  a  foot  or  two  on  the  carpet.  We 
then  in  this  manner  pulled  Mr.  G.  from  off  Mr.  L  ,  and 
by  this  time  a  number  of  other  members  had  gathered 
round,  and  the  affray  appeared  to  be  over.  I  then 
walked  back  to  the  south  end  of  the  hall,  to  the  place 
where  I  stood  when  the  assault  began.  Mr.  G.  then 
passed  by  me,  and  went  to  the  easternmost  shelf  on 
which  water  stands  for  the  use  of  the  members,  and 
was  drinking  when  Mr.  L.  passed  by  me  with  his  small 
cane  in  his  hand,  and  went  to  the  same  shelf  to  drink 
with  Mr.  G.  As  soon  as  Mr.  L.  had  drunk  a  little,  he 
looked  up,  and  perceiving  that  it  was  Mr.  G.,  who  stood 
close  by  him,  he  said,  *'  Is  it  you  ?"  and  struck  at  him 
with  his  cane,  and  hit  him  on  his  left  shoulder  or 
cheek.  I  observed  that  Mr.  L.'s  blow  was  but  a  feeble 
one,  and  Mr.  G.  then  retreated  from  him  six  or  eight 
feet,  and  I  then  noticed  that  Mr.  G.  had  no  cane  in  his 
hand.  I  then  saw  Mr.  8itgreaves  run  to  the  southeast 
corner  of  the  room  and  get  a  large  hickory  cane,  and 
passing  by  Mr.  L.  with  a  good  deal  of  animation  in  his 
countenance,  he  pnt  the  cane  in  Mr.  G.'s  hand.  Mr. 
L.  then  put  himself  in  a  posture  of  defence,  and  said 
"Come  on."  I  then  cried  out  "Order!"  and  Mr. 
Thomson,  from  New  Jersey,  then  stepping  up,  and 
looking  me  full  m  the  face  said,  M  What  is  the  matter  1" 
I  replied,  I  would  have  no  more  fighting  here.  Mr.  G. 
then  retired,  and  Mr.  8peaker  called  the  house  to  order, 
and  so  the  affray  ended. 

JONATHAN  N.  HAVBN8. 

8worn  and  subscribed  the  17th  of  February,  178». 
Coram;  Rbthold  Kaiir. 

No.  8. 

Mr.  Gordon1*  Testimony. 

I,  William  Goanow,  do  testify  and  say,  that  on  the 
morning  of  the  16th  of  February  instant,  about  the 
hour  of  eleven,  I  went  to  the  hall  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives. Very  soon  after  I  had  entered,  I  observed 
that  Mr.  Griswold  came  in  with  a  cane  in  his 
hand.  In  the  course  of  a  few  minutes  afterwards,  Mr. 
Lyon  also  came  into  the  House,  and  immeuiately  went 
and  placed  himself  in  the  eeat  which  he  has  usually 
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occupied,  nearly  opposite  to  the  chair  of  the  Speaker. 
He  had  in  his  hand  a  cane,  which,  as  he  seated  himself, 
he  placed  behind  him.  On  seeing  him,  I  immediately 
threw  my  eyes  upon  Mr.  Griswold,  but  could  not  dis- 
cover that  he  saw  or  took  notice  of  him.  At  this  time 
the  8peaker  was  in  his  chair  and  writing,  as  is  usually 
the  case  at  that  hour  of  the  day,  but  the  House  had  not 
come  nor  had  it  been  called  to  order.  Few  members, 
comparatively  speaking,  were  within  the  bar.  In  the 
course  of  a  very  few  minutes  after  Mr.  L.  had  seated 
himself,  I  saw  Mr.  G.  with  his  cane  in  his  hand,  ad- 
vancing from  the  floor  to  the  left  of  the  chair  of  the 
8peaker,  with  a  very  quick  and  strong  step  towards  Mr. 
L.  As  he  advanced  he  raised  his  cane,  and  uttered  an 
exclamation  of  "  Rascal !"  or  "  Scoundrel !"  or  of  the 
like  import.  Before  Mr.  G.  reached  him,  Mr.  L.,  ac- 
cording to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  had  partly  risen 
up,  from  which  I  conclude  he  had  discovered  Mr.  G. 
approaching  him.  As  soon  as  Mr.  G.  was  within  such 
a  distance  from  Mr.  L.  as  to  reach  him  with  effect,  he 
instantly  applied  his  cane  with  great  force  to  his  back 
and  shoulders.  As  soon  as  Mr.  L.  was  able  to  effect  it, 
he  made  his  way  from  the  seats  into  the  floor  on  the 
inner  side  of  the  seats,  ihen  quickly  advanced  towards 
Mr.  G.  apparently  with  intent  either  to  catch  hold  of  his 
cane  or  to  close  with  him.  Mr.  G.  seemed  to  be  aware 
of  his  intentions,  stepping  backwards  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  keep  Mr.  L.  at  a  proper  distance  for  the  use  of  his 
cane,  rapidly  applying  it  to  his  back  and  shoulders.  As 
soon  as  Mr.  L.  had  got  to  the  line  of  the  passage  behind 
the  Speaker's  chair,  he  instantly  attempted  to  escape  that 
way  to  the  opposite  side  of  the  House.  Mr.  G.  pursu- 
ing him,  gave  him  three  or  four  blows  across  the  back. 
At  this  time  I  observed  Mr.  L.  turning,  it  appearing  to 
me  that  he  was  prevented  from  passing  any  further  in 
that  direction  by  the  crowd  that  was  advancing  towards 
the  scene  of  action.  After  he  turned  he  seised  the 
tongs  by  the  fireside,  and  Mr.  G.  then  being  very  near 
to  him,  struck  him  with  them.  Mr.  G.  laid  hold  of 
them,  and  they  immediately  closed  in  with  each  other. 
After  a  short  struggle  Mr.  G.  threw  Mr.  L.  on  the  floor, 
and  fell  upon  him.  They  laid  some  little  time  in  this 
situation,  Mr.  G.  attempting  to  disentangle  himself  from 
the  grasp  of  Mr.  L.  in  order  to  pursue  his  chastisement 
further,  and  had  nearly  effected  it  and  placed  himself  in 
a  situation  proper  for  that  purpose,  when  two  or  three 
persons  laid  hold  of  him,  and  drew  him  off  from  Mr.  L. 
While  down,  he  gave  Mr.  L.  one  blow  in  the  face,  and 
wrested  the  tongs  from  his  hands.  When  separated,  I 
sow  Mr.  G.  go  towards  the  outside  of  she  bar,  I  suppose 
with  a  view  to  take  some  water.  Shortly  afterwards  I 
saw  Mr.  L.  making  towards  that  part  of  the  House 
where  Mr.  G.  was.  He  approached  Mr.  G.,  who  was 
standing  at  the  entrance  of  the  bar,  and  struck  him  with 
a  cane.  Mr.  G.*s  cane  was  instantly  handed  him,  and 
he  was  making  again  towards  Mr.  L.,  when  there  was  a 
loud  call  to  order  for  the  first  time ;  this  was  instantly 
repeated  by  the  Speaker.  I  laid  hold  of  Mr.  G.,  sun- 
dry persons  threw  themselves  between  him  and  Mr.  L., 
and  Mr.  G.  instantly  retired  and  took  his  seat 

WILLIAM  GORDON. 
The  foregoing  sworn  to  and  subscribed,  the  17th  of 
February,  1798.  Coram:  Reynold  Kbbk. 

No.  9. 
Mr.  Elmendorph?*  Testimony. 
On  Thursday  morning  last,  having  been  engaged  in 
writing  in  my  room  until  I  thought  it  very  late,  I  en- 


tered the  House  of  Representatives  with  some  surprise, 
at  not  finding  it  engaged  in  business.  The  Speaker 
sat  (I  think)  writing  in  his  chair,  as  I  crossed  the  floor 
to  the  letter  box ;  and,  on  returning  to  my  seat,  I  aw 
Mr.  Lyon  in  his  seat,  in  the  posture  of  writing,  or  read- 
ing, papers  lying  on  his  desk  before  him,  having  his 
hat  on,  and  not  appearing  to  perceive  me  to  pass  him, 
although  very  near  him.  From  my  seat — which  it  the 
second  in  the  third  row,  almost  directly  behind  his, 
which  is  the  middle  seat  in  the  front  row — I  observed 
him  in  the  same  posture  immediately  before  I  heard  the 
first  blow  of  a  cane;  upon  hearing  which,  I  obterred 
him  still  sitting,  with  one  arm  in  the  position  of  cover- 
ing his  head  and  warding  off  blows,  and  the  other  in 
feeling,  as  I  thought,  for  a  cane  on  the  floor,  betide  or 
before  him.  I  saw  Mr.  Griswold  at  this  time  on  the 
open  floor  directly  before  him,  beating  him  with  til  the 
strength  and  dexterity  apparently  in  his  power,  with  a 
cane  of  the  stoutest  kind  of  American  made  hickory, 
and  repeating  his  blows  as  fast  as  I  thought  he  could 
make  them.  Under  this  pressure,  Mr.  Lyon,  in  a  de- 
fenceless state,  made  out  of  his* seat  side-ways, being 
hemmed  in  before  and  behind  by  the  desks  and  setts, 
so  that  it  was  wholly  out  of  bis  power  to  escape  a  single 
blow,  or  to  interrupt  Mr.  Griswold  in  the  act  of  beating 
him.  Immediately,  I  myself,  for  one,  rose  in  my  seat, 
and  loudly  and  repeatedly  called  out  to  the  Chair  for 
order.  I  heard  the  same  call  from  different  parts  of  the 
House ;  but  I  did  not  observe  or  hear  any  effort  from 
the  Speaker  to  restore  it,  or  any  personal  attempt  by 
any  one  near  to  interfere  and  prevent  the  attack.  On 
the  contrary,  I  think  I  distinctly  heard  the  Speaker 
reply  that  the  House  had  not  yet  been  called  to  order, 
as  a  reason  for  not  interfering  at  all.  As  soon  as  Mr. 
Lyon  had  got  out  of  the  row  of  seats,  he  made  towards 
Mr.  Griswold,  and  made  every  effort  to  close  with  him, 
as  it  appeared  to  me.  Mr.  Griswold,  on  his  part,  avoid- 
ed this,  by  holding  him  off  with  his  left  arm,  stepping 
back,  and  continuing  to  beat  Mr.  Lyon  with  his  cane, 
as  before,  until  in  this  way  they  both  got  to  the  lire- 
place,  to  the  left  of  the  Speaker's  chair.  I  then  heard 
the  noise  of  the  tongs,  and  immediately  after  saw  then 
have*  hold  of  each  other,  and  Mr.  Griswold's  cane  falling 
out  of  his  hand.  Boon  after  they  both  fell,  having  bold 
of  each  other,  Mr.  Griswold  partly  upon  Mr.  Lyon, 
At  this  time  I  got  to  the  place  where  they  were  en- 
gaged,  and  called  out  to  part  them.  I  heard  the  same 
cry  from  behind  the  Chair,  and  I  also  heard  the  oppo- 
site cry  from  others,  not  to  part  them.  Mr.  Havens 
and  myself  each  took  hold  of  Mr.  Griswold's  legs,  and, 
I  think,  together,  drew  him  off  from  Mr.  Lyon.  At  the 
same  time,  I  think,  I  saw  others  have  hold  of  Mr. 
Lyon.  When  the  8peaker  observed  Mr.  Havens  and 
myself  taking  hold  of  Mr  Griswold,  he,  with  apparent 
warmth,  as  if  thereby  to  prevent  our  interfering,  called 
out,  in  substance,  as  nearly  as  I  can  recollect,  u  What! 
take  hold  of  a  man  by  the  lega! — that  is  no  way  to  tab 
hold  of  him."  Notwithstanding,  I  persevered,  and,  I 
think,  Mr.  Havens  assisted  me,  in  drawing  Mr.  Gris- 
wold apart  from  Mr.  Lyon.  Mr.  Lyon  went  direct 
from  that  place  to  his  seat,  where  he  got  a  small  case, 
and  went  from  thence  south  of  the  bar,  where  I  saw 
him  and  Mr.  Griswold  soon  after  meeting,  and  Mr. 
Lyon  making  up  to  him — Mr.  Griswold  retiring  fr>B  ( 
Mr.  Lyon,  and  Mr.  Lyon  making  a  blow  at  him  witb 
his  cane,  which  Mr.  Griswold,  I  think,  received  on  h* 
arm  or  shoulder. 

The  loud  cry  of"  order"  from  all  parts  of  the  Howe, 
and  from  the  Chair,  here  pot  an  end  to  the  affray- 


1061 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


1062 


February,  1796.] 


Vessels  Captured  or  Detained,  $c. 


[H.ofR. 


Mr.  J.  Williams  doubted  whether  the  Col- 
lectors could  give  the  information  required. 

Mr.  8.  Smith  beliered  they  could.  The  Senate, 
he  said,  had  adopted  a  resolution  of  a  similar  pur- 
port with  thisj  but  he  did  not  think  it  sufficiently 
particular,  which  was  the  reason  of  his  introducing 
this. 

Mr.  GoRftoN  did  not  see  any  necessity  for 
Adopting  this  resolution,  since  tne  Senate  had 
already  passed  one  of  a  similar  tendency. 

Mr.  Thatcher  was  in  favor  of  the  resolution; 
but  did  not  think  it  went  far  enough  back. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  moved  to  strike  out  the  first 
July,  1795,  in  order  to  insert  "  Since  the  ratifica- 
tion of  the  British  Treaty.'' 

Mr.  S.  Smith  thought  the  first  of  July,  1795,  a 
proper  period;  but  if  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts would  bring  forward  a  proposition  to 
have  a  statement  from  the  commencement  of  the 
European  war,  he  should  not  object  to  it.  Many 
attempts  had  heretofore  been  made  to  obtain  a  cor- 
rect list  of  captures,  but  it  had  never- been  effected. 
The  last  session  an  imperfect  account  was  laid 
before  the  House  collected  from  newspapers ;  he 
believed  the  course  now  proposed  would  produce 
more  satisfaction  than  had  yet  been  obtained  on 
this  head. 

Mr.  Thatcher  moved  that  the  statement  should 
commence  from  the  -first  of  October,  1792,  when 
neutral  vessels  were  first  stopped  in  the  ports  of 
England,  a  period  which  was  a  few  months  pre- 
vious to  the  breaking  out  of  the  war  between 
France  and  England. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  consented  to  this  alteration. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  to  strike  out  the  1st  of  Oc- 
tober, 1793,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  "  from  the 
ratification  of  the  British  Treaty."  He  did  not 
see  why  the  House  should  ask  for  a  long  story  of 
captures  since  the  year  1792.  The  object  required 
was  a  simple  one,  and  lay  within  a  much  nar- 
rower compass.  It  was  merely  to  obtain  a  com- 
parative statement  of  captures  made  by  France 
and  England  within  a  certain  period.  To  take 
the  account  so  far  back,  would  only  serve  to  re- 
tard the  inquiry,  without  being  of  any  real  use. 

The  question  was  put  on  this  amendment  and 
negatived,  there  being  only  23  votes  in  favor  of  it 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  resolution  as 
amended  by  Mr.  Thatcher's  proposition. 

Mr.  Allen  moved  to  add,  M  and  for  what  cause." 
He  did  not  know  that  the  proposed  inquiry  could 
be  of  any  other  use  than  to  satisfy  curiosity ;  but, 
if  any  part  of  it  could  be  of  use,  he  thought  it 
would  oe  well  to  have  the  causes  of  capture  as- 
signed. 

Mr.  Otis  hoped  this  amendment  would  not  ob- 
tain, as  it  would  be  very  puzzling,  indeed,  to 
know  for  what  cause  our  vessels  had  been  de- 
spoiled and  captured. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  if  it  were  possible  to  dis- 
tinguish between  fair  and  illicit  traders,  among 
the  captures,  he  should  be  glad ;  but  he  feared 
this  object  could  not  be  accomplished. 

Mr.  Sitorrave8  remarked,  that  though  the 
Collectors  could  not  in  all  cases  give  an  answer  to 
this  inquiry,  they  might  in  some.    Indeed,  he  did 


not  know  that  they  could  give  the  other  informa- 
tion required  any  more  than  this,  as  he  knew  no 
mode  by  which  they  could  get  possession  of  it 
If  they  could  not  answer  this  inquiry,  it  would  he 
easy  tor  them  to  say  so.  He  hoped,  therefore,  it 
would  be  agreed  to. 

The  motion  was  put  and  negatived,  there  being 
only  26  votes  in  favor  of  it 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  resolution,  and 
carried,  there  being  58  votes  in  favor  of  it. 


Thursday,  February  22. 

The  usual  time  of  calling  the  House  to  order 
being  arrived,  the  Clerk  desired  members  to  take 
their  seats;  which  being  done, 

Mr.  Eittera  said,  the  Speaker  had  desired 
him  to  inform  the  House  that  he  was  so  much  in- 
disposed as  to  be  unable  to  attend  the  House  to- 
day. Mr.  K.  suggested  the  propriety,  therefore, 
of  adjourning  the  orders  of  to-day  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  Willi amb  did  not  see  a  necessity  for  this. 
He  thought  the  House  might  informally  go  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges.  He  had  seen  this  course 
taken  in  other  Legislative  bodies,  and  as  it  would 
be  the  means  of  saving  a  day,  he  hoped  this  mode 
would  now  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Thatcher  hoped  gentlemen  would  not 
consent  to  go  on  with  business  in  an  informal 
manner,  since  it  was  evident  they  were  sufficiently 
informal  with  all  their  forms. 

Mr.  Harrison  inquired  if  there  was  any  proba- 
bility that  the  Speaker  would  be  able  to  attend 
the  House  to-morrow.  If  not,  he  should  be  for 
choosing  a  temporary  Speaker. 

Mr.  Kjtteha  said,  the  indisposition  of  the 
Speaker  was  occasioned  by  a  severe  headache, 
to  which  he  was  subject;  that  it  generally  con* 
tinued  for  six  or  eight  hours,  and  afterwards  he 
was  perfectly  well. 

The  question  for  postponement  of  the  orders  of 
the  day  till  to-morrow  was  then  put  by  the  Clerk, 
and  carried ;  and  then  the  House  adjourned  till 
to-morrow. 


Friday,  February  23. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  widows  and  orphans 
of  certain  deceased  officers,  was  read  the  third 
time,  and  passed. 

•  REVENUE  8TATEMENT8. 

A  communication  was  laid  before  the  House 
by  the  Speaker,  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, enclosing  sundry  documents  prepared  by  the 
late  Commissioner  of  the  Revenue,  in  consequence 
of  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  6th  of  January, 
1798,  requiring  to  be  laid  before  the  House  every 
session,  within  ten  days  after  its  meeting,  a  state- 
ment of  the  nett  produce  of  the  Internal  Revenues, 
the  salaries  of  tne  Collectors,  &c.,  for  the  year 
preceding.  The  Secretary  apologizes  for  not 
having  made  the  communication  sooner.  It  was 
ordered  to  be  printed. 
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CITY  OF  WASHINGTON: 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate,  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Representative*  : 

The  enclosed  memorial  from  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed under  an  act  of  the  United  States,  entitled 
"  An  act  for  establishing  the  temporary  and  permanent 
■eat  of  the  Government  of  the  United  8tates,"  repre- 
senting the  situation  and  circumstances  of  the  city  of 
Washington,  I  take  this  opportunity  to  present  to  both 
Houses  of  the  Legislature,  and  recommend  to  their  con- 
sideration. Alexander  White,  Esq.,  one  of  those  Com- 
missioners, is  now  in  this  city,  and  will  be  able  to  give  to 
Congress,  or  any  of  their  committees,  any  explanation 
or  further  information  which  the  subject  may  require. 

JOHN  ADAM3. 

Uvmn  8tatks,  February  33,  1798. 

The  Message  and  the  memorial  accompanying 
it  (which  prays  further  assistance  from  Congress 
in  oehalf  of  the  Federal  City)  were  ordered  to  be 
printed,  and  were  referred  to  a  committee  of  the 
following  gentlemen,  viz:  Messrs.  Craik,  S it- 
greaves,  Brent,  Stanford,  Varndm,  Allen,  and 
Sumter. 

CASE  OF  GRI8WOLD  AND  LYON. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Privileges,  of  the  twentieth  in- 
stant ;  and  the  same  being  again  read  in  the  words 
following,  to  wit : 

The  Committee  of  Privileges,  to  whom  was  referred 
a  resolution  in  the  following  words,  to  wit :  "  Resolved, 
That  Roger  Griswold  and  Matthew  Lyon,  members  of 
this  House,  for  riotous  and  disorderly  behaviour,  com- 
mitted in  the  House,  be  expelled  therefrom/'  with  in- 
structions to  report  the  evidence  in  writing,  have,  ac- 
cording to  the  order  of  the  House,  proceeded  to  take  the 
evidence,  which  they  herewith  report;  and  they  report 
further,  that  it  is  their  opinion  that  the  said  resolution  be 
disagreed  to. 

Mr.  Davis  said  he  hoped  the  House  would  dis- 
agree to  the  report  of  their  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges; after  this  was  done,  the  resolution  could  be 
altered  in  such  a  manner  as  gentlemen  might 
think  proper. 

Mr.  Dent  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays.  Agreed 
to  be  taken. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  said  there  were  many  consider- 
ations which  should  incline  the  House  to  come  to 
a  decision  upon  the  present  business  without  en- 
tering into  any  unnecessary  discussion  ;  and  there 
were  others  which  should  lead  them  to  avoid 
coming  to  an  immediate  decision.  He  shoul3, 
therefore,  move  that  the  further  consideration  of 
this  subject  be  postponed  until  the  4th  of  March, 
1799. 

Mr.  Nicbola8  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon 
this  question  ;  which  being  agreed  to,  were  taken, 
and  stood — yeas  38,  nays  53,  as  follows: 

Yeas — John  Allen,  Bailey  Bartlett,  James  A.  Bay 
ard,  David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  Christopher  G. 
Champlin,  John  Chapman,  James  Cochran,  Joshua  Coit, 
Samuel  W.  Dana,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jona- 
than Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Goodrich,  Wil- 
liam Gerdon,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman,  He- 


sekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  John  Wilkes  Kit- 
ten, Samuel  Lyman,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G. 
Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  John  Reed,  John  Rntledga,  junior, 
Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard,  Thomas  SinnicksoD, 
Samuel  8itgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith,  Poleg  Spragne, 
George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson, 
John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats— George  Baer,  jr.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard,  Lemuel  Benton,  Thomas  Blount,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Demsey  Burges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
William  C.  C.  Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clop- 
ton,  William  Craik,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson, 
George  Dent,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  Thomas  Evans,  Wil- 
liam Findley,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James 
Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Hanna,  Robert 
Goodloe  Harper,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, Joseph  Hei-ter,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones, 
Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  James  Machir,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  William  Matthews,  Blair  McClenachan, 
Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John 
Nicholas,  Tompson  J.  Skinner,  Samuel  Smith,  William 
Smith,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas 
Sumter,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  Abram  Trigg,  John 
Trigg,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  Pekg 
Wadi worth,  and  Robert  Williams. 

The  motion  for  postponement  being  lost,  the 
question  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee recurred. 

Mr.  Bayard  believed  it  would  not  be  in  order 
to  call  for  a  division  of  the  question.  The  reso- 
lution implicated  two  persons,  which  he  thought 
improper.  If  the  report  of  the  committee  was, 
however,  disagreed  to,  he  supposed  it  would  then 
ba  in  order  to  move  for  a  division  of  the  question. 
He  should,  therefore,  vote  against  the  report  as  he 
wished  the  cases  to  be  separately  considered,  as 
they  stood  on  distinct  ground,  and  were  not  attend* 
ed  with  the  same  circumstances ;  and,  reasoning 
from  analogy,  he  knew  t.f  no  instance  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  where  two  persons  bad  ever  been  in- 
cluded in  the  same  charge  when  their  crimes  were 
different.  If  t  he  situation  of  both  these  gentlemen 
had  been  the  same,  there  might  have  been  propri- 
ety in  coupling  them  together ;  but  as  this  was 
not  the  case,  he  was  opposed  to  taking  an  opinion 
upon  both  together. 

Mr.  McDowell  thought  it  would  be  proper  to 
take  the  same  course  in  this  business  as  was  taken 
in  a  former  case.  He  moved,  therefore,  that  the 
report  be  read  a  second  time,  for  the  purpose  of 
committing  it  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House. 

Mr.  Gordon  was  opposed  to  this  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. Every  one  knew  the  question,  and  were 
as  well  prepared  to  decide  upon  it  now,  as  they 
would  be  after  going  into  a  committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  Giles  thought  it  would  comport  more  with 
the  dignity  of  the  House  to  decide  this  business 
without  going  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as 
he  believed  every  one  had  made  up  his  mind  upoa 
it.  If  gentlemen  intended  by  the  course  hereto- 
fore taken  to  raise  the  dignity  of  the  House,  be 
thought  they  had  deceived  themselves;  for  he  be- 
lieved the  House  was  never  in  a  less  dignified  atti- 
tude than  during  that  discussion. 

Mr.  McDowell  thought  the  mode  ha  had  point- 
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j  out  necessary,  for  the  sake  of  uniformity ;  bat, 
s  other  gentlemen  seemed  to  think  it  unnecessary, 
e  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  R.  Williams  wished  to  know  whether  it 
roold  be  in  order  to  amend  the  report  of  the  Com- 
u'ttee  of  Privileges,  or  to  suggest  the  propriety  of 
isagreeing  to  it,  for  the  purjfcse  of  substituting  a 
liferent  punishment  from  that  proposed,  viz :  that 
le  offending  members  should  be  reprimanded  by 
le  Speaker  in  the  presence  of  the  House?  He 
elieved  that  a  punishment  of  this  kind  would 
itisf?  many  gentlemen  who  did  not  wish  to  expel 
le  members,  but  who,  at  the  same  time,  did  not 
rish  they  should  go  unpunished. 

The  Speaker  said  that  motion  would  be  in 
rder  after  the  report  of  the  committee  was  decided 
pon. 

Mr.  Gallatin  remarked,  that  if  the  report  was 
greed  to,  the  resolution  for  an  expulsion  would  of 
Durse  be  negatived,  and  then  any  other  proposi- 
on  would  be  in  order ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
ie  report  was  disagreed  to,  the  resolution  would 
e  before  them,  and  open  to  amendment.  Mr.  G. 
tid  he  rose  to  make  an  observation  upon  what 
ill  from  the  gentleman  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Bay- 
ed.) That  gentleman  had  said  he  would  vote 
gainst  the  report,  because  he  wished  to  distinguish 
etween  the  two  members.  The  reason  which  he 
are,  though  he  might  have  good  reasons  for  his 
ote,  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  correct.  That 
entleman  seemed  to  suppose  that  the  facts  for 
rhich  the  two  members  were  to  be  expelled,  were 
icts  committed  at  different  times,  and  of  a  differ* 
nt  nature;  whereas  the  facts  for  which  both 
rere  proposed  to  be  expelled,  were  offences  of  the 
ime  nature,  and  committed  on  the  same  day. 
Vhat  related  to  the  previous  conduct  of  the  mem- 
er  from  Vermont,  was  not  now  under  considera- 
on.  In  order  to  have  that  conduct  before  them, 
•  would  be  necessary  that  a  reconsideration  of  it 
bould  be  moved  by  a  member  who  voted 
gainst  that  member's  expulsion,  and  seconded 
y  another  member  who  voted  on  the  same  side 
f  the  question.  The  argument  of  the  gentleman 
rom  Delaware,  therefore,  did  not  apply.  He  said, 
e  should  himself  vote  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Privileges.  He  was  against  ex- 
elling  either  of  the  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Dana  agreed  with  the  gentleman  last  up,  in 
is  conclusions ;  but  be  did  not  seem  rightly  to 
ave  understood  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
•ora  Delaware.  If  the  gentleman  from  Pennsvl- 
ania  was  acquainted  with  legal  principles,  with 
stablished  principles  relative  to  punishment,  he 
lust  know  that  no  persons  can  be  charged  jointly 
nth  an  offence,  except  jointly  guilty,  and  except 
bey  bad  mutually  agreed  to  commit  the  offence, 
'he  resolution,  in  its  present  form,  therefore,  of- 
ended  agsjnst  established  maxims  of  propriety. 

Mr.  Bayard  said,  the  statement  of  the  gentle- 
nan  from  Pennsylvania  was  not  correct.  He  had 
tated  that  the  offences  of  the  two  members  were 
be  same  in  circumstances,  and  committed  at  the 
ame  time.  He  apprehended  the  two  cases  were 
ery  distinct ;  as,  by  the  depositions  before  the 
louse,  it  appeared  that  the  offence  of  the  member 


from  Connecticut  was  committed  before  the  House 
was  called  to  order,  and  that  the  offence  of  the 
member  from  Vermont  was  committed  after  the 
House  was  called  to  order.  The  argument  most 
depended  upon  in  a  former  case,  against  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  member  from  Vermont,  was  that 
which  insisted  that  the  act  of  violence  complained 
of  being  committed  when  the  House  was  not  in 
session,  was  not  a  cause  of  expulsion.  If  this  argu- 
ment had  weight  at  that  time,  it  ought  also  to  have 
weight  in  the  present  case.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  the  height  of  injustice  to  blend  the  two  cases 
together ;  since  there  might  be  cause  for  expelling 
one  member  and  not  the  other. 

The  Speaker  observed  that  everything  which 
had  been  said  with  respect  to  a  division  of  the 
question  was  out  of  order,  as  it  could  not  be  divid- 
ed. He  would  also  remark,  in  order  to  shorten 
the  debate,  that  the  House  was  not  called  to  order 
when  the  stroke  was  made  by  the  member  from 
Vermont,  upon  the  member  from  Connecticut 
without  the  Oar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Harper  asked,  if  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee should  not  be  agreed  to,  whether  the!  resolution 
might  not  then  be  agreed  to  ? 

The  Speaker  replied,  it  could  not  be  divided ; 
but  a  separate  resolution  might  be  brought  for- 
ward. 

The  question  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the 
committee,  which  recommended  a  disagreement 
to  the  resolution  for  an  expulsion  of  the  two  mem- 
bers was  then  taken,  and  stood — yeas  73,  nays  21, 
as  follows : 

Ysas — John  Allen,  Abraham  Baldwin,  Bailey  Bart, 
left,  Richard  Brent,  David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christopher  O.  Champlin,  John 
Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  William  Charles  Cole 
Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  James  Coch- 
ran, Joshua  Coit,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Dawson,  Lu- 
cas Elmendorph,  William  Findley,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight 
Foster,  John  Fowler,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Albert  Galla- 
tin, William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Andrew  Gregg, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Thomas  Hartley* 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah  L. 
Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlay,  Walter  Jones,  Edward 
Livingston,  Matthew  Locke,  Samuel  Lyman,  Nathan- 
iel Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John 
Milledge,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Anthony  New,  John  Nich- 
olas, Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  John  Read,  John 
Rutledge,  jr.,  8amuel  Sewall,  William  8hepard,  Tho- 
mas Sinnickson,  8amuel  Sitgreaves,  Tompson  J.  Skin- 
ner, Nathaniel  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith, 
Peleg  Sprague,  Richard  8prigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford, 
Thomas  8umter,  George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas, 
Mark  Thomson,  Abram  Trigg,  John  E.  Van  Alen,  Jo- 
seph B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  John  Williams, 
and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats— George  Baer,  jr.,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben* 
ton,  Thomas  Blount,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Barges, 
William  Craik,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  George  Dent,  Thomas 
Evans,  William  Barry  Grove,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper, 
Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  John  Wilkes  Kitten, 
James  Machir,  William  Matthews,  Thomas  Tillinghast, 
John  Trigg,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

The  resolution  for  an  expulsion  having  been 
disagreed  to, 
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Mr.  R.  Williams  proposed  a  resolution  in  the 
following  words : 

"  Resolved,  That  Roger  Griswold  and  Matthew  Lyon, 
for  riotous  and  disorderly  behaviour  in  this  House,  are 
highly  censurable,  and  that  they  be  reprimanded  by 
the  Speaker  in  the  presence  of  this  House." 

Mr.  Harper  moved  the  previous  question  upon 
this  resolution.  He  did  it,  he  said,  upon  this 
ground.  The  House  had  just  decided,  and  they 
had  lately  decided  in  another  instance,  that  disor- 
derly conduct  shall  not  be  punished  by  expulsion ; 
and  it  was  his  opinion  that  no  less  punishment 
than  expulsion  ought  to  be  inflicted,  as  he  was  un- 
willing to  diminish  the  reprehensive  power  of  the 
House,  by  inflicting  what  he  thought  inadequate 
punishment  for  offences  of  tbis  nature.  If  there 
were  any  gentlemen  who  thought  this  conduct 
excusable,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be  punished, 
they  would,  of  course,  vote  m  favor  of  the  previ- 
ous question ;  and  those  who  thought  with  him, 
that  both  ought  to  be  expelled,  would  also  vote  in 
favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Nicholas  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon 
this  question.    Agreed  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  having  moved  the  previous  question,  he 
had  excluded  any  discussion  upon  the  merits  of 
the  main  question.  Mr.  G.  wished  some  reasons 
might  be  given  why  the  main  question  ought  not  to 
be  put  Those  given  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  were  applicable  to  the  resolution  itself: 
they  were  reasons  why  he  should  vote  against  the 
resolution,  but  they  did  not  strike  him  as  reasons 
why  the  question  should  not  at  all  be  taken. 

The  previous  question  was  then  put  in  this  form : 
a Shall  the  main  question  (viz:  the  resolution  for 
reprimanding  the  offending  members)  now  be 
put?"  And  the  yeas  and  nays  were  taken,  and 
stood — yeas  47,  nays  48,  as  follows ; 

Yxas — Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Lemuel  Ben- 
ton, Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Dsmssy  Bulges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Thomas  Claiborne, 
William  Charles  Cole  Claiborne.  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  El- 
mendorph,  William  Findley,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel 
Freeman,  jun.,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James 
Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  John  A.  Henna,  Carter  B. 
Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Joseph  Heister,  David 
Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew 
Locke,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph 
McDowell,  John  Milledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nich- 
olas, TompsonJ.8kinner,  8amuei  Smith,  William  Smith, 
Richard  Sprigg,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  8nmter, 
Abram  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abra- 
ham Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats— John  Alien,  George  Baer,  jun.,  Bailey  Bart- 
lett,  James  A.  Bayard,  David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock, 
Christopher  G.  Champhn,  John  Chapman,  James  Coch- 
ran, Joanna  Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana, 
George  Dent,  Thos.  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foe- 
tec,  Jonathan  Freeman,  Henry  Glen,  Chauncey  Good- 
rich, William  Gordon,  William  Barry  Grove,  Robert 
Goodlos  Harper,  Thomas  Hartley,  William  Hindman, 
Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imlsy,  John  Wilkes 
Kitten,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machir,  William  Mat- 
thews, Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker, 


John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  jun.,  Samuel  SewaU,  Wil- 
liam 8hepard,  Thomas  8innickson,  Samuel  Sitgrcavet, 
Nathaniel  Smith,  Peleg  Sprague,  George  Thatcher, 
Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  Thomas  THUnghart, 
John  E.  Van  Alan,  Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Wit- 
lianas. 

RELIEF  TO  AMERICAN  SEAMEN. 

Mr.  Livingston  then  moved  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  for  the  relief  and  protection  of  American 
seamen ;  when  the  amendment  requiring  masters 
of  vessels  to  give  bond  for  the  return  of  their  sea- 
men, or  to  render  a  proper  account  of  them,  came 
again  under  discussion,  but  some  difference  of  opin- 
ion arising  upon  the  propriety  of  the  clause,  a 
motion  was  made  to  recommit  the  bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  which  was  carried,  and  it 
was  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday. 


Monday,  February  26. 

Mr.  Thatcher,  from  the  Committee  on  Post 
Offices  and  Post  Roads,  made  a  report  on  the  peti- 
tion of  certain  deputy  postmasters,  who  prayed 
that  a  declaration  might  be  made  of  the  law  re- 
specting their  liability  for  bank  notes,  dbc,  which 
pass  through  their  hands.  The  committee  recom- 
mend that  this  subject  should  be  left,  for  the  pre- 
sent, to  the  decision  of  the  courts  of  law.  Ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Dent,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  the  resolution  proposing  that  persons  at- 
tending the  House  for  the  purpose  of  reporting  the 
debates,  should  be  admitted  to  take  their  places 
within  the  bar  of  the  House,  reported  it  as  the 
opinion  of  the  committee  that  the  resolution  ought 
to  be  rejected.  This  report  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  whom  has  been 
referred  other  propositions  for  amending  the  stand- 
ing rules  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  instructed  to  inquire  whether  any,  and,  if 
any,  what  alterations  were  necessary  in  the  act 
laying  a  duty  on  licenses  for  the  sale  of  wines  and 
foreign  spirits  by  retail,  reported  it  as  their  opin- 
ion that  it  will  not  be  expedient  to  make  any 
alteration  therein  at  the  present  time.  Con- 
curred in. 

Mr.  N.  Smith,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
it  was  referred  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  mak- 
ing any  alteration  in  the  insolvent  law,  reported 
it  to  be  their  opinion  that  the  law  ought  to  be 
so  altered  and  amended  as  to  extend  to  persons 
imprisoned  in  civil  causes  at  the  suit  of  the  United 
States.    Committed  for  to  morrow. 

BUTT  ON  CARRIAGES. 
Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  stated  that  the  committee  haft  received 
certain  information  on  the  subject  of  the  carriage 
duty,  which  led  them  to  believe  an  alteration  woom 
be  necessary  in  the  law.  This  opinion  was  founded 
on  a  letter  from  the  Supervisor  of  South  Caro- 
lina, who  stated  that  one  of  the  Collectors  in  his 
district,  from  a  failure  of  due  payment,  had  to 
ride  forty  miles  to  collect  two  dollars ;  for 
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service,  according  to  the  penalty  by  law  of  25  per 
cent,  on  persons  neglecting  to  pay  their  duty  at 
the  proper  office,  he  only  received  half  a  dollar ; 
and  that  except  some  alteration  was  made  in  the 
law;  no  Collector  would  hold  an  office  which 
subjected  him  to  such  service.  The  committee, 
therefore,  proposed  to  alter  the  penalty  of  25  per 
cent,  to  50  per  cent.,  and  reported  the  following 
resolution  to  the  House  for  adoption. 

"  Resohed,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
have  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  amending  the  act  for 
laying  a  duty  on  carriages  for  the  conveyance  of  per- 


sons. 


An  agreement  to  this  resolution  was  objected  to. 
It  was  observed  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  ought  to  have  stated  the  reason  which  in- 
duced^them  to  believe  an  alteration  was  neces- 
sary in  the  law ;  that  a  single  instance  of  com- 
plaint was  not  sufficient  to  induce  a  change;  that, 
though  in  this  particular  case  the  officer  had  to 
ride  forty  miles  to  collect  the  duty  in  question,  few 
similar  cases  could  be  produced  where  such  a 
journey  would  be  necessary  for  the  collection  of 
so  small  a  sum;  and  that  it  would  be  imprudent 
to  double  the  penalty  upon  the  whole  United 
States,  because  of  a  few  cases  of  this  sort. 

A  motion  was  first  made  to  commit  this  resolu- 
tion to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  which  was 
negatived — 41  to  38. 

EXAMINATION  OF  WITNESSES. 

Mr.  Kittbra  said,  as  some  inconvenience  had 
lately  been  experienced  in  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses before  the  House  and  its  committees,  he 
would  propose  a  resolution,  in  order  to  remove  this 
inconvenience  in  future.  It  was  to  the  following 
effect : 

«*  Resohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
or  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  whole,  or  the 
Chairman  of  a  committee  of  either  House,  to  adminis- 
ter an  oath  or  affirmation  in  any  case  under  investiga- 
tion, in  which  an  oath  or  affirmation  may  be  necessary, 
and  that  they  report  by  bill  or  otherwise/' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of 
three  appointed. 

STAMP  DUTIES, 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness be  postponed,  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill  pro- 
posing an  alteration  in  the  law  imposing  certain 
stamp  duties,  as  it  was  necessary  to  come  to  an 
early  decision  upon  that  subject,  three  months' 
public  notice  should  be  given  before  the  time  at 
which  the  law  was  to  take  effect  The  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  he  said,  was  also  at  this  time 
making  out  instructions  tor  the  Supervisors,  and 
waited  the  passing  of  the  law  in  question,  before 
he  could  complete  them.  As  there  had  been  a 
proposition  for  a  repeal  of  the  law  referred  to  the 
same  Committee  of  the  Whole,  he  supposed  it 
would  be  necessary  first  to  dispose  of  that  before 
they  could,  with  propriety,  go  on  to  make  altera- 
tions in  the  law  itself.  He  hoped,  therefore,  this 
business  would  be  gone  into. 


The  motion  was  put  and  carried;  and  the 
House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  this  subject,  when  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on 
the  petition  from  citizens  of  Southampton,  Sus- 
sex, and  Prince  George,  in  Virginia,  who  prayed 
for  a  repeal  of  the  law,  having  been  read,  which 
stated  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  repeal  the 
same, 

Mr.  Harrison  called  for  the  reading  of  the  pe- 
tition itself;  which  was  read  accordingly. 

The  question  was  then  put,  without  debate, 
upon  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  or 
Ways  and  Means;  which  was  negatived — 47  to  37. 

Mr.  Tilunobabt  then  called  for  a  decision 
upon  the  resolution,  which  he  proposed  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House,  which  had  also  been  refer- 
red to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It  was 
in  the  following  words : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act  for  laying  a  duty  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  and  paper. 

This  question  was  taken,  also  without  debate, 
and  carried — 49  to  36. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  House  took 
up  the  report.  The  first  vote  was  concurred  in, 
and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  called  upon  the  last 

Mr.  Harper  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
inserting,  instead  of  "  a  committee  be  appointed," 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be  directed, 
&c.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  he  had  not  the  vanity  to  sup- 
pose that  anything  which  he  could  say  could  alter 
the  vote  which  had  just  been  taken.  He  rather 
rose  to  call  forth  observations  from  others.  This 
act  had  passed  last  session  by  a  considerable  ma- 
jority ;  and  he  could  not  conceive  any  change 
that  had  taken  place  since  that  time  which  should 
i  occasion  this  cnange  in  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
There  was  no  appearance  in  the  revenues  of  the 
House  to  authorize  it.  It  was  true,  slight  diaaf- 
fections  had  appeared  in  some  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, with  this  law ;  but  these,  he  believed,  were  of 
little  consequence.  As  he  knew  of  no  better  way 
of  raising  money  than  by  a  tax  of  this  kind,  hi 
was  unwilling  to  part  with  it. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  when  he  gave  his  vote 
for  a  stamp  tax,  he  did  it  to  avoid  a  direct  tax ; 
but  as  he  understood  a  land  tax  was  still  intended 
to  be  brought  forward,  he  should  be  for  repealing 
the  stamp  tax ;  if  he  did  not,  be  believed  they 
should  have  both  a  stamp  tax  and  a  direct  tax, 
which  he  by  no  means  wished. 

Mr.  Harper  wished  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
reserved  his  vote  until  he  saw  that  a  land  tax 
would  be  brought  forward.  He  had  not  heard 
such  a  thing  suggested  this  session ;  it  was  gen* 
erally  believed  that  such  a  tax  would  be  unneces- 
sary. The  stamp  tax  was  last  session  understood 
to  be  a  substitute  for  a  land  tax ;  but  if  gentlemen 
now  thought  a  land  tax  would  be  preferable,  they 
might  be  acting  consistently  in  voting  for  the 
present  repeal.  By  a  moderate  degree  of  atten- 
tion to  the  revenues  of  this  country,  it  would  be 
seen  that,  with  the  aid  of  the  proposed  duty  on 
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stamps,  every  purpose  of  the  Government  would 
be  answered,  and  they  would  be  enabled  to  pay 
off  the  foreign  debt,  as  the  instalments  became 
due.  But  this  could  not  be  done  without  the 
stamp  tax ;  and  if  this  law  was  to  be  repealed,  a 
land  tax  must  be  the  consequence.  Some  gentle- 
men, he  knew,  earnestly  wished  it;  but  those 
who  thought  with  him,  that  a  land  tax  should 
only  be  resorted  to  in  case  of  war ;  that  it  ought 
to  be  a  dernier  resort ;  that  it  must  always  be 
very  unequal,  be  attended  with  great  expense  and 
difficulty,  would  certainly  not  be  acting  consist- 
ently to  vote  for  this  repeal.  If  this  country 
were  to  be  engaged  in  war,  other  resources  would 
be  necessary ;  Dut,  whilst  at  peace,  he  would  pledge 
himself  that  our  present  resources,  with  the  stamp 
tax,  would  not  only  be  equal  to  all  the  current 
expenses  of  Government,  but  also  equal  to  the 
extinguishment  of  every  debt  of  the  country,  and 
to  the  building  a  navy  by  degrees,  as  circum- 
stances should  require ;  but  if  this  law  was  dis- 
Sensed  with,  which  it  was  supposed  would  pro- 
uce  at  least  $250,000  a  year,  we  should  not  be 
able  to  accomplish  these  objects ;  our  funds  will 
be  found  insufficient,  and  resort  must  be  had  either 
to  an  increase  of  our  impost  duties,  or  to  a  land 
tax.  The  question  was  between  a  land  tax  and  a 
stamp  duty ;  and  he  was  willing  for  the  people  of 
the  United  States  to  determine  who  studied  their 
convenience  most,  they  who  favored  a  stamp  tax, 
or  they  who  favored  a  land  tax.  He  knew  there 
were  certain  gentlemen  in  that  House  who  seem- 
ed to  make  a  direct  tax  an  article  of  their  creed, 
as  the  Quakers  make  the  abolition  of  slavery  an 
article  of  theirs.  ,  He  was  willing  they  should 
abide  the  consequences  of  such  a  system ;  he  pre- 
ferred a  stamp  tax.  If  gentlemen  were  not  pre- 
pared to  vote  upon  this  question  until  they  see  a 
statement  of  the  revenue,  of  course  its  decision 
had  better  be  deferred ;  but  if  they  are  ready  to 
vote  upon  it,  and  to  dispense  with  a  revenue  of 
from  $200,000  to  $400,000  a  year,  it  was  more 
than  he  wished  to  do.  For  the  present,  he  be- 
lieved the  stamp  act  might  be  dispensed  with ; 
but,  in  the  year  1801',  there  would  be  an  addition- 
al sum  of  $1,200,000  a  year  wanted  to  meet 
the  instalments  or  our  foreign  debt,  which  must 
be  provided  for. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  was  glad  to  find  that  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  is  now  convinced  that 
the  revenue  of  the  United  States  is  fully  compe- 
tent to  meet  all  its  expenses.  He  believed  the 
gentleman  was  much  mistaken  when  he  spoke 
of  the  stamp  duties  as  being  likely  to  produce 
$400,000 ;  he  believed  $100,000  was  the  extent  of 
what  could  be  expected  from  that  source.  The 
House  had  been  frequently  told  that  the  internal 
duties  on  spirits  would  produce  $400,000,  where- 
as the  last  return,  he  believed,  was  $178,000.  It 
was  wrong  thus  to  deceive  by  unfounded  estima- 
tions. The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  and 
others  who  voted  with  him,  had  heretofore  stated 
the  impost  duties  at  five  millions,  but  it  now  ap- 
peared that  those  who  had  estimated  them  at  up- 
wards of  six  millions  were  right  in  their  calcula- 
'  taons.    In  1796,  they  amounted  to  nearly  eight 


millions;  so  that  this  difference  between  their 
calculation  and  the  real  amount,  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  demands  which  Government 
would  have  to  provide  for  in  the  year  1801.  He 
had  always  been  of  opinion  that  the  revenues  of 
the  United  States  would  not  decline,  but  go  on 
increasing;  experience  had  justified  this  opinion. 
Since  the  year  1796  additional  impost  duties  had 
been  laid,  and  and  it  was  not  yet  known  how 
much  these  would  produce;  but  he  believed  it 
would  be  sufficient  to  enable  Government  to  meet 
the  instalments  of  foreign  debt  as  they  became 
due ;  and,  if  so,  it  would  certainly  be  desirable  to 
do  away  a  tax  which  was  odious  to  the  people  in 
general,  and  would  be  oppressive  to  a  certain  de- 
scription of  persons  in  the  United  States.  When 
the  stamp  law  was  passed,  to  prevent  its  being 
generally  offensive,  tne  duties  had  been  confined 
principally  to  instruments  used  by  merchants. 
Upon  the  single  article  of  a  bill  of  lading,  50  cents 
duty  was  laid,  though  in  England  it  was  only  6 
pence.  Believing  the  present  revenue  to  be  suffi- 
cient for  every  purpose,  he  hoped  the  repeal  would 
take  place.  Indeed,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  believed,  with  the  stamp  tax,  it  would 
be  sufficient  for  every  purpose,  and  equal  to  the 
building  of  a  navy  ;  he  must  allow,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  sufficient,  if  the  navy  was  left  out  of 
the  question.  When  the  Legislature  determined 
upon  building  a  navy,  he  would  join  that  gentle- 
man in  providing  the  means  of  effecting  it ;  but. 
until  that  was  done,  he  saw  no  necessity  for  pro- 
viding for  that  object. 

Mr.  Champlin  said  he  should  vote  in  favor  of 
the  repeal ;  but  he  should  not  do  it  from  any  popu- 
lar odium  which  might  be  affixed  to  the  name  of 
stamp  tax.  This  tax  certainly  bore  no  affinity  to 
the  stamp  tax  proposed  to  be  laid  upon  this  coun- 
try by  Great  Britain,  without  our  consent.  It 
was  not  the  tax  itself  to  which  the  people  were 
at  that  time  opposed,  but  to  the  principle  upon 
which  it  was  founded.  In  proof  of  this  it  would 
be  recollected  that  a  duty  on  tea  met  with  the 
same  opposition.  Mr.  C.  said  he  had  not  changed 
his  opinion  on  this  subject ;  he  voted  against  the 
bill  imposing  this  tax  in  every  stage.  lie  did  not 
know  that  a  bill  imposing  a  stamp  duty,  however 
framed,  should  be  imposed ;  but  the  present  law 
would  bear  very  hard  upon  the  merchants  of  the 
United  States,  who  were  the  insurers  of  our  reve- 
nue. It  was  for  this  reason,  and  not  because  it 
was  a  stamp  tax.  that  he  was  opposed  to  it.  He 
found  out  of  sixteen  or  eighteen  instruments  pro- 
posed to  be  stamped,  thirteen  of  them  particular- 
ly applied  to  merchants,  so  that  three-fourths  or 
four-fifths  of  the  whole  uuty  to  be  collected  would 
be  received  from  this  source;  and  as  he  could  not 
conceive  that  it  was  the  wish  of  that  House  to 
oppress  any  particular  class  of  citizens,  he  trusted 
the  law  would  be  repealed. 

Mr.CaAix  did  not  rise  to  go  into  the  merits  of  the 
stamp  act,  nor  to  charge  the  gentleman  from 
Rhode  Island  with  having  changed  his  opinion. 
The  fact  was,  that  a  very  considerable  change 
had  taken  place  in  the  opinions  of  that  House 
since  the  last  session ;  nor  had  he  heard  of  any 
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rr ice,  according  to  the  penalty  by  law  of  25  per 
tit.  on  persons  neglecting  to  pay  their  duty  at 
e  proper  office,  he  only  received  half  a  dollar ; 
id  that  except  some  alteration  was  made  in  the 
w,  no  Collector  would  hold  an  office  which 
ibjected  him  to  such  service.  The  committee, 
erefore,  proposed  to  alter  the  penalty  of  25  per 
»t  to  50  per  cent.,  and  reported  the  following 
solution  to  the  House  for  adoption. 

H  Rented,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
tve  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  amending  the  act  for 
ring  a  duty  on  carriages  for  the  conveyance  of  per- 


ns. 


An  agreement  to  this  resolution  was  objected  to. 

was  observed  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
leans  ought  to  have  stated  the  reason  which  in- 
aced  them  to  believe  an  alteration  was  neces- 
iry  in  the  law;  that  a  single  instance  of  cora- 
laint  was  not  sufficient  to  induce  a  change ;  that, 
rough  in  this  particular  case  the  officer  had  to 
ide  forty  miles  to  collect  the  duty  in  question,  few 
milar  cases  could  be  produced  where  such  a 
)urney  would  be  necessary  for  tbe  collection  of 
o  small  a  sum ;  and  that  it  would  be  imprudent 
a  double  the  penalty  upon  the  whole  United 
Itates,  because  of  a  few  cases  of  this  sort. 

A  motion  was  first  made  to  commit  this  resolu- 
ion  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  which  was 
legatived— 41  to  38. 

EXAMINATION  OF  WITNESSES. 

Mr.  Kittera  said,  as  some  inconvenience  had 
ately  been  experienced  in  the  examination  of  wit- 
tesses  before  the  House  and  its  committees,  he 
rould  propose  a  resolution,  in  order  to  remove  this 
^convenience  in  future.  It  was  to  the  following 
fleet : 

H  Rcsohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
ato  the  propriety  of  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
fenate,  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
t  the  Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  the 
Chairman  of  a  committee  of  either  House,  to  adminis- 
er  an  oath  or  affirmation  in  any  ease  under  investiga- 
ion,  in  which  an  oath  or  affirmation  may  be  necessary, 
ad  that  they  report  by  bill  or  otherwise." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of 
bree  appointed. 

STAMP  DUTIE8. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness be  postponed,  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill  pro- 
losing  an  alteration  in  the  law  imposing  certain 
tamp  duties,  as  it  was  necessary  to  come  to  an 
arly  decision  upon  that  subject,  three  months' 
lublic  notice  should  be  given  before  the  time  at 
rhich  the  law  was  to  take  effect  The  Secretary 
f  the  Treasury,  he  said,  was  also  at  this  time 
(taking  out  instructions  for  the  Supervisors,  and 
raited  the  passing  of  the  law  in  question,  before 
ie  could  complete  them.  As  there  had  been  a 
proposition  for  a  repeal  of  the  law  referred  to  the 
ame  Committee  of  the  Whole,  he  supposed  it 
rould  be  necessary  first  to  dispose  of  that  before 
hey  could,  with  propriety,  go  on  to  make  altera- 
ions  in  the  law  itself.  He  hoped,  therefore,  this 
usiness  would  be  gone  into. 


The  motion  was  put  and  carried;  and  the 
House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  this  subject,  when  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on 
the  petition  from  citizens  of  Southampton,  Sus- 
sex, and  Prince  George,  in  Virginia,  who  prayed 
for  a  repeal  of  the  law,  having  been  read,  which 
stated  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  repeal  the 
same, 

Mr.  Harrison  called  for  the  reading  of  the  pe- 
tition itself;  which  was  read  accordingly. 

The  question  was  then  put,  without  debate, 
upon  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  or 
Ways  and  Means;  which  was  negatived— 47  to  37. 

Mr.  Tillinoba8T  then  called  for  a  decision 
upon  the  resolution,  which  he  proposed  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House,  which  had  also  been  refer- 
red to  the  same  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It  was 
in  the  following  words : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act  for  laying  a  duty  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  and  paper. 

This  question  was  taken,  also  without  debate, 
and  carried — 49  to  36. 

The  committee  then  rose,  and  the  House  took 
up  the  report.  The  first  vote  was  concurred  in, 
and  the  yeas  and  nays  were  called  upon  the  last 

Mr.  Harper  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
inserting,  instead  of  "  a  committee  be  appointed/9 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be  directed, 
&c.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Co  it  said,  he  had  not  the  vanity  to  sup- 
pose that  anything  which  he  could  say  could  alter 
the  vote  which  had  just  been  taken.  He  rather 
rose  to  call  forth  observations  from  others.  This 
act  had  passed  last  session  by  a  considerable  ma- 
jority ;  and  he  could  not  conceive  any  change 
that  had  taken  place  since  that  time  which  should 
occasion  this  cnange  in  the  opinion  of  the  House. 
There  was  no  appearance  in  the  revenues  of  the 
House  to  authorize  it.  It  was  true,  slight  disaf- 
fections  had  appeared  in  some  parts  of  the  coun- 
try, with  this  law ;  but  these,  he  believed,  were  of 
little  consequence.  As  he  knew  of  no  better  way 
of  raising  money  than  by  a  tax  of  this  kind,  he 
was  unwilling  to  part  with  it. 

Mr.  J.  Williams  said,  when  he  gave  his  vote 
for  a  stamp  tax,  he  did  it  to  avoid  a  direct  tax ; 
but  as  he  understood  a  land  tax  was  still  intended 
to  be  brought  forward,  he  should  be  for  repealing 
the  stamp  tax;  if  he  did  not,  he  believed  they 
should  have  both  a  stamp  tax  and  a  direct  tax, 
which  he  by  no  means  wished. 

Mr.  Harper  wished  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
reserved  his  vote  until  he  saw  that  a  land  tax 
would  be  brought  forward.  He  had  not  heard 
such  a  thing  suggested  this  session ;  it  was  gen- 
erally believed  that  such  a  tax  would  be  unneces- 
sary. The  stamp  tax  was  last  session  understood 
to  be  a  substitute  for  a  land  tax ;  but  if  gentlemen 
now  thought  a  land  tax  would  be  preferable,  they 
might  be  acting  consistently  in  voting  for  the 
present  repeal.  By  a  moderate  degree  of  atten- 
tion to  the  revenues  of  this  country,  it  would  be 
seen  that,  with  the  aid  of  the  proposed  duty  on 
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though  the  determination  of  the  question  was 
postponed  by  sending  a  mission,  yet  they  deemed 
it  wise  to  resort  to  a  revenue  to  meet  an  expense 
which  might  result  Let  gentlemen  ask  one  fur- 
ther question.  Has  the  probability  of  the  neces- 
sity of  great  expenses  diminished  since  that 
period?  So  far  as  we  know,  every  appearance 
grew  more  inauspicious.  Those  very  Envoys  with 
whom  it  was  said  France  could  not  refuse  to  treat, 
because  they  went  specially  empowered,  we  know 
were  six  weeks  in  Paris  before  any  notice  was 
taken  of  them.  Hostilities  upon  our  commerce 
are  yet  continued.  It  was  well  known  that 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  French  Govern- 
ment, which  had  cut  off  all  hope  of  reconcilia- 
tion. At  that  time  there  was  a  party  in  power 
favorable  to  this  country;  but  they  had  been 
expelled,  and  the  whole  of  the  powers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment are  now  in  the  hands  of  persons  the  most 
hostile  to  this  country.  Can  it  be  said,  then,  that 
the  danger  of  our  situation  is  diminished,  or  the 
necessity  of  providing  for  a  possible  expense  les- 
sened ?  And  unless  gentlemen  were  determined, 
when  the  clouds  grow  blacker  and  blacker,  and 
thunder  is  every  moment  expected  to  break  upon 
our  country,  to  diminish  our  means  of  protection 
and  defence,  he  could  not  see  upon  what  ground 
they  could  take  away  this  source  of  revenue. 

The  Speaker  reminded  Mr.  H.  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Harper  could  not  allow  that  the  House  had 
ull  the  information  which  might  be  given  on  this 
subject.  The  extent  of  the  appropriations  for  the 
present  year  was  not  known.  All  the  sums  neces- 
sary had  not  yet  been  voted.  There  was  a  great 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  extent  of  some 
measures.  Large  sums  were  necessary  for  arms, 
magazines,  fortification,  frigates,  revenue  cutters, 
4c.,  and  until  it  could  be  determined  how  much 
was  to  be  expended  upon  these  objects,  it  could 
not  be  ascertained  what  revenue  would  be  neces- 
sary. It  .was  well  known  that  our  situation  with 
respect  to  France  grew  hourly  more  uncertain ; 
and  until  we  knew  what  was  to  be  the  issue  of  this 
business,  was  it  prudent  to  throw  out  so  large  an 
item  from  our  revenue  ?  Might  we  not  have  oc- 
casion to  go  much  further  in  fortifications ;  to  raise 
troops — an  additional  regiment  of  artillery — to  call 
into  actual  service  a  considerable  part  of  the 
80,000  militia,  which  had  been  ordered  to  be  held 
in  readiness,  and  to  equip  galleys  for  the  protection 
of  our  coasts,  etc.  ?  When  gentlemen  considered 
these  things,  he  trusted  they  would,  at  least,  give 
time  for  considering  this  vote.  Knowing  what 
had  taken  place  in  another  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, he  did  not  anticipate  the  vote  which  had  been 
given,  especially  when  it  must  be  known  that  the 
only  effect  which  such  a  vote  could  have,  would 
be  to  increase  the  discontents  which  may  already 
exist  in  some  parts  of  the  country  against  this 
law.    He  hoped  the  decision  would  be  postponed. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  believed  the  gentleman  last  up 
did  not  anticipate  the  vote  which  had  been  given, 
or  he  would  not  have  pressed  the  subject  upon 
the  House. 

Mr.  Coit  was  in  favor  of  the  postponement,  in 
order  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 


might,  in  the  mean  time,  make  a  report  on  the 
subject  of  the  revenue. 

Mr.  Maoom  thought  there  was  no  necessity  for 
postponiag  a  question  which  had  been  six  weeks 
before  the  House.  He  thought  much  extrinsic 
matter  had  been  introduced  into  the  discussion. 
He  did  not  know  what  this  question  had  to  do 
with  the  French  Government  or  our  resistance; 
if  it  were  necessary,  there  was  no  doubt  we  should 
be  ready  to  resist  oppression.  The  true  reason 
for  wishing  the  postponement  was,  gentlemen 
expected  to  be  in  a  majority,  and  they  had  found 
themselves  in  a  minority;  as  to  information,  gen- 
tlemen did  not  want  it  for  themselves,  but  for 
others,  who  voted  for  the  repeal,  and  who  neither 
asked  for  it  nor  wanted  it.  This  was  only  the 
first  stage  of  the  business,  and  there  would  be  no 
want  of  opportunity  for  gentlemen  to  discuss  the 
subject  as  much  as  they  pleased  before  the  bill 
passed.  It  was  said  the  law  passed  by  a  consider- 
able majority;  but, since  that  time, gentlemen  had 
been  with  their  constituents,  and  nad  leisure  to 
reflect  upon  the  subject,  and  mipht  now  see  reason 
to  change  their  vote.  He  had  no  doubt  of  the 
present  revenue  being  equal  to  the  expenditure, 
and  when  more  was  wanted,  it  would  be  time  to 
provide  it;  and  if  more  were  wanted,  he  thought  a 
more  eligible  mode  might  he  hit  upon  than  a 
stamp  tax. 

Mr.  Sewall  was  in  favor  of  the  postponement. 
If  he  were  certain  the  revenue  to  be  provided  by 
this  law  was  not  wanted,  he  should  be  in  favor  of 
the  repeal ;  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  change  his 
opinion  until  he  had  more  mformation  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  the  friends  of  a  repeal 
ought  to  be  for  the  postponement,  in  order  to  give 
time  for  gentlemen  to  be  convinced  of  the  feet 
that  this  revenue  is  unnecessary.  In  that  case 
the  repeal  would  pass  almost  unanimously.  To 
say  this  tax  is  unpopular,  is  idle  and  foolish.  It 
was  true  the  people  in  some  parts  had  £ot  a  whim 
of  this  sort  and  they  speak  or  this  law  in  the  same 
way  as  of  the  British  stamp  tax,  though  it  is  quite 
a  different  thing.  A  majority  of  that  House 
voting  for  a  repeal  must  have  a  tendency  to  in- 
crease that  discontent  which  has  already  appeared 
against  the  law;  and  if  the  Senate  should  con- 
tinue to  act  as  they  have  done,  such  a  vote  would 
tend  to  cast  an  odium  upon  them  as  the  cause  of 
retaining  an  act  which  they  do  not  like.  He 
hoped  the  postponement  would  be  agreed  to,  par- 
ticularly as  the  gentleman  from  New  York  had 
asked  for  information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne  was  against  the  postpone* 
ment.  If  we  remained  at  peace  we  did  not  want 
this  tax;  and  if  we  were  to  be  engaged  in  war,  it 
would  be  worse  than  nothing,  as  it  would  only 
serve  to  vex  the  people,  when  all  ought  to  be 
unanimous  in  the  common  cause.  The  people  ia 
my  country  abhor  it ;  it  is  as  obnoxious  to  them 
as  poison. 

Mr.  Gallatin  said,  with  respect  to  the  infor- 
mation wanted  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
he  had  already  enough  to  vote  for  a  repeal  o(  tat 
bill,  and  if  the  question  of  postponement  was  lost, 
he  doubted  not  he  would  again  vote  for  a  repeal 
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He  observed  that  when  this  subject  was  called 
up,  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  stated  the 
necessity  of  going  into  it  immediately  on  account 
of  the  three  months'  notice  necessary  to  be  given 
before  the  law  takes  effect.  So  that  if  a  postpone- 
ment of  three  weeks  were  to  take  place,  it  would 
be  impossible  the  law  could  nass  in  time ;  to  carry 
this  motion,  therefore,  would  be  a  rejection  of  the 
question.  Mr.  G.  insisted  upon  his  former  state- 
ment being  correct  with  respect  to  the  money  to 
be  raised  by  the  stamp  act  being  intended  to  re- 
pay the  loan  of  $800,000.  If  it  had  been  intended 
to  meet  the  expenses  of  a  foreign  war?  the  House 
would  certainly  not  have  stopped  with  a  stamp 
and  salt  tax ;  they  would  have  gone  on  to  have 
raised  something  equal  to  the  demands  which 
must  have  come  against  the  Government  in  such 
a  result.  But  it  was  said,  the  situation  of  Euro- 
pean affairs  is  become  still  more  alarming.  He 
believed  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  say  whether 
out  situation  with  respect  to  European  Powers  is 
worse  or  better  than  it  was  in  the  Summer,  as 
they  had  no  information  upon  whieh  to  depend, 
aad  still  less  did  they  know  whether  the  event  of 
the  expulsion  of  certain  members  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  tend  to  promote  a  general  peace 
(which  he  believed  would  insure  our  own)  or 
lengthen  the  war,  and  consequently  endanger  our 
peace,  it  was  possible  that,  during  the  present 
session  of  Congress,  the  situation  of  the  country 
nay  be  sueh  as  to  induce  the  House  to  raise  a 
mach  larger  revenue  than  we  have  at  present ; 
tat  this  was  no  reason  for  the  House  now  to  go 
into  raising  revenue  which  is  not  wanted.  In- 
deed, it  would  be  an  additional  reason  for  repeal- 
ing the  act,  as  he  conceived  it  would  be  proper,  in 
our  present  situation,  not  only  to  consult  the  inte- 
rests of  the  people,  but  their  prejudices.  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  called  them  Vfhima. 
Let  them  be  so.  In  the  present  situation  of  the 
country,  however  mistaken  were  their  ideas,  to 
know  it  was  their  opinion  that  the  act  should  be 
repealed,  would  be  a  strong  reason  with  him  for 
voting  its  repeal.  If  he  were  to  consult  his  own 
opinion^  he  believed  there  were  other  acts  more 
oppressive  than  the  stamp  act  would  be;  but 
in  all  cases  of  taxation  he  was  willing  to  sacrifice 
his  own  opinion  to  the  public  opinion.  It  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  endeavor  to  correct  the  pub- 
lic opinion  where  they  thought  it  wrong ;  but  at 
present,  he  believed  it  would  be  best,  in  a  good 
degree,  to  consult  it ;  as  the  act  was  sufficient  to 
create  disgust  to  the  Government  without  being 
Tery  effectual. 

The  Speaker  reminded  Mr.  G.  of  the  question. 

Mr.  Gallatin  then  remarked,  that  though  a 
vote  had  been  taken  in  favor  of  continuing  the 
tax  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  that 
▼ote,  on  a  future  day,  might,  from  a  conviction  of 
its  impropriety,  be  reversed.  What  had  been  said 
about  a  land  tax  he  looked  upon  as  a  mere  threat, 
as  he  did  not  suppose  any  such  question  would 
come  before  the  House  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  Varnum  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon 
this  question.    Agreed  to. 

Mr.  N.  Smith  said,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 


sylvania had  told  the  House  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  had  already  voted  for  the  repea!,and 
that  he  doubted  not  he  would  do  so  again,  and  that 
therefore  he  had  no  need  of  information.  Should 
they,  then,  force  gentlemen  to  vote  before  they  were 
prepared  ?  He  always  thought  it  was  their  busi- 
ness to  inform  and  be  informed,  and  come  to  a 
temperate  result ;  and  when  this  was  come  to,  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  was  the  political  standard. 
But,  instead  of  this,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania made  himself  the  political  standard ;  as 
ir  a  member  was  not  prepared  to  vote,  he  would 
force  him  to  vote  unprepared.  This  was  not  an 
opinion  which  he  could  subscribe  to.  Mr.  S. 
said,  he  asked  for  a  postponement  on  his  own  ac- 
count. He  was  one  of  those  who,  if  convinced 
that  our  present  revenue  will  meet  our  present  ex- 
penses, and  that  onr  revenue  will  not  decrease, 
nor  our  expenses  increase,  and  thatj  there  will 
be  a  surplus  remaining  to  meet  the  demands 
which  will  be  made  upon  us  in  1801,  he  would 
most  heartily  vote  for  the  repeal.  And  if  this 
were  the  ground  upon  which  gentlemen  voted 
the  repeal,  instead  of  a  bare  majority,  they  would 
have  a  unanimous  vote.  But  could  any  one  say, 
that  our  present  revenue  is  equal  to  our  present 
expense?  Could  any  one  say  that  our  revenue 
will  not  decrease,  or  our  expenses  increase? 
Surely  they  cannot,  when  there  is  so  mueh  uncer- 
tainty with  respect  to  our  foreign  relations ;  when 
we  know  not  what  a  day  may  bring  forth ;  when  we 
cannot  tell  but  that  such  depredations  may  be 
committed  upon  our  commerce  as  may  greatly 
decrease  our  revenues,  and  that  necessary' prepara- 
tions lor  our  defence  may  vastly  increase  our 
expenses.  Was  this,  then,  a  situation  for  repeal- 
ing a  law  for  raising  revenue?  He  thought  not  \ 
he  hoped,  therefore,  the  question  would  be  post- 
poned^ and  in  the  mean  time,  it  was  probable 
some  information  would  be  received  on  the  subject 
of  our  foreign  relations.  But  it  was  said,  this  act 
was  unpopular,  and  because  of  our  dangerous 
situation,  the  opinions  of  the  people  ought  to  be 
consul  tea,  whether  well  or  ill  founded.  No  man 
would -sooner  consult  the  opinions  of  the  people 
than  he,  when  they  were  founded  with  delibera- 
tion ;  but  it  was  dangerous  in  the  extreme  to  meet 
the  opinions  of  the  people  when  prematurely 
formed.  What  did  the  petition  whieh  had  been 
received  say  ?  It  did  not  say  the  act  was  unpop- 
ular, but  that  it  was  copied  from  an  act  of  a  fo- 
reign nation,  and  that  it  was  an  act  which  had 
given  offence  when  attempted  to  be  imposed  by  a 
foreign  country.  These  were  reasons  which  no 
gentleman  would  urge  for  the  repeal,  and  he  was 
convinced  when  the  enlightened  people  of  Ame- 
rica came  to  examine  the  subjectf  that  this  tax 
would  be  as  agreeable  to  them  as  any  other  tax. 
It  would  be  found  that  not  only  the  British,  but 
the  French  nation  had  a  tax  of  this  kind,  and  that 
it  was  a  popular  tax  wherever  it  was  adopted.  , 

Mr.  J.  Williams  had  seldom  known  objections 
made  to  the  postponement  of  a  subject  so  import- 
ant as  the  present.  If  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania thought  by  this  means  to  secure  his  vote, 
he  would  vote  against  him,  and  he  was  seldom  in 
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the  habit  of  voting  with  him.  The  arguments  of 
gentlemen  against  the  postponement  were  so  con- 
tradictory that  he  thought  when  they  came  to  re- 
view them  they  would  themselves  be  in  favor  of 
the  motion.  It  was  said  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  that  it  was  necessary  to  give  way 
to  popular  opinion.  If  this  argument  had  not 
heretofore  been  used,  the  resources  of  the  country 
would  have  been  applied  to  some  years  ago,  and 
our  debt  paid  off.  Gentlemen  themselves  confess 
that  the  people  who  complain  against  the  stamp 
law  have  no  cause  to  complain  against  it,  as  it  is 
not  calculated  to  affect  them.  The  yeomanry  of 
the  country,  therefore,  only  wanted  time  to  con- 
sider it,  in  order  to  be  reconciled  to  the  stamp 
law;  they  would  always  act  right,  when  time 
was  given  them  for  reflection ;  and  their  good 
sense  would  teach  them,  on  cool  reflection,  that 
they  would  be  benefited  by  the  act,  provided  a  re- 
peal, would  produce  a  land  tax. 

Mr.  Giles  said,  the  subject  had  been  called  up 
by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  himself,  so  that  he  must  have  conceived 
the  House  ready  to  vote  upon  it.    One  of  the 

auestions,  indeea,  reported  by  the  Committee  of 
tie  Whole,  had  already  been  decided ;  but  when 
the  second  was  about  to  be  taken,  the  yeas  and 
nays  were  called,  and  previous  information  was 
said  to  be  necessary.  If  information  was  really 
wanted,  there  would  be  time  enough  to  obtain  it, 
before  the  bill  passed  j  it  was  futile,  he  said,  to 
put  off  the  decision  upon'  the  limb  of  a  proposition 
which  had  already  been  acted  upon.  Mr.  G.  de- 
nied that  this  stamp  act  had  anything  to  do  with 
our  foreign  relations ;  indeed,  when  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  first  rose, 
he  did  not  consider  it.  He  was  himself  upon  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  when  this  law 
was  agreed  upon;  but  he  never  heard  such  a 
thing  suggested.  If  war  was  apprehended,  and 
this  tax  was  meant  to  furnish  a  part  of  the  expense, 
he  desired  gentlemen  to  look  at  its  insignificancy 
to  such  an  object  Indeed^  he  believed  if  such  a 
state  were  to  take  place{  this  tax  would  do  more 
harm  by  the  dissatisfaction  which  it  would  excite 
against  Government,  than  the  money  it  would 
raise  would  do  good ;  but  he  was  certain  it  had 
never  been  considered  in  any  other  light  than  as 
a  peace  arrangement. 

A  motion   was   made  for   adjournment,  and 
negatived — 57  to  38. 

Mr.  Sitqreaves  said,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  seemed  pleased  with  the  noticing  acts  of 
inconsistency,  he  would  furnish  him  with  an* 
other;  for,  though  he  had  spoken  against  the  post- 
ponement, he  should  vote  in  favor  of  it.  He 
should  do  this  for  three  reasons;  first,  as  the 
reason  which  he  gave  for  believing  that  a  lengthy 
discussion  was  unnecessary,  had  been  declared  out 
of  order,  he  supposed  it  would  be  out  of  order  to 
aqt  upon  it ;  the  second  was  because  gentlemen 
appeared  afraid  of  a  postponement ;  and  the  third 
was,  because  the  yeas  and  nays  were  called,  and 
when  that  was  the  case,  he  wished  to  appear  on 
the  same  row  with  his  friends. 

The  question  on  the  postponement  for  three 


weeks,  was  then  taken  and  negatived4 — yeas  41, 
nays  52,  as  follows : 

Teas — John  Allen,  George  Baer,  jr.,  BaUejBut* 
lett,  David  Brooks,  John  Chapman,  Joshua  Coit,  Wil- 
liam Craik,  8amuel  W.  Dana,  George  Dent,  Thorns 
Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jonathan  Freeman, 
Henry  Glen,  Channcey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon, 
Roger  Griswold,  Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  Wiffiaa 
Hindman,  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer,  James  H.  Imbj, 
John  Wilkes  Kitten,  Samuel  Lyman,  James  Machn, 
William  Matthews,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison  G. 
Otis,  Isaae  Parker,  John  Reed,  John  Rntfedge,  jr.,  Stn* 
uel  Bewail,  William  8hepard»  Thomas  8innickson,  8m- 
uel  8itgreavss,  Nathaniel  Smith,  George  Thatcher, 
Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson,  John  E.  Van  Aka, 
Peleg  Wadsworth,  and  John  Williams. 

Nats— Abraham  Baldwin,  David  Bard,  Thorns? 
Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan,  8tephen  Bol- 
lock, Demsey  Burgee,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christopher  6. 
Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne,  William  Charles  Cols 
Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Hfomu  T. 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Ehnendorph,  William 
Findley,  John  Fowler,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jr.,  Albert 
Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles,  James  Gillespie,  Andrew 
Gregg,  William  Barry  Grove,  Carter  B.  Harmon, 
Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Joseph  Heister,  Darid  Holmes 
Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston,  Matthew  Locke, 
Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Blair  McClenschtn, 
Joseph  McDowell,  John  Miiledge,  Anthony  New,  Joba 
Nicholas,  Tompson  J.  8kinner,  Samuel  Smith,  Wilham 
8mith,  Peleg  Spregue,  Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Bkhard 
Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  Thomas  Tillinghast,  Abnm 
Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip  Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B. 
Varnum,  Abraham  Venable,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Mr.  Allen  then  moved  an  adjournment,  which 
was  negatived— 49  to  43. 

Mr.  Gordon  moved  the  postponement  of  the 
question  for  a  week. 

Mr.  Brooks  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  upon 
this  question,  which  was  decided  to  be  so  taken 
by  18  members  rising ;  which  were  decided  to  be 
one-fifth  of  the  whole  number  present. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  taken,  and  were 
the  same  as  before,  except  that  Messrs.  Bollock, 
Gillespie,  and  Grove,  who  voted  in  the  negative 
of  the  last  question,  voted  in  the  affirmatire  of 
this,  which  made  the  numbers  stand  49  to  44. 

Mr.  Sitqreaves  again  moved  an  adjournment, 
which  was  negatived-—43  votes  being  only  in  |ts 
favor. 

Mr.  Gordon  then  went  into  some  observations 
against  the  repeal.  He  did  not  think,  because  the 
law  was  obnoxious  to  a  few  people,  that  it  ought 
to  be  repealed ;  nor  did  he  think,  because  some 
gentlemen  stated  the  law  as  operating  unequallr, 
was  a  good  reason  for  repealing  it.  A  conviction 
of  this  Kind  ought  to  lead  gentlemen  to  endeavor 
to  make  the  law  more  equal,  and  not  to  repeal  it 
He  acknowledged  that  he  had  not  made  doe  use 
of  the  information  within  hia  power ;  for  he  was 
not  sufficiently  informed  to  vote  upon  the  subject, 
and  therefore  he  wished  to  have  it  postponed.  He 
begged  gentlemen  to  consider  in  what  view  they 
would  hold  up  Congress  to  the  world,  if  they  made 
and  unmade  laws  in  this  way.  No  dependence 
could  be  placed  upon  the  consistency  of  their  pro- 
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ceedings ;  every  law  that  was  at  all  displeasing  to 
any  part  of  the  community,  would  he  constantly 
expected  to  be  repealed.  He  should,  at  present, 
be  compelled  to  vote  against  the  repeal,  though  if 
time  were  given  for  an  inquiry  into  tne  subject, 
he  might  vote  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  S  pr  a  ode  said  the  subject  had  been  before 
the  House  for  six  weeks,  whi en  he  thought  was  suf- 
ficient time  for  members  to  have  made  themselves 
acquainted  with  the  subject.  He  should  vote  for 
the  repeal,  from  the  evidence  which  had  been  laid 
before  him  of  the  sufficiency  of  our  revenue  for 
oar  expenses,  and  that  the  stamp  tax  was  unneces- 
sary.    It  was  upon  this  ground  that  he  voted. 

Mr.  Allen  again  moved  an  adjournment,  which 
was  negatived,  there  being  only  30  votes  for  it 

Mr.  Coit  spoke  against  the  repeal.  He  consid- 
ered the  question  as  a  choice  between  a  stamp  and 
a  land  tax,  and  in  this  point  of  view  he  thought  it 
important. 

Mr.  Tbatober  was  afraid  that  a  reason  would 
operate  in  the  repeal  of  this  law,  which  was  de- 
rogatory to  the  Legislature  of  the  United  States — 
which  was,  a  prejudice  against  the  Bound  of 
stamp  act;  for  all  acknowledged  that  this  law 
bore  no  resemblance  to  the  case  which  had  given 
rise  to  the  hatred  of  a  stamp  act.  This  plea  of 
prejudice  bad  frequently  been  brought  before  the 
House.  He  recollected  that  in  the  year  1789, 
when  it  was  proposed  to  lay  a  duty  on  goods  im- 

forted.  a  gentleman  from  Georgia  entertained  the 
louse  a  long  time  with  urging  this  plea  on  behalf 
of  his  constiuents,  against  a  duty  on  gunpowder, 
as  the  people  of  Georgia  were  fond  of  the  diver- 
sion of  shooting  rice  birds;  but  that  prejudice  was 
overcome,  the  law  was  passed,  and  it  was  found 
a  good  one.  No  sooner  was  an  excise  proposed, 
than  the'  House  was  again  told  of  this  prejudice ; 
but  it  was  now  admitted  that  the  tax  was  a  good 
one,  and  the  prejudice  was  overcome.  About 
four  years  ago,  an  additional  duty  was  proposed 
upon  the  importation  of  iron  ware ;  when  it  was 
objected  that  theie  was  a  strong  nrejudice  in  favor 
of  imported  hoes  and  axes.  All  these  prejudices 
had,  in  their  turn,  died  away ;  and  he  hoped  the 
present  would  be  permitted  to  have  its  exit  in  the 
same  way.  As  to  the  law  operating  principally 
upon  merchants,  bankers,  hucksters,  &c  he  was 
glad  of  it ;  he  wished  all  taxes  principally  to  ope- 
rate upon  them,  because  they  could  most  easily 
furnish  the  money  to  pay  them.  As  to  the  reason 

?[iven  for  the  repeal,  that  our  revenue  was  sufficient 
or  every  demand  against  it,  he  was  not  assured  of 
this.  He  wished  to  retain  this  law  until  he  saw 
the  issue  of  our  present  situation. 

Another  question  was  taken  for  adjournment, 
and  negatived,  there  being  only  32  votes  for  it. 

Mr.  Harper  then  moved  for  a  postponement  till 
to-morrow.  He  did  not  make  this  motion  with  a 
view  of  obtaining  a  different  vote,  but  because  the 
discussion  had  come  on  unexpectedly ;  for,  though 
he  himself  had  called  up  the  subject,  he  did  not 
expect  a  debate  upon  it.  He  thought  the  pressure 
for  the  question  bad  been  in  this  case  unprece- 
dented. 

Mr.  Giles  said  there  had  been  already  at- 


tempts enoqgh  to  get  rid  of  the  question.  He 
hoped  this  would  meet  with  the  same  fate  with 
the  others. 

Mr.  Allen  spoke  in  favor  of  the  postponement. 
He  pledged  his  honor  that  he  wanted  information 
on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Dana  urged  the  propriety  of  the  postpone* 
ment,  as  this  question  went  to  decide  the  principle. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  hoped  this  postponement  would 
take  place,  that  if  gentlemen  were  refused  an  op- 
portunity to  think  upon  the  subject,  they  might 
at  least  have  an  opportunity  to  speak  upon  it.  It 
was  a  thing  unprecedented  in  that  House,  when 
a  member  declared  he  wanted  information,  or 
wished  to  deliver  his  sentiments  upon  a  question, 
to  refuse  a  postponement  of  its  decision.  He  askea 
whether  this  request  was  not  peculiarly  reasona- 
ble on  the  present  occasion  ?  Some  gentlemen  had 
stated  that  their  reasons  for  voting  for  the  repeal 
of  this  law  was  because  it  was  unpopular.  Was 
it  reasonable,  therefore,  to  put  these  gentlemen 
in  a  situation  of  opposing  popular  opinions,  with- 
out giving  them  leave  to  express  the  grounds  upon 
which  they  acted  ?  He  complained  of  this  sort  of 
treatment.  He  should  certainly  vote  against  the 
repeal ;  he  did  not  himself  want  information ;  he 
had  no  hesitation  on  his  mind  with  respect  to  his 
vote ;  but  he  had  a  desire  to  explain  tne  reasons 
upon  which  he  acted. 

Mr.  Varnuh  said  the  gentleman  last  up  com- 
plained without  ground.  He  and  those  who  voted 
with  him  did  not  want  time  or  information  in 
the  morning.  It  was  only  since  they  found  they 
were  in  a  minority  that  this  want  was  discovered. 

Mr.  Champlin  had  no  objection  to  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  decision  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Nicholas  could  not  consent  to  a  postpone- 
ment of  this  question,  because  the  means  used  to 
put  off  the  decision  had  been  unprecedented.  The 
reasons  given  for  it  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, could  not  prevail  with  any  one.  He  con- 
fesses he  does  not  want  information  ;  and  he  will 
have  full  opportunity  to  give  his  opinion  to  the 
public  before  the  bill  passes.  With  respect  to  gen- 
tlemen not  being  prepared,  he  thought  it  a  curious 
thing.  They  were  prepared  to  vote  until  the  yeaa 
and  nays  were  called  for,  but  when  these  were 
called  they  wanted  information. 

Mr.  Brooks  spoke  in  favor  of  the  postpone- 
ment, and  condemned  the  want  of  candor  in  gen- 
tlemen persisting  to  take  the  question  before  gen- 
tlemen were  prepared  to  vote.  Was  this  conduct, 
he  asked,  intended  to  give  encouragement  to  the 
setting  up  of  Whiskey  and  Liberty  poles?  It  looked 
like  it.    [The  Speaker  called  to  order.] 

Mr.  S.  Smith  asked  who  prevented  gentlemen 
from  giving  their  reasons  upon  this  subject  1  Had 
not  they  themselves  prevented  the  main  question 
being  brought  into  view  by  continual  motions  to 
postpone  and  to  adjourn  7  Most  assuredly  they 
Lad.  If  they  had  gone  into  a  discussion  of  the 
merits  of  the  question  at  first;  three  hours  might 
have  been  spent  in  the  discussion. 

After  several  other  observations,  the  Question 
for  a  post  post  ment  till  to-morrow  was  taken  and 
negatived— 46  to  41. 
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The  question  was  then  taken  by  yeas  and  nays 
on  agreeing  to  the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
be  instructed  to  report  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act  laying 
a  duty  on  stamped  vellum,  parchment,  and  paper." 

And  it  was  carried  52  to  36,  as  follows : 

Tbas — George  Baer,  jun.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  Richard  Brent,  Nathan  Bryan, 
Bemsey  Burges,  Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christopher  O. 
Champlin,  Thomas  Claiborne,  William  C.  C.  Clai- 
borne, Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T.  Da- 
vis, John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  William  Find- 
ley,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  William  B.  Giles, 
James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  William  Barry  Grove, 
Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Havens,  Joseph  Heis- 
ter,  David  Holmes,  Walter  Jones,  Edward  Livingston, 
Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Milledge, 
Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Tompson  J.  8kinner, 
Samuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  Peleg  8prague,  Richard 
Sprigg,  jun.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter,  Tho- 
mas TilUnghast,  Abraham  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Philip 
Van  Cortlandt,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Abraham  Venable, 
John  Williams,  and  Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  Bailey  Bartlett,  David  Brooks, 
Stephen  Bullock,  Joshua  Coit,  William  Craii,  8amuel 
W.  Dana,  George  Dent,  Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster, 
Dwight  Foster,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  William  Hindman,  Hezekiah 
L.  Hosmer,  8amuel  Xyman,  James  Machir,  Lewis  R. 
Morris,  Harrison  G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  John  Reed, 
John  Rutledge,  jun.,  Samuel  8ewall,  William  Shepard, 
Thos.  Sinnickson,  8amuel  8itgreaves,  Nathaniel  Smith, 
George  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thomson, 
John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  February  27. 

Mr.  Harper,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  a  bill  to  repeal  the  stamp  act, 
which  was  committed  for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Livingston  moved  a  postponement  of  the 
unfinished  business,  in  order  to  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  erecting  a 
light-house  and  placing  buoys  in  several  places 
therein  mentioned:  which  being  agreed  to,  the 
House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee  according- 
ly on  the  said  bill,  and  having  filled  the  blank  in- 
tended to  contain  the  sum  appropriated  with 
$13,250,  (namely,  $10,500  for  the  light-house  on 
Eaton's  Neck,  $2,500  tor  buoys  at  New  York  and 
Newport,  and  $250  for  Nantucket,)  rose,  and 
the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  refugees  from  Canada  and 
Nova  Scotia,  reported  their  opinion  on  the  same, 
which,  together  with  the  bill  and  amendments, 
were  committed  for  to-morrow. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing  the  means 
of  foreign  intercourse, '  when  Mr.  Nicholas's 


amendment  for  curtailing  that  establishment  be- 
ing under  consideration — 

Mr.  Havens  observed,  that  when  this  subject 
was  formerly  under  consideration,  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  present  amendment  had  been  sup- 
ported were,  the  danger  arising  from  an  extension 
of  our  foreign  intercourse,  from  considerations  of 
economy,  and  to  prevent  undue  influence ;  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  opposed  on  Constitutional 
ground.  It  was  raid,  that  House  had  no  right  to 
interfere  in  the  business,  as  it  was  wholly  an  Ex- 
ecutive concern. 

On  all  questions  of  this  kind,  Mr.  H.  said,  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  was  constantly 
brought  into  view;  upon  which  different  opinions 
were  now  entertained  from  what  were  entertain- 
ed at  the  time  of  its  adoption.  He  always  under- 
stood that  this  Government  was  intended  not  only 
to  have  all  the  advantages  of  a  republican  Gov- 
ernment, butj  being  elective,  all  the  advantages 
which  arise  from  a  proper  distribution  of  power. 
This  principle  of  a  distribution  of  powers  was  de- 
rived From  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  as 
it  was  theoretically  described  by  BLtckstone*  not 
from  what  it  is  in  practice.  His  description  of 
that  Government  (which  he  read)  showed  that 
every  department  of  it  was  a  check  upon  the 
other,  tie  Lolme,  though  a  panegyrist  of  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  agreed  in  the  same  opinion ;  for 
though  he  describes  the  Kingly  power  as  raising 
armies  and  equipping  fleets,  yet  he  allows  it  to  be 
liable  to  be  checked  by  the  people.  Here  the  doc- 
trine maintained  was,  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  can  appoint  to  office,  and  that  that 
House  had  no  right  to  refuse  an  appropriation, 
which  was  wholly  subversive  of  what  he  under- 
stood to  be  the  original  principles  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Mr.  H.  said,  he  did  not  contend  for  any 
power  in  the  House  of  Representatives  which  did 
not  equally  apply  to  the  Senate ;  and,  if  this  doe- 
trine  was  not  allowed,  there  would  not  be  the 
least  check  upon  the  President  by  the  Senate  or 
the  House  of  Representatives*,  as  the  concurrent 
power  of  the  Senate  with  tne  Executive  only 
went  to  the  choice  of  men  in  the  appointments  to 
office. 

The  President  has  a  right  to  appoint  as  many 
Ambassadors  as  he  pleases,  without  check  or  con- 
trol. This  power  in  the  President  and  Senate 
could  compel  that  House  to  raise  any  sum  of  mo- 
ney whatever.  They  might  make  a  treaty  grant- 
ing a  subsidy  to  a  foreign  nation,  and  that  House 
would  be  bound  to  pay  it.  They  might  also  bor- 
row money,  and  might  bring  the  House  into  such 
a  situation  as  to  oblige  it  to  declare  war,  to  raise 
armies,  support  a  navy,  etc.,  contrary  to  their 
convictions  of  right.  But  when  the  House  makes 
an  appropriation  of  money,  the  President  has  the 
power  to  put  his  veto  upon  it ;  and,  if  he  can  do 
this,  how  is  it  that  the  two  Houses  cannot  exer- 
cise their  discretion  in  appropriating  for  Ambas* 
sadors,  or  for  treaties  ?  Whenever  an  appropria- 
tion of  money  is  called  for,  they  ought  certainly 
to  consider  for  what  purpose  it  is  wanted,  anil 
whether  some  more  important  object  does  not  re- 
quire previous  attention. 
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It  was  said  the  House  were  as  much  bound  to 
ippropriate  for  the  salary  of  Ambassadors  as  for 
he  salary  of  the  President  or  the  Judges.  When 
gentlemen  reasoned  thus,  they  appeared  to  con- 
ider  the  diplomatic  corps  as  a  part  of  the  Govern- 
aent;  whereas  the  Government  could  go  on  very 
rell  without  them.  And  eren  with  respect  to 
he  officers  of  Government,  if  the  money  was 
ranted  for  more  important  services,  such  as  for 
he  immediate  defence  of  the  country,  they  must 
[0  unpaid  for  a  time.  He,  therefore,  concluded 
hat  each  branch  of  Government,  namely,  the 
Resident,  Senate,  and  House  of  Representatives, 
lad  each  a  discretion  in  the  appropriation  of 
ooney. 

There  was  another  consideration  which  opera- 
ed  upon  his  mind,  to  convince  him  that  this  was 
he  only  construction  which  could  be  put  upon 
he  Constitution.  A  considerable  degree  of  dis- 
retion  was  left  to  the  President  in  the  execution 
>f  laws,  and  it  was  always  in  his  power  to  abuse 
hat  discretion  by  beginning  a  measure  upon  such 
|  scale  of  expense  as  to  oblige  Congress  to  go 
nrther  than  they  intended;  and,  except  the  two 
louses  had  the  power  of  exercising  their  discre- 
ioD  in  checking  any  such  abuse,  there  was  no 
ray  of  preventing  it.  There  was  a  singular  ex- 
implication  of  this  fact,  he  said,  in  the  English 
Government  in  the  Minister's  having  expended 
rast  sums  of  money,  without  the  consent  of  Par- 
iament.  He  mentioned  several  instances,  the 
wo  last  of  which  were  during  the  war  with  this 
loontry,  and  in  the  year  1796.  In  the  former  in- 
tance,  he  stated  that  the  Minister  expended  thirty- 
fight  millions  with  the  consent  of  Parliament, 
rod  twenty-eight  millions  without  it ;  and,  in  the 
atter,  fifty  millions  with  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ntnt,  and  forty-nine  millions  without  it.  And, 
excepting  the  Legislature  had  a  right  to  refuse  to 
appropriate  in  such  cases,  there  was  no  way  of 
>reventing  abuses. 

He  believed  the  House  would  recollect  a  con- 
tact in  some  degree  similar  to  this  in  our  Govern- 
ment He  alluded  to  that  of  the  frigates ;  since 
hey  were  begun  upon  a  plan  which  obliged  the 
louse  to  consent  to  much  larger  appropriations 
ban  they  at  first  intended.  If  it  were  necessary, 
>ther  instances  might  be  adduced  of  the  same  kind. 

Gentlemen  who  supported  this  extraordinary 
M>wer  in  the  Executive,  argue  in  the  same  way 
nth  the  supporters  of  the  extravagant  Executive 
lower  of  Cnarles  I.  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Hampden, 
rith  respeet  to  ship  money.  It  was  at  that  time 
tserted  that  the  King,  having  a  right  to  declare 
*ir,  had  a  right  to  demand  the  service  of  anj 
nan's  person,  and,  consequently,  to  demand  his 
noney.  But  this  doctrine  was  now  everywhere 
acknowledged  to  be  the  most  arbitrary. 

He  thought  the  British  Government  afforded 
mother  lesson  of  instruction.  After  their  Revo- 
lution in  1688,  it  was  well  known  that  the  Gov- 
ernment adopted  a  funding  system.  When  this 
took  place  the  House  of  Commons  ceased  to  have 
iny  control  over  the  expenditure  of  public  money. 
ta  consequence,  the  public  debt  had  increased 
tyond  what  eould  be  conceived.     Mr.  H.  read 


Sir  John  Sinclair**  account  of  this  increase,  and 
observed  that  the  present  amount  of  that  debt 
exclusive  of  the  last  loan  to  the  Emperor,  is  410 
millions.  If  the  House  of  Commons  had  had 
a  proper  check  upon  the  Administration,  there 
would  probably  have  been  no  debt  at  all. 

Government  might  be  considered  as  forming 
two  distinctions,  viz:  payers  and  received  of 
money;  and  it  was  the  perfection  of  all  the  State 
Governments  in  this  country,  that  both  had  a 
right  to  judge  of  the  expediency  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  money,  and  particularly  the  payers.  If 
this  check  did  not  exist,  no  Government  would 
Ions  continue. 

Much  had  been  said  about  supporting  Govern- 
ment. Some  gentlemen  called  themselves  sup- 
porter* of  Government,  and  others  they  termed 
destroyers  of  Government,  disorganize™,  Ac. 
When  gentlemen  spoke  of  supporters  of  Govern- 
ment, they  meant,  ne  believed,  supporters  of  the 
Executive  branch  of  Government ;  so  that  a  per- 
son acquiescing  in  every  measure  of  the  Execu- 
tive was  a  supporter  of  Government ;  whilst  those 
who  disapproved  of  any  Executive  measure,  were 
destroyers  of  Government.  This  doctrine  alone 
was  sufficient  to  destroy  the  idea  of  the  Govern- 
ment's consisting  of  several  branches,  and  to 
blend  all  the  powers  of  the  Government  in  the 
Executive.  In  this  case,  the  Government  of  this 
country  could  not  long  remain  a  free  Republic, 
but  would  become  an  Elective  Monarchy,  and 
the  whole  power  of  the  Government  would  be  in 
one  man's  hands.  He  could  not  conceive  that 
the  people  of  the  United  States  could  think  this 
a  proper  ground  upon  which  this  Government 
ought  to  rest.  It  was  self-evident  to  him  that  our 
Government  ought  to  consist  of  three  branches, 
the  President,  the  Senate,  and  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives ;  and  when  that  House  has  deter- 
mined not  to  do  a  thing,  the  Government  has 
determined  not  to  do  it,  and  so  of  the  other 
branches. 

The  same  observation  would  apply  to  a  phrase 
which  they  had  frequently  heard,  and  which  had 
been  introduced  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  by  a 
gentleman  from  Connecticut,  of  stopping  the 
wheels  of  Government,  To  put  a  stop  to  any 
Executive  measure  was  to  stop  the  wheels  of 
Government;  and  to  keep  them  properly  running 
was  to  offer  no  control  over  whatever  the  Presi- 
dent recommends.  If  this  was  not  the  meaning 
of  the  phrase,  he  should  be  glad  to  know  what 
it  was.  For  his  part,  he  believed  the  perfection 
of  Government  consisted  in  what  these  gentlemen 
called  stopping  the  wheels,  and  when  that  House, 
or  the  Senate,  determined  they  would  not  go  into 
any  expense,  they  speak  the  voice  of  the  people. 

It  had  been  remarked  that  the  House  had  the 
physical  power  to  refuse  a  grant  of  money  when 
called  upon  by  the  President;  but  that  members 
were  under  a  moral  obligation  to  grant  it.  This 
was  saying  we  can  do  a  thing,  but  we  ought  not 
to  do  it.  He  believed  it  was  proper  for  members 
to  do  whatever  they  conceived  was  for  the  public 
good. 

When  the  subject  of  patronage  was  first  men- 
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tioned  by  the  mover  of  this  amendment,  he  was 
persuaded  he  only  meant  to  introduce  the  subject 
on  general  ground.  The  idea,  as  he  understood 
him.  was,  that  all  nations  and  societies  were 
liable  to  depart  from  original  principles,  to  cor- 
rupt their  Governments,  and  in  the  end  to  sub- 
vert them;  and  that,  in  this  country,  we  were 
subject  to  an  improper  connexion  of  the  different 
departments.     That  it  was  necessary  to  guard 

r'nst  this,  if  an  appearance  of  such  a  connexion 
ild  at  any  time  appear.  He  thought  tbis  was 
so  obvious  that  it  would  be  acknowledged  by 
every  one  that  we  were  equally  liable  with  other 
nations  to  this  corruption.  With  respect  to  what 
had  been  said  respecting  appointments  to  office 
being  confined  to  men  of  particular  sentiments,  it 
had  been  acknowledged  by  some  gentlemen  to 
have  been  observed  in  the  choice  of  men  in  the 
diplomatic  corps;  but  others  had  acknowledged 
that  the  regulation  was  a  general  one. 

Was  it  not  evident,  Mr.  H.  asked,  that  in  other 
countries,  original  principles  of  Government  were 
departed  from?  That  there  was  an  incessant 
desire  after  wealth,  honor,  and  power?  He  never 
heard  of  a  Monarchy  which  did  not  suppose  itself 
under  the  necessity  of  creating  a  sort  of  Govern- 
ment party,  who  had  the  disposal  of  large  »ums  of 
money,  wnlch  they  could  distribute  among  per- 
sons wno  were  subservient  to  their  purposes.  He 
believed  this  disposition  had  prevailed  in  all 
ages  of  the  world,  and  had  been  the  cause  of 
most  of  the  wars  and  calamities  which  had  rava- 
ged the  earth.  It  must  be  evident  to  every  one 
that  peace,  independence,  and  equality,  must  con- 
stitute the  happiness  of  every  country;  but  it  was 
notorious  that  the  leading  men  in  most  countries 
had  been  opposed  to  these,  for  their  own  ends. 
Beccaria,  he  said,  in  his  ISssay  on  Crimes  and 
Punishments,  had  laid  it  down  as  a  certain  prin- 
ciple, that  there  were  in  every  society  such  a 
class  of  men.  In  England,  perhaps,  this  was 
more  evident  than  in  any  other  nation.  A  set  of 
men  appeared  early  in  that  country  to  render  the 
Executive  power  a  Government  of  despotism. 
The  doctrines  of  passive  obedience  and  the  divine 
right  of  Kings,  continued  to  be  asserted  for  one 
whole  reign.  After  the  Revolution,  the  funding 
system  was  set  on  foot,  which  bound  men  to  the 
Executive  by  interest;  in  fact,  persons  were  hired 
to  support  a  certain  system  of  measures.  It  must 
appear  evident  that  the  great  cause  of  keeping 
that  country  continually  engaged  in  war,  had 
been  the  host  of  placemen  and  pensioners  con- 
tained in  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  who  were 
always  inclined  to  support  measures  in  which 
they  found  the  greatest  interest.  The  Treasury 
must  be  considered  as  the  head  of  the  body  politic; 
and  whatever  party  got  into  power,  they  pursued 
the  same  course — a  course  which  had  now  Drought 
that  nation  to  the  verge  of  bankruptcy  and  ruin. 

If  this  was  the  constant  course  in  other  coun- 
tries, was  not  this  country,  he  asked,  equally 
liable  to  the  same  evils?  He  believed  it  was. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  evil  had  gone  far ;  but  he 
thought  it  was  proper  (hat  we  should  be  on  our 
guard  against  any  doctrine  which  may  have  a 


tendency  to  make  one  branch  of  the  Government 
depend  on  the  other. 

This  spirit  of  grasping  at  wealth  and  power 
had  been  so  great,  that  it  had  even  attached  itself 
to  religious  opinions.  When  the  Christian  reli- 
gion was  first  preached,  it  was  of  a  democratic 
spirit;  and  afterwards  it  became  aristocratic,  and 
then  monarchic.  When,  therefore,  this  lust  afar 
power  had  been  fo  general,  it  could  not  be  said 
that  this  country  was  not  liable  to  the  same  rices 
and  errors. 

This  consideration  was  also  worthy  of  atten- 
tion. Men  of  the  best  private  character  had  been 
supporters  of  these  corrupt  systems.  It  seemed, 
therefore,  as  if  there  should  be  some  line  of  dis- 
tinction between  private  character  and  political 
conduct.  Though  a  man  may  possess  the  greatest 
private  integrity,  he  may  still  support  such  prin- 
ciples as  may  lead  to  arbitrary  power.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  those  persons  who  main- 
tained the  divine  right  of  Kings  were  many  of 
them  men  of  the  greatest  integrity;  but  their  doc- 
trines were  not  the  less  mischievous  on  that  ac- 
count. In  the  same  way  it  might  be  reasoned 
with  respect  to  the  United  States,  Men  may  be 
induced  to  support  opinions  which  have  a  tendency 
to  subvert  the  Government,  by  placing  all  power 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  and  make  the 
Government  a  sort  of  foury ears'  monarchy.  Yet 
these  men  may  be  men  ot  the  greatest  integrity. 
and  even  patriotic,  according  to  their  news  of 

Eatriotism;  but  if  others  believe  their  opinion* 
ave  this  tendency,  it  is  their  duty  to  represent 
them  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  tearing 
them  to  decide  the  point 

Mr.  H.  concluded  by  observing,  he  bad  heard 
no  reason  suggested  for  a  Minister  at  Berlin ;  dot 
could  he  see  any  use  for  one  at  the  Hague.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  Vienna  would  be  a  more  fit 
place  for  the  residence  of  a  Minister  than  Berlin. 
We  have  no  commerce  with  that  country;  and  if 
we  had  any  wish  to  intermeddle  in  the  subject  of 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  we  might  as  well 
send  embassies  to  the  Emperors  of  Germany  and 
Russia.  But  he  believed  we  had  no  business  with 
this  balance  or  power.  He  thought  it  was  possi- 
ble so  to  manage  our  affairs  as  to  have  nothing  to 
do  with  any  of  them.  Nor  did  he  think  weW 
anything  to  fear  on  the  subject  of  invasion;  if 
there  was  any  danger,  it  must  be  from  England, 
by  way  of  Canada.  Besides,  if  we  were  to  hate 
any  serious  difference  with  France,  he  knew  of 
no  use  our  Ambassadors  could  be  of.  It  might, 
perhaps,  be  necessary  to  have  Ambassadors  at 
London,  Paris,  and  perhaps  Spain  and  Portugal; 
if  others  were  necessary  at  any  time,  special 
agents  could  be  sent.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
amendment  would  be  agreed  to,  as  he  thought  it 
was  a  proper  time  to  make  a  retrenchment  in  the 
expenses  of  this  department  of  Government;  and 
however  small  the  saving  might  seem,  it  was ;  of , 
consequence  to  make  every  saving  possible,  whici  i 
he  wished  to  be  applied  to  the  discharge  of  tin 
public  debt 

Mr.  Williams,  of  New  York,  said,  that  though 
the  present  subject  had  already  taken  up  mod 
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time,  as  be  considered  the  question  of  importance; 
iad,  as  its  decision  was  connected  with  a  Consti- 
tutional question,  he  must  be  permitted  to  make 
\  few  observations  upon  it.  When  the  amend- 
ment was  first  introduced,  he,  did  not  see  the  ob- 
ject to  which  it  led  so  distinctly  as  he  now  saw 
t.  If  the  object  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
iad  been  to  bring  back  the  foreign  intercourse  to 
he  same  situation  in  which  it  stood  in  1796,  he 
rould  have  passed  over  the  first  section  of  the 
)ill  and  gone  on  to  the  third,  because  the  first  is 
he  same  as  that  of  the  bill  passed  in  1790.  But 
lis  object  had  since  appeared  to  be  a  total  annihi- 
ation  of  our  foreign  intercourse  He  wished  to 
lo  this,  he  said,  to  save  expense ;  but  the  only 
Donstitutional  ground  upon  which  the  House 
:ould  interfere  in  this  business,  was  as  it  related 
o  salaries;  if  these  had  been  found  too  high,  he 
•hould  have  no  objection  to  lower  them.  If  the 
[entleman  had  thought  that  two  years  was  too 
ong  a  time  to  enact  this  law,  he  might  have 
noved  an  alteration  in  that  respect;  but  he  could 
lot  consent  to  doing  away  the  intercourse  alto- 
gether, as  it  would  not  only  be  rendering  our 
iffairs  abroad  totally  inactive,  but  be  arrogating 
o  ourselves  a  power  which  the  Constitution  had 
)laced  in  another  department. 

This  was  the  same  Constitutional  question,  in 
i  different  garb,  that  was  agitated  six  or  seven 
reeks  on  the  British  Treaty,  ami  which  had  also 
>ccupied  three  weeks  of  the  last  session ;  so  that, 
nstead  of  saving  any  expense,  this  debate  alone 
vould  cost  more  than  the  foreign  Ministers  that 
[entlemen  wished  to  dispense  with.  Besides,  the 
ffeseni  situation  of  things  was  ill  calculated  for 
he  introduction  of  such  a  question,  which  served 
>nly  to  produce  a  warmth  which  tended  to  ob- 
truct  the  business  of  the  House. 

He  complained  that  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia had,  in  his  warmth,  drawn  conclusions  from 
he  President's  Speech  in  the  year  1790,  which 
oold  not  be  maintained.  [Mr.  W.  read  the  ex- 
act alluded  to.]  The  same  gentleman  had  re- 
oarked,  that  he  was  for  doing  away  the  hostility 
fhich  existed  between  the  different  departments 
*  Government ;  but,  Mr.  W.  asked,  what  harmo- 
iy  could  exist  if  the  President  appointed  an  offi- 
«f,  the  Senate  concurred  in  the  choice,  and  that 
louse,  refused  to  appropriate  for  his  salary?  If 
his  check  was  to  be  exercised,  it  would  also  be 
cted  upon  in  the  Senate,  and  might  give  them 
he  power,  by  lowering  the  pay  of  members,  to 
•revent  any  out  men  of  property  from  accepting 
«  scats  in  that  House.  Six  shillings  a  day  were 
Jjuy  allowed  to  the  members  of  me  House  of 
Emmons  in  England,  and,  he  asked,  if  the  Sen- 
lte  should  reduce,  by  their  check,  the  pay  of 
nembers  to  that  sum,  whether  any  man  ofmode- 
**e  circumstances  could  attend  the  duty  of  that 
louse?  This,  then,  said  he,  would  prevent  the 
aediocrity  from  sending  the  members  of  their 
hoice,  as  no  one  could  attend  except  those  whose 
tnvate  fortunes  would  admit  of  it,  and  this  would 
•ause  our  Representatives  to  be  the  same  as  the 
iouse  of  Commons,  and  an  aristocracy  would  be 
Produced. 

5th  Con.— 35 


When  the  Executive  informed  the  House, seven 
or  eight  months  ago,  that  he  was  about  to  renew 
treaties  with  Sweden  and  Prussia,  money  was 
appropriated  for  a  Minister  for  that  purpose  with- 
out opposition ;  but  it  was  said  he  was  now  to  be  re- 
called. He  would  suppose  that  one  of  the  gentle- 
men who  advocated  this  amendment  had  been 
chosen  on  this  embassy,  and  he  had  arranged  his 
business  at  home,  and  taken  his  station  abroad, 
would  he  have  liked  to  have  been  thus  recalled  t 
No ;  he  would  have  said  Government  was  unsta- 
ble, and  not  to  be  depended  upon. 

But  it  was  said  by  the  proposer  of  the  amend- 
ment that  he  was  devoted  to  a  republican  Gov- 
ernment ;  but,  to  use  the  language  of  the  good 
book,  "by  their  works  ye  shall  know  them."  If 
gentlemen  can  produce  proofs  of  their  attachment 
to  the  republican  cause,  they  will  be  credited.  But 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  talked  of  "feeble 
minorities"  governing,  which  was  not  consonant 
to  a  republican  system.  The  minority  he  con- 
sidered as  a  spark  of  fire,  which,  if  not  put  out, 
might  consume  the  whole  fabric.  But  the  yeo- 
manry of  the  country,  who  were  the  mpst  virtu- 
ous and  stable  men  in  the  community,  had  been 
the  only  check  on  this  subject ;  it  was  they  who 
had,  by  their  adherence  to  the  support  of  good 
order,  saved  the  Government  from  ruin.  They 
are  not  like  the  inhabitants  of  large  cities,  who  v 
are  as  changeable  as  the  wind. 

Much  had  been  said  about  the  political  senti- 
ments of  the  Executive,  and  of  his  choosing  offi- 
cers of  the  same  opinion  with  himself.  He  was 
perfectly  justified  in  doing  this  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, and  that  he  did  not  attend  to  these  circum- 
stances in  all  these  appointments  was  evident 
from  one  which  had  taken  place  in  a  department 
of  considerable  trust  during  the  present  session ; 
but  that  all  the  heads  of  departments  and  the  di- 
plomatic corps  should  agree  in  political  opinion 
with  him  is  certainly  proper,  in  order  to  carry  on 
the  business  of  Government  with  harmony ;  other- 
wise, said  he,  there  would  be  a  continual  jarring, 
and  the  good  book  says,  "a  house  divided  against 
itself  cannot  stand." 

His  colleague:  (Mr.  Havens)  had  just  now  said, 
if  the  opinion,  which  the  opposers  of  this  amend- 
ment held,  prevailed,  everything  must  be  done 
according  to  the  will  of  the  Executive.  If  he 
had  interfered  with  their  Legislative  business, 
said  Mr.  W.,  this  observation  might  have  been 
just.  If  the  Executive  wanted  a  person  to  regu- 
late our  commerce  in  foreign  countries,  would  he 
choose  one  who  had  always  been  opposed  to  com- 
merce of  every  kind?  such  a  choice  would  be 
wholly  inconsistent.  The  conduct  of  the  Presi- 
dent, in  this  respect,  was  similar  to  what  was 
adopted  every  day  in  that  House  in  the  appoint- 
ment of  committees,  who  were  always  chosen 
from  men  who  were  supposed  to  be  acquainted 
with  the  business  on  which  they  were  to  act. 
Mr.  W.  denied  that  an  appointment  to  office  pro- 
duced any  influence,  as  he  knew  from  what  nad 
taken  place  in  his  own  State,  the  Governor  of 
which  was  similarly  circumstanced  in  that  re- 
spect with  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
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Where  one  person  was  served,  twenty  were  dis- 
appointed, and  he  knew  that  the  Governor  of  his 
State  had  nearly  lost  his  election  from  the  offence 
he  had  given  in  the  election  of  a  sheriff  in  the 
year  1789. 

But  gentlemen  had  said  that  we  had  no  occa- 
sion for  Ministers  to  foreign  Courts;  that  we 
ought  to  he  considered  merely  as  buyers  and  ven- 
ders of  European  manufactures.  If  tnis  were  true, 
no  Minister  would  be  wanted.  Were  we,  then,  to 
do  nothing  with  our  surplus  agricultural  produce, 
with  our  fish,  &c.  ?  When  he  thought  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  was  surprised  at  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  representatives  of  large  cities.  As  he  was  a 
representative  of  farmers,  he  might  say  that  no 
foreign  Minister  was  necessary  ;  but  when  he  re- 
flected that  by  giving  encouragement  to  com- 
merce, a  competition  was  produced  in  the  market 
which  enhanced  the  price  of  produce,  he  saw  the 
propriety  of  that  encouragement ;  because,  when 
the  farmers  brought  their  produce  to  market  for 
sale,  the  greater  the  competition  between  our 
merchants  and  foreign  merchants,  the  greater 
chance  of  obtaining  a  ready  sale  and  a  higher 
price. 

But  it  was  said  the  President  might  abuse  the 
power  that  was  placed  in  him ;  but  this  was  to 
suppose  the  people  had  been  so  foolish  as  to  elect 
a  man  to  this  office  who  was  unfit  to  be  trusted. 
Indeed,  all  the  observations  of  gentlemen  on  this 
head  were  founded  on  a  supposition  that  the  Pre- 
sident and  Senate  had  views  and  interests  different 
from  those  of  their  constituents.  If  the  President 
did  act  contrary  to  his  duty,  he  was  liable  to 
impeachment;  and  if  the  Constitution  wanted 
amending,  it  might  be  amended.  Indeed,  amend- 
ments had  been  proposed  in  the  Legislature  of 
Virginia  and  negatived,  but  he  saw  the  proposi- 
tion was  again  renewed,  proposing  to  alter  the 
Constitution  with  respect  to  the  treaty-making 
power,  agreeably  to  the  sentiments  of  the  repre- 
sentatives from  that  quarter ;  which  was  a  tacit 
acknowledgment  that  the  Constitution  does  not 
support  those  opinions  at  present.  Let  us,  said 
he,  be  contented  with  the  powers  given  ua  by  the 
people — the  will  of  the  people  should  be  his  guide; 
and  when  the  people  thought  proper  to  alter  the 
Constitution,  he  would  be  satisfied ;  but  he  would 
not  take  power  from  the  people  which  they 
thought  proper  to  withhold. 
^  But  it  was  said,  our  commerce  produced  a  par- 
tiality for  Great  Britain.  If  this  were  so,  what 
then  ?  If  our  merchants  choose  to  go  to  Great 
Britain  in  preference  to. other  countries,  ought  the 
Legislature  to  prevent  them  ?  If  they  were  par- 
tial to  Great  Britain,  he  supposed  it  was  because 
they  found  it  their  interest  to  go  there.    The  Vir- 

Sinians,  two  years  ago.  sold  their  horses  to  Great 
Britain,  because  they  gave  them  a  good  price  for 
them,  and  the  members  in  that  House  were 
dressed  from  top  to  toe  in  English  manufactures, 
because  they  believed  them  better  than  any  other ; 
and  as  the  Virginians  were  permitted  to  sell  their 
horses  at  the  best  market,  he  honed  that  he,  as  a 
farmer,  might  be  permitted  to  sell  the  produce  of 
his  farm  where  ne  could  get  the  most  for  it, 


and  in  the  way  he  thought  best.  With  resotct  te 
the  appointment  to  office,  when  the  General  Con- 
vention met  for  settling  the  Constitution,  thej 
had  considerable  difficulty  in  this  respect;  but* 
it  had  been  agreed  that  the  small  States  should  bt 
represented  in  the  Senate  by  as  many  members  a* 
the  large  States,  and  retain  their  sovereignty,  h 
was  thought  the  power  of  appointing  to  office,  and 
the  power  to  make  treaties,  would  ne  best  lodged 
there.  The  small  States  having  had  this  indul- 
gence, could  never  agree  to  concede  the  doctrine 
now  contended  for,  as  to  the  power  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  because  it  would  be  doiq 
away  that  solemn  compact  entered  into  between 
the  large  and  small  States  at  the  forming  the 
present  Constitution.  Besides,  if  this  doctrine 
was  adopted,  the  Government  could  not  operate 
at  all.  Suppose  the  foreign  intercourse  was  done 
away,  and  after  the  rising  of  the  present  session. 
the  Directory  of  France  should  so  far  come  to 
their  senses  as  to  be  willing  to  do  us  justice,  by 
making  restitution  for  the  spoliations  committed 
on  our  commerce,  and  paying  our  citizens  what 
they  had  promised  them,  a  new  treaty  would  be 
necessary — for  our  present  treaty  is  done  away  if 
we  choose  that  it  should  be  so,  as  they  bate 
broken  it ;  as,  by  the  law  of  nations,  if  a  treaty  i.« 
entered  into  between  two  nations,  and  one  breaks 
any  part  thereof,  the  other  is  not  bound  unless  u 
chooses.  But  the  President  would  be  unable  to 
appoint  a  Minister  until  an  appropriation  was 
made,  and  Congress  must  be  called  together  for 
the  purpose  of  making  it;  and  if  a  majority  ul 
that  House  were  opposed  to  such  a  treaty,  the 
President  could  not  negotiate  it.  Thus  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Constitution  would  be  changed,  and 
rendered  inactive. 

The  objection  which  he  now  made  had  bees 
realized  in  the  State  of  New  York.  The  year 
after  the  Constitution  was  adopted,  two  members 
were  to  be  sent  to  the  Senate  ot  the  United  State* 
when,  from  a  difference  of  opinion  between  the 
two  branches  of  the  Legislature  of  that  State,  as 
to  the  men  to  be  elected,  no  choice  was  made  until 
a  new  election  of  the  Legislature  took  place, 
when  both  branches  being  of  the  same  political 
opinion,  the  Senators  were  appointed,  besides, 
this  mode  would  create  an  enormous  expense,  be- 
cause, in  every  case  where  a  Minister  was  wanted, 
the  whole  Congress  must  be  called  together,  and 
when  so  called,  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives might  not  agree  that  a  treaty  was  ne- 
cessary, and  refuse  an  appropriation,  or  they 
might  withhold  an  appropriation,  unless  the  Pre- 
sident would  nominate  such  a  person  as  the  ma- 
jority thought  proper.  Besides,  four  States  would 
rule  the  other  twelve,  because  due  States  of  Vir- 
ginia, North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  and  Massa- 
chusetts, had  a  majority  of  members.  Again,  said 
Mr.  W.,  from  the  observations  of  the  gentlemn 
in  favor  of  the  amendment,  they  themselves  wool* 
not  agree  to  any  one  object,  for  one  wanted  a  Min- 
ister, and  of  such  a  grade,  to  this,  and  the  other 
to  that  Court,  and  another  quite  different 

Though  much  had  been  said  relative  to  our  late 
Minister  at  Paris,  he  should  not  have  toocbea 
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upon  it,  but  from  what  had  fallen  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  who  had  said  that  peace 
might  have  been  secured  to  this  country,  but  that 
it  had  been  cast  from  us  by  sacrificing  that  Minis- 
ter. If  he  were  sacrificed,  he  sacrificed  himself. 
[f  he  could  not  hare  done  the  business  in  which 
he  was  to  be  employed  in  an  acceptable  way  to 
Grorernment,  he  ought  to  hare  refused  the  mis- 
mod,  as  it  was  said  another  gentleman  had  done. 
He  believed  that  the  Executive,  in  the  whole  of 
the  business  with  France,  had  acted  in  the  most 
feterminejd  manner  to  preserve  our  neutrality, 
ind  at  the  same  time  our  friendship  with  the 
French  nation.  But  if  they  took  a  view  of  the 
conduct  of  the  agents  of  the  French  Government 
which  had  been  sent  here,  it  would  be  matter  of 
tarprise  that  we  had  been  able  to  keep  out  of  war. 
The  Qovernment  and  people  of  the  United  States 
lad  assisted  France  in  every  way  they  could, 
houga  they  were  frequently  charged  with  in- 
gratitude to  that  country.  Mr.  W.  asked  when 
gentlemen  spoke  of  the  party  which  supported 
he  Executive,  whether  they  did  not  think  the 
arty  raised  against  him  by  means  of  these  French 
igents  and  their  friends  had  not  been  fifty  times 
ttronger  than  that  occasioned  by  the  funding  sys- 
em  and  the  return  of  disaffected  persons  during 
>ur  Revolution  ?  He  believed  they  did.  Let  gen- 
ie men  attend  to  what  the  sacrificed  Minister  had 
lone  whilst  in  Paris,  or-  rather  to  what  he  had 
iot  done.  Had  any  compensation  been  obtained 
or  injuries  done  to  our  commerce  long  before  the 
British  Treaty  was  formed ;  or,  for  the  mischiefs 
lone  at  Bourdeaux  in  1793  and  1794  ?  What  had 
>een  done  to  redress  the  singular  and  forced  sales 
|f  cargoes  for  non-performance  of  contracts,  &c? 
ie  had  heard  nothing  that  he  had  done  to  redress 
bese  grievances.  But  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia had  said,  that  he  was  sorry  his  friend  had 
mblished  the  communications  which  had  passed 
letween  him  and  their  Government.  Mr.  W. 
telieved  that  the  gentleman  alluded  to,  and  his 
iriends,  would  have  reason  to  be  sorry  that  this 
>ook  had  been  published.  That  publication  evi- 
ently  showed  that  he  had  gone  farther  than  he 
ras  empowered  to  do.  However,  the  book  and 
he  remarks  made  and  to  be  made  thereon  were 
efore  the  people;  they  are  the  tribunal;  with 
hem  he  would  leave  it,  as  they  were  the  proper 
ndges,  and  would  judge  rightly. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  had  determined 
o  preach  to  the  people,  but  the  people  ought  to 
ear  both  sides  of  the  question,  and  if  he  preached 
n  one  side,  theotber  ought  not  to  be  withheld  from 
hem.  This  preaching  was  commenced  two  years 
go,  and  gentlemen  had  preached  themselves  from 

majority  of  62  to  37 .(which  they  had  in  calling 
or  papers  from  the  President  in  respect  to  the 
British  Treaty)  to  a  majority  of  53  to  45  against 
hem,  which  was  the  division  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  last  session,  on  a  vote  in  answer  to 
be  President's  Speech,  approving  of  his  conduct, 
'his  change  had  been  produced  by  the  election 
rhich  had  taken  place  in  the  meantime. 

Having  touched  upon  the  conduct  of  our  Min- 
der at  Paris,  he  would  contrast  with  it  the  con- 


duct of  our  Minister  at  London.  This  gentleman, 
he  said,  had  been  of  the  greatest  possible  advan- 
tage to  this  country.  When  any  of  the  commer- 
cial agents  applied  to  him,  instead  of  writing  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  a  diplomatic  letter, 
he  waited  himself  upon  the  Judge ;  and,  in  one 
decision  alone,  he  had  obtained  for  damages  and 
freight,  for  one  house  in  this  city,  £2,750  sterling. 
He  had  also  obtained  the  passing  of  a  law  to  in- 
demnify neutral  claims  of  spoliation,  and  upwards 
of  $3,500,000  were  appropriated  for  that  purpose. 
And  seeing  that  the  Court  of  Admiralty  there 
was  inclined  to  procrastinate  our  business,  he  had 
obtained  by  his  perseverance  a  promise  that  the 
Court  would  sit  again  in  November  last.  So  that 
it  may  be  fairly  said,  that  our  Minister  in  London 
has  been  the  means  of  saving  to  the  citizens  of 
this  country  more  than  all  the  diplomatic  expense 
to  which  it  had  been  put ;  and  though  this  money 
does  not  immediately  go  into  the  Treasury,  yet  it 
is  the  means  of  enriching  our  country. 

Mr.  W.  denied  that  Consuls  do  the  business  of 
Ministers,  as  nothing  was  paid  them  for  their  ser- 
vices. He  also  took  a  view  of  the  large  sums  paid 
to  British  Consuls  at  their  factories  in  foreign 
countries;  one- Consul,  said  he,  at  Elsinore,  had 
more  income  than  all  our  foreign  Ministers.  Be- 
sides, Consuls  must  dance  attendance  at  foreign 
Courts,  and  they  cannot  do  this  unless  they  are 
paid ;  and  at  some  Courts  they  would  not  be  per- 
mitted to  do  business — and,  if  they  were,  Minis- 
ters would  do  more  at  one  visit  than  fifty  visits  of 
Consuls;  therefore,  there  could  be  no  saving  of 
expense,  but  greater  delays  occasioned,  and,  in  the 
end,  the  business  would  not  be  done. 

But  it  had  been  said  that  the  Executive  had 

Seatly  raised  his  influence  by  the  law  funding 
e  domestic  debt  of  the  United  States.  This  act 
passed  the  4th  of  August,  1790,  when  nine-tenths 
of  the  paper  allowed  to  be  funded  was  out  of  the 
hands  of  original  owners;  so  that,  if  it  occasioned 
any  speculation,  it  was  a  speculation  upon  specu- 
lators. If  the  Executive  had  meant  to  have  in- 
creased his  influence  by  this  measure,  he  would 
have  recommended  the  measure  when  this  species 
of  property  was  in  the  hands  of  a  number,  rather 
than  when  engrossed  by  a  few.  Besides,  those 
called  speculators  are  about  equally  divided  for 
and  against  the  Executive.  He  knew  that  much 
had  been  said  about  this  and  other  subjects  in 
Congress  about  that  time,  which  the  people  called 
" maneuvering."  Much  was  said  about  the  "Pe- 
nobscot expedition"  the  "South  Carolina  frigate,1' 
the  temporary  and  permanent  "seat  of  Govern- 
ment," Ac.  The  effect  of  which,  to  the  State  of 
New  York,  had  been  a  loss  of  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment, and  a  supposed  heavy  debt.  With  all 
whicn,  however,  ne  knew  nothing  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  to  do  in  the  business ;  but  he  knew 
the  debt  was  an  unjust  charge  against  the  State 
of  New  York,  and  he  hoped  would  never  again 
be  called  for.  The  next  class  which  had  been 
spoken  of  as  increasing  the  influence  of  the  Exe- 
cutive was  the  disaffected  in  the  cause  of  the  Re- 
volution— those  who  were  attached  to  the  Gov- 
ernment under  which  they  lived,  and  refused  to 
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join  in  opposing  it.  This  was  a  high  trait  in  their 
character,  and  they  yet  preserved  it ;  and  they  are 
now  firmly  attached  to  the  present  Government. 

These,  then,  were  the  supporters  of  Govern- 
ment— he  wished  to  know  who  were  its  opposers? 
When  the  Government  first  went  into  execution, 
the  people  were  nearly  divided  for  and  against  it. 
Persons,  however,  crowded  from  every  quarter  to 
be  appointed  to  office  under  it;  so  that  ten  appli- 
cations were  made  for  one  office,  and  those  per- 
sons who  had  been  disappointed  had  ever  since 
remained  the  opposers  of  Government,  and  he 
doubted  not  the  present  amendment  was  produced 
by  the  same  cause. 

Soon  after  this,  followed  the  French  Revolu- 
tion, when  our  citizens  employed  in  the  carrying 
trade  brought  the  rich  produce  of  the  island  of  St. 
Domingo  into  this  country;  but  as  the  French 
would  not  admit  of  this  in  time  of  peace,  the 
English  now  disputed  that  right,  and  because  our 
Executive  had  refused  to  interfere,  but  was  deter- 
mined to  preserve  our  neutrality,  it  had  raised  up 
a  powerful  party  against  him.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Government,  three-fourths  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  large  cities  were  in  favor  of  the 
new  Government;  and  those  of  the  country,  nearly 
in  the  same  proportion  against  it/  But  after  the 
revolution  which  he  had  mentioned  had  taken 
place,  the  inhabitants  of  the  large  commercial 
cities  became  opposed  to  the  Executive ;  and  when 
the  yeomanry  saw  this,  and  that  it  was  the  object 
of  the  Executive  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
country,  they  became  united  in  its  support.  Their 
love  for  order  and  liberty,  religious  as  well  as 
civil,  made  them  the  firm  supporters  of  it,  under 
the  protecting  hand  of  Providence. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Gallatin)  had  declared.  "The  people  are  with 
us."  This  and  the  "feeole  minorities"  was  the 
source,  he  believed,  from  whence  sprung  all  our 
difficulties.  Who  told  the  Freneh  nation  in  1793 
that  the  people  of  this  country  were  "  with  them?" 
Who  encouraged  the  Ministers  of  France  in  this 
country  to  make  their  appeals  to  the  people? 
Were  these  the  friends  and  supporters  of  Govern- 
ment? If  the  Ministers  of  this  country  had  acted 
in  France  as  those  of  that  country  had  acted  here, 
would  they  not  have  been  long  since  guillotined, 
and  that  without  the  shadow  of  a  trial?  And 
would  those  Ministers  ever  have  acted  as  they 
did,  if  they  had  not  known  there  was  a  party  in 
this  country  who  approved  of  their  measures  f 

The  British,  observing  this  favorable  disposition 
of  the  people  of  this  country  towards  France,  de- 
termined to  take  time  by  the  forelock,  and  issued 
the  order  which  had  been  so  much  complained  of 
for  capturing  our  vessels;  so  that  this  country  had 
lost  five  or  six  millions  of  dollars  from  the  cry  of 
"feeble  minorities,"  and  "the  people  are  with  us." 
But  when  the  English  saw  that  the  Executive 
was  firm,  and  could  not  be  driven  from  its  neu- 
trality, but  would  go  to  war  with  them  unless 
they  desisted,  they  forebore,  and  made  overtures 
for  compensating  the  injuries  they  bad  done  us, 
and  are  now  making  payments  therefor. 

It  had.  been  said  tnat  the  Executive  was  driving 


Spain  into  a  war,  by  its  firmness  of  conduct;  bat 
this  had  not  been  the  case,  the  Executive  had 
spokeu  a  firm  American  language,  and  they  had 
heard  it ;  and.  if  the  same  tone  had  been  observed 
toward  France,  that  country  must  long  since  have 
heard  it  But  the  cry  of  "  the  people  are  with 
us"  had  done  the  mischief. 

Mr.  W.  said,  he  was  informed,  and  believed  it 
to  be  true,  that  a  company  of  persons  had  fitted 
out  four  privateers,  which  had  captured  sixty-one 
of  our  vessels,  and  only  three  of  the  English.  By 
these  means,  the  honest  merchant,  who  would 
not  be  seen  in  carrying  contraband  goods,  had 
been  ruined,  and  innumerable  failures  had  been 
the  consequence.  The  farmers  had  credited  the 
merchants  with  tbeir  produce,  until  the  return 
cargo  arrived;  but,  alas!  it  had  been  captured;  so 
that  in  numerous  instances  the  farmer  had  lost 
all,  which  by  the  sweat  of  the  brow  bad  been 
raised,  in  order  to  fulfil  his  contracts.  {These 
failures  had  filled  the  courts  of  law  with  suits  for 
breaches  of  contracts,  and  been  the  ruin  of  num- 
bers, so  that  our  prisons  are  filled  with  debtors, 
and  the  money  gone  out  of  the  country.  The 
"feeble  minorities,"  and  "the  people  are  with 
us,"  have  been  the  reason  why  the  resources  of 
our  country  were  not  called  for  seven  or  eight 
years  ago ;  and,  if  called  for  then,  our  debt  might 
have  been  paid,  and  luxury  and  dissipation  pre- 
vented, which  have  outrun  our  population. 

The  yeomanry  of  this  country,  Mr.  W.  said 
wished  the  French  nation  success  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  their  Government;  they  wished  to  be 
at  peace  with  them  and  all  the  world,  and  they 
would  be  heavily  drawn  into  a  war  with  any 
country. 

The  gentleman  who  brought  forward  this 
amendment  had  concluded  his  observations  with 
what  he  was  glad  to  hear — that,  if  there  was  a 
necessity,  he  would  turn  out  in  defence  of  his 
country.  He  hoped  every  true  American  would 
do  so.  But  he  did  not  believe  any  nation  would 
have  the  hardihood  to  attack  us.  We  had  a  mil- 
lion of  men,  who,  possessed  of  the  spirit  of  1776, 
would  come  down  like  a  torrent  against  any  at- 
tack which  might  be  made  upon  the  country. 

The  retrenchment  of  our  expenses  was  certainly 
a  desirable  object ;  but  the  support  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, and  the  maintenance  of  its  rights  and 
privileges,  were  of  still  higher  importance.  Let 
us  reason  together,  and  act  as  guardians  of  the 
people  ought  to  do.  Let  us  coolly  and  deliber- 
ately reflect  on  our  situation  as  a  nation,  and  for- 
get any  misunderstanding  which  we  have  allowed 
to  harbor  in  our  breast.  When  party  distractions 
are  wrought  to  an  extreme  height,  when  jeal- 
ousies and  suspicions  universally  pervade  not  only 
ourselves  but  the  community,  however  interest- 
ins  the  subject,  however  necessary  the  duty,  it 
will  be  a  difficult  task  to  arrest  either  our  own  or 
the  public  attention  by  an  impartial  inquiry  into 
the  true  interests  of  the  country;  for,  when  the 
mind  is  heated,  it  is  not  in  a  state  to  listen  to  the 
dictates  of  reason.  And  when  we  shall  have 
traced  the  wisdom  which  directed,  the  firmness 
which  effected,  the  Revolution,  and  seen  that  we 
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have  been  preserved  hitherto  from  being  drawn 
into  a  war,  we  must  acknowledge  that  gratitude 
is  doe  to  Providence  for  his  kind  interposition  in 
behalf  of  this  happy  country. 

The  committee  now  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Wednesday.  February  28. 

The  bill  for  erecting  a  light-house,  and  placing 
certain  buoys  in  places  therein  mentioned,  was 
read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  Livingston,  from  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures,  reported  a  bill  for 
the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  seamen,  and  a  bill 
declaring  the  consent  of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  in  respect  to  certain  piers; 
which  were  committed  to  Committees  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  Van  Alen,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  any,  and  what,  alterations  are 
necessary  in  the  law  providing  for  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt,  made  a  report,  which  was  com- 
mitted for  to-morrow. 

REPEAL  OF  STAMP  ACT. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  unfinished  busi- 
ness might  be  postponed  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
op  the  bill  for  repealing  the  Stamp  Act,  as,  if  it 
were  to  be  repealed,  the  sooner  it  was  known  the 
better,  that  the  expensive  preparations  which  were 
going  on  for  carrying  it  into  effect  might  be  stop- 
ped; and,  if  it  were  to  go  into  effect,  the  sooner  it 
was  so  determined  the  better. 

The  question  was  carried,  and  the  House  ac- 
cordingly went  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  this  bill,  and  reported  it  without  debate  or 
amendment.  The  House  took  it  up,  and  on  the 
question's  being  pot  for  passing  the  bill  to  a  third 
reading, 

Mr. I.  Parker  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  but, 
upon  its  being  suggested  by  Mr.  Harper  and  Mr. 
Sitgreaves  that  it  would  be  best  to  take  them  on 
the  passing  of  the  bill,  the  motion  was  with- 
irawn. 

Mr.  Lyon  renewed  it. 

The  question  was  put  for  taking  the  question 
)y  yeas  and  nays,  but  16  members  only  appearing 
n  favor  of  it,  (which  were  not  one-fiftn  of  the 
mmber  present,  which  is  necessary,)  it  was  not 
carried. 

Mr.  Harper  moved  that  the  bill  be  read  a  third 
ime  to-day,  lor  the  reasons  he  bad  mentioned, 
fiad  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of  the  repeal 
*r mil  ted  a  discussion  of  the  subject  before  the 
mnciple  was  settled,  he  should  have  been  glad  to 
lave  delivered  his  sentiments  upon  it.  For  this 
rarpose  he  had  desired  a  delay  of  twenty-four 
lours;  but  the  request  was  refused.  This  having 
teen  the  case,  he  should  not  now,  since  the  prin- 
ciple had  been  decided,  go  into  any  observations 
gainst  the  measure.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the 
•ill  would  be  read  a  third  time  immediately. 

Mr.  Baldwin  proposed  that  this  bill  should  be 
ead  the  third  time  to-morrow. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  most  distant 
lay,  and  negatived — 51  to  40. 


The  question  for  reading  the  bill  a  third  time 
to-day  was  carried. 

It  was  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  the 
question  on  its  passage  was  taken  by  yeas  and 
nays,  and  stood  yeas  51,  nays  42,  as  follows: 

Yiab — George  Baer,  ran.,  Abraham  Baldwin,  David 
Bard,  Thomas  Blount,  Nathan  Bryan,  Demsey  Burgee, 
Samuel  J.  Cabell,  Christopher  G.  Champlin,  John 
Chapman,  Thomas  Claiborne,  William  Charles  Cole 
Claiborne,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  T. 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  Lucas  Elmendorph,  William 
Findley,  John  Fowler,  Albert  Gallatin,  Wm.  B.  Giles, 
James  Gillespie,  Andrew  Gregg,  William  Barry  Grove, 
John  A.  Hanna,  Carter  B.  Harrison,  Jonathan  N.  Ha- 
vens, Joseph  Heister,  David  Holmes,  Edward  Living- 
ston, Matthew  Locke,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
con, Blair  McClenachan,  Joseph  McDowell,  John  Mil- 
ledge,  Anthony  New,  John  Nicholas,  Tompaon  J.  Skin- 
ner, 8amuel  Smith,  William  Smith,  Peleg  8pragne, 
Richard  Sprigg,  jr.,  Richard  Stanford,  Thomas  Sumter, 
Thomas  Tilhnghast,  Abraham  Trigg,  John  Trigg,  Jos. 
B.  Varnum,  Abraham  V enable,  John  Williams,  and 
Robert  Williams. 

Nats — John  Allen,  Bailey  Bartlett,  James  A.  Bayard, 
David  Brooks,  Stephen  Bullock,  James  Cochran,  Joshua 
Coit,  William  Craik,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  George  Dent, 
Thomas  Evans,  Abiel  Foster,  Dwight  Foster,  Jona- 
than Freeman,  Nathaniel  Freeman,  jun.,  Henry  Glen, 
Chauncey  Goodrich,  William  Gordon,  Roger  Griswold, 
Robert  Goodloe  Harper,  William*  Hindman,  Hezeki&h 
L.  Hoamer,  James  H.  Imlay,  James  Macbir,  William 
Matthews,  Daniel  Morgan,  Lewis  R.  Morris,  Harrison 
G.  Otis,  Isaac  Parker,  John  Reed,  John  Rutledge,  Jan., 
James  Schureman,  Samuel  Sewall,  William  Shepard, 
Thomas  Sinnickson,  8amuel  8itgreaves»  Nathaniel 
Smith,  Geo.  Thatcher,  Richard  Thomas,  Mark  Thom- 
son, John  E.  Van  Alen,  and  Peleg  Wadsworth. 

Mr.  Lyman  came  in  after  his  name  was  called, 
and  wished  to  have  his  name  inserted  against  the 
repeal,  but,  not  being  in  the  House  to  answer  to 
his  name,  this  was  not  allowed. 

Before  the  House  rose;  a  message  was  received 
from  the  Senate,  informing  them  that  the  Senate 
had  resolved  that  the  bill  for  repealing  the  Stamp 
Act  should  not  past. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations. 

Mr.  Coit  said,  that  he  had  been  surprised  at 
the  length  of  the  present  discussion :  but  his  sur- 
prise abated,  when  he  recollected  that  it  had  been 
customary  for  gentlemen  at  every  session  to  go 
into  a  philippic  against  the  Executive  and  Exe- 
cutive measures.  The  usual  occasion  had  been 
the  Answer  to  the  President's  Speech;  but  as 
this  session  had  gone  off  smoothly,  without 
anything  of  this  kind,  it  seemed  as  if  the  present 
motion  had  been  intended  for  the  purpose. 

In  the  course  of  the  present  debate,  both  the 
bill  and  the  amendment  had  almost  been  lost 
sight  of.  Indeed,  so  foreign  had  the  debate  been 
from  the  subject,  that  he  had  thought  of  moving 
to  have  the  speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia printed  and  laid  upon  the  table,  as  that 
seemea  to  have  been  the  subject  of  discussion. 
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Mr.  C.  said,  he  would  make  a  few  observations 
on  the  bill  and  the  proposed  amendment,  and 
then  take  some  notice  of  what  appeared  to  be 
foreign  to  the  subject. 

This  bill,  Mr.  C.  said,  was  in  the  same  style  as 
the  former  law;  the  section  to  which  the  amend- 
ment was  offered,  was  exactly  in  the  same  words. 
The  amendment  proposed  that  Ministers  at  Lon- 
don and  Paris  should  have  the  same  salary  as 
heretofore,  and  that  all  others  should  not  have 
more  than  half  the  sum.  Perhaps  the  style  and 
expenses  of  living  might  be  lower  at  other  Courts; 
if  so,  it  ought  to  have  been  so  stated ;  but  nothing 
had  been  said  on  this  subject.  The  style  of  the 
bill  was  of  a  kind  which  he  did  not  approve.  It 
was  desirable  that  the  salaries  of  all  officers 
should  be  fixed  by  law;  but  as,  when  this  law 

Sassed,  it  was  not  known  what  would  be  a  proper 
istinction  to  make  in  the  salaries  of  Ministers  to 
different  places,  it  was  left  to  the  discretion  of  the 
President,  limiting  him  as  to  the  extent.  It  was 
unpleasant  for  the  President  to  allow  a  less  sum 
to  one  Minister  than  he  allowed  to  another;  and 
the  consequence  had  been  that  all  had  been  allowed 
the  highest  sum  allowed  by  law ;  but  as  he  sup- 
posed the  same  reasons  existed  which  caused  the 
law  to  be  passed  in  this  way  at  first,  he  saw  no 
reason  for  altering  it. 

There  could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  power  of  the 
House  to  fix  the  salaries  of  Ministers;  and  if 
there  were  sufficient  reasons  why  the  Ministers  at 
Paris  and  London  should  have  larger  salaries 
than  those  at  other  Courts,  no  Constitutional 
question  could  arise  as  to  the  power  of  the  House 
to  come  to  such  a  decision. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  seemed  to 
have  an  object  which  was  not  the  ostensible  one 
as  he  supported  his  amendment  by  arguments 
perfectly  inapplicable  to  it.  The  object  seemed 
to  be  to  prevent  the  bending  of  Ministers' of  a  cer- 
tain grade  to  any  but  the  Courts  of  London  and 
Paris.  Granting  that  the  House  had  the  power 
of  determining  this  question,  they  would  not  do 
it  without  information.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  and 
others,  say  that  we  have  no  need  of  a  Minister  at 
Berlin.  What  authority  they  had  for  the  asser- 
tion he  knew  not;  he  supposed  the  President  had 
more  complete  knowledge  on  the  subject  than 
they,  and  he  has  said  the  contrary  by  the  appoint- 
ment. It  was,  indeed,  idle  to  speak  upon  a  sub- 
ject on  which  they  neither  had  nor  could  have 
sufficient  information. 

It  appeared  to  him  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  had  not  attended  to  a  material  part  of 
the  Constitution.  Much  had  been  said  about  the 
checks  which  one  department  of  Grove rnment  had 
over  another;  but  there  was  one  consideration 
not  attended  to.  By  the  Constitution,  it  appeared 
that  the  several  departments  originated  from  the 
same  source — they  were  all  equally  the  agents  of 
the  people.  One  department  had  a  right  to  chal- 
lenge the  same  confidence  from  their  constituents 
as  the  other — no  one  had  the  exclusive  confidence 
of  the  people.  And  if  there  were  not  a  mutual 
confidence  between*  the  different  branches  of  Gov- 


}  e rnment,  nothing    but  wrangling  and  disorder 
would  be  the  consequence. 

If  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  pos- 
sessed of  patronage,  that  House  did  not  give  it  to 
him,  nor  could  they  take  it  away.  Whether  the 
people  had  given  him  too  much,  or  too  little,  wis 
no  question  before  them.  As  to  the  discretion  of 
appointing  to  office,  it  was  a  delicate  subject,  and 
he  wished  it  had  not  been  touched ;  but.  as  it  bad 
been  handled,  and  talked  about,  it  might  as  wefl 
be  talked  about  freely.  He  had  been  so  unac- 
customed to  anything  like  a  political  creed,  that 
he  had  never  thought  any  was  adopted  by  the 
Executive.  But  he  found  it  was  too  true  that 
certain  opinions  were  held  in  this  country,  which 
made  it  necessary  for  the  President  to  inquire  into 
the  opinions  of  persons  who  were  to  take  part  in 
the  execution  of  Government.  Certain  opinions 
had  been  Broached  as  held  by  many  persons  of 
this  country;  he  did  not  know,  however,  that  they 
were  held  by  any.  He  would  state  what  the 
opinions  were  to  which  he  alluded.  Mr.  C.  then 
read  the  following,  extract,  [which,  it  will  bere- 
collectedj  is  from  a  letter  said  to  be  written  by  a 
person  high  in  office  in  this  Government  to  Mr. 
Mazzei,  at  Madrid:  ] 

.  "  That  our  political  situation  is  prodigiously  changed 
since  a  few  years  past  That  instead  of  that  noble  km 
of  liberty,  and  that  republican  Government,  which  ar- 
ried  us  through  the  dangers  of  the  war,  an  Anglo, 
Monarchico,  Aristocratic  party  has  arisen— -their  avowed 
object  being  to  impose  upon  us  the  substance,  u  they 
have  already  given  us  the  form  of  the  British  Govern* 
ment.  That  nevertheless  the  principal  body  of  oar 
citizens  remain  faithful  to  republican  principles ;  all  oar 
proprietors  of  lands  being  friendly  to  those  principles,  at 
also  the  mass  of  men  of  talents. 

"That  the  Republicans  in  the  United  States  ban 
against  them,  the  Executive  and  the  Judicial  power- 
all  the  officers  of  Government— all  who  are  seeking 
offices  all  timid  men,  who  prefer  the  calm  of  Despo- 
tism to  the  tempestuous  sea  of  Liberty— the  British 
merchants,  and  the  Americans,  who  trade  on  British 
capitals— the  speculators— persons  interested  in  the  bank 
and  the  public  funds. 

"  That  these  establishments  were  invented  with  vim 
of  corruption,  and  to  nntrimilato  ns  to  the  British  model 
in  its  corrupt  parts. 

"  That  it  would  give  an  honest  man  a  fewer  to  hear  oftht 
apostates,  who  have  embraced  these  heresies  ?  that  they 
are  men  who  were  8olomons  in  council  and  SampMts  in 
combat,  but  whose  hair  has  been  cut  off  by  the  whore  rf 
England. 

"  That  these  men  wished  to  wrest  from  the  people  of 
America  that  liberty  which  they  have  obtained  by  *> 
much  labor  and  peril ;  but  that  the  Republicans  wooU 
preserve  it 

"  That  the  mass  of  weight  and  riches  in  the  Republics* 
is  so  powerful,  that  they  have  nothing  to  fear  from  toy 
attempt  against  them  by  force. 

"That  it  is  sufficient  that  they  guard  theater** 
and  that  they  break  the  Lilliputian  tie*  by  which  these 
conspirators  have  bound  them  in  the  first  slnmhfli 
which  succeeded  their  labors. 

"That,  in  short,  it  is  sufficient  that  the  RepuWiesai 
arrest  the  progress  of  that  system  of  ingratitude  and  is* 
justice  towards  Prance,  which  these  conspirator!  have 
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been  parauiDg,  with  a  view  to  alienate  the  people  <r 
America  from  France,  and  to  bring  them  under  British 
influence. " 

Far  be  it  from  me,  said  Mr.  C,  to  charge  senti- 
ments of  this  kind  to  any  gentleman  of  this  Hou*e ; 
he  had  hoped  there  had  been  none  such  in  Ame- 
rica. But  the  evidence  was  too  strong  that  a  sort 
of  political  enthusiasm  existed,  which  seemed  to 
take  to  itself  exclusive  republicanism;  which  em- 
braced sentiments  too  much  like  those  which  he 
had  cited.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  whether,  if  the  President  of  the  United 
States  supposed  there  were  persons  who  enter- 
tained sentiments  like  these,  he  ought  to  appoint 
such  persons  to  office?  Tnat  gentleman  must 
candidly  answer,  No.  It  would  argue  extreme 
folly  to  do  so,  as  nothing  but  treason  and  insur- 
rection would  be  the  consequence  of  such  opin- 
ions. For,  if  the  present  Government  be  hostile 
to  the  interests  of  the  country,  and  be  planning 
away  its  liberties,  it  would  certainly  be  the  duty 
of  every  honest  citizen  to  use  his  efforts  to  de- 
stroy it.  He  hoped,  however,  these  sentiments 
were  not  harbored  by  any ;  he  should  have  pleas- 
ure in  hearing  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  disa- 
vow them.  But  certainly  if  the  President  of  the 
United  States  believed  that  such  sentiments  were 
held,  he  was  fully  justified  in  determining  not  to 
appoint  to  office  persons  holding  them. 

Mr.  8.  Smith  rose  to  move  an  amendment  to 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
which  he  hoped  he  would  consent  to,  viz :  to  add 
Spain  as  a  place  to  which  Ministers  sent  should 
have  a  salary  of  $9,000. 

[Mr.  Nicholas  was  not  in  his  place,  and  there- 
fore could  not  consent  to  this  amendment.  It  of 
coarse  became  the  subject  of  debate.] 

Mr.  J.  Williams  supposed  gentlemen  opposed 
to  the  original  amendment  would  also  be  opposed 
to  this. 

Mr.  Harpeb  said  there  could  not  be  a  more 
nojptory  amendment  than  this.  Nobody  would 
object,  he  supposed,  to  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
for  Spain ;  but  it  was  to  the  interfering  in  the 
business  at  all  that  the  objection  lay,  as  it  went 
to  abridge  the  power  of  the  President 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  the  amendment  which  he 
had  proposed,  was  a  simple  amendment  to  the 
bill  without  having  any  reference  to  the  right  of 
the  President. 

Mr.  Livingston  said  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  had  forgotten  the  object  of  his  colleague, 
(Mr.  Pinckmet,)  who  had  said  he  wished  to  get 
rid  of  our  foreign  Ministers  as  soon  as  possible, 
and  his  great  objection  to  the  present  amendment 
was,  that  by  it  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary  was 
withdrawn  from  Spain.  If  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  was  carried,  therefore, 
it  would  remove  that  objection  ;  and  the  vote  of 
that  gentleman  in  favor  of  the  proposed  reduction 
would  be  of  considerable  consequence. 

Mr.  Rutledob  said  the  gentleman  last  up  had 
misstated  the  sentiments  of  his  colleague.  His 
colleague  had,  for  some  time,  been  too  much  in- 
disposed to  attend  his  duty  in  the  House ;  but  he 
bad  told  him  that  his  sentiments  on  this  subject 


had  been  much  misrepresented.  He  believed  his 
colleague  had  said,  that,  in  orderly  t"imes;  it  would 
be  well  to  lessen  our  foreign  connexions — not 
that  he  would  do  so  at  all  events ;  and  in  order  to 
show  the  impropriety  of  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  he  instanced  Spain, 
with  whom,  he  said,  it  was  probable  negotiations 
might  now  be  carrying  on,  and  that  therefore  to 
recall  our  Minister  from  thence  might  be  attended 
with  bad  consequences. 

Mr.  Livingston  replied  he  bad  understood  Mr. 
Pinckney  to  say  what  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  Dayton  (the  Speaker)  said  if  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  bad  offered  an  amendment 
to  the  first  or  second  speech  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  it  might  nave  been  proper,  as  he 
thought  them  liable  to  amendment  in  many  parts. 
As  to  the  bill  itself,  or  the  amendment,  they  had 
long  been  out  of  sight.  It  was  not  the  letter  of 
the  amendment,  but  its  spirit  that  was  objected 
to ;  but  if  he  was  to  decide  at  all,  he  would  cer- 
tainly dispense  with  this  complimentary  inter- 
ference with  the  nation  mentioned,  sooner  than 
with  any  other;  but  if  any  new  amendment  was 
brought  forward,  he  hoped  it  would  be  to  the 
speech,  and  not  the  bill. 

Mr.  Otis  was  opposed  to  this  amendment,  on 
principle ;  but  he  could  not  say,  with  the  gentle- 
man last  up,  that  he  should  be  less  inclined  to 
compliment  Spain  with  a  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary than  any  other ;  but  as  this  was  no  business 
of  theirs,  he  hoped  the  amendment  would  be 
rejected. 

Mr.  Nicholas  (having  come  in)  said  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  admission  of  this  amendment 
to  his  motion,  if  it  would  accommodate  any  gen- 
tleman of  the  committee. 

The  amendment  was,  of  course,  admitted. 

Mr.  S.  Smith  said  he  understood  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Pinckney)  as  saying, 
that  in  time  of  profound  peace  it  would  be  proper 
to  withdraw  all  our  foreign  intercourse,  as  it  could 
do  little  good,  and  might  do  much  harm.  If  he 
was  of  the  same  opinion  with  that  gentleman, 
that  there  would  ever  be  an  inclination  in  this 
Government  to  do  away  all  our  foreign  inter- 
course, he  should  not  be  desirous  of  carrying  this 
amendment  j  but  as  this  was  not  the  case,  he 
wished  to  put  the  business  upon  a  stable  founda- 
tion, by  fixing  the  salaries  of  our  Ministers,  as  was 
the  case  in  the  Governments  of  Europe.  The 
President  had  $40,000  appropriated  for  foreign 
intercourse,  leaving  it  to  him  to  give  Ministers 
what  he  pleased,  so  that  it  did  not  exceed  the 
sums  specified  in  the  act.  The  conseauence  was, 
that,  though  the  expense  and  style  of  living  was 
very  different  in  different  countries,  he  allowed 
to  all  the  highest  sum.  He  wished,  therefore, 
that  at  the  Courts  of  London,  Paris,  and  Madrid, 
our  Ministers  should  receive  such  an  allowance 
as  should  enable  them  to  live  in  the  style  which 
was  necessary  there ;  but  he  believed  a  much  less 
allowance  would  be  sufficient  at  the  Courts  of 
Berlin  and  Lisbon.  He  believed  one-half  the 
sum  would  there  be  sufficient.  A  regulation  of 
this  kind  would  relieve  the  President  from  his 
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present  situation,  in  which  he  found  it  unpleasant 
to  make  any*  discrimination  between  Ministers 
sent  to  different  countries. 

If  the  present  discussion  had  been  confined  to 
the  law  itself,  the  question  might  have  been  de- 
termined long  since ;  but  the  gentleman  from 
Tirginia  had  introduced  other  subjects,  and  it 
had  been  found  necessary  to  reply  to  them.    His 
colleague  (Mr.  Craik)  said  that  gentleman  might 
jay  they  were  speaking  to  the  galleries,  or  not ; 
he  maintained  they  all  spoke  to  the  public,  and 
that  the  public  would  determine  whose  sentiments 
were  right.    His  colleague  was,  however,  mista- 
ken in  one  thing,  viz:  that  the  Executive  had  a 
right  to  make  treaties  and  appoint  Ministers,  and 
that  that  House  had  no  right  to  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  appropriating  for  them ;  and  in  saying 
that  this  question  had  been  several  times  decided 
in  this  way,  particularly  in  the  case  of  the  British 
Treaty  and  the  frigates.    He  had  voted  for  both 
these  measures ;  but  he  never  believed  that  the 
Executive  could  appoint  as  many  Ministers  or 
negotiate  as  many  treaties  as  he  pleased,  and  that 
that  House  would  be  bound  to  carry  them  into 
effect.    He  knew  he  had  a  right  to  do  both ;  but 
if  he  went  to  an  excess  in  either,  that  House  had 
a  right  to  check  him,  by  withholding  appropria- 
tions, and  would  do  it.     There  never  had  been  a 
solitary  fact  to  prove  the  contrary,  but  there  had 
been  several  votes  to  establish  the  principle  which 
he  contended  for.    Upon  the  call  for  papers  in  the 
discussion  on  the  British  Treaty,  which  was  a 
question  involving  the  right  of  the  House  to  in- 
quire into  the  propriety  of  the  measure,  the  ques- 
tion was  carried— -62  to  37.    But  in  order  that 
this  might  not  be  mistaken  hereafter,  the  House 
came  to  another  resolution,  in  which  it  was  ex- 
pressly stated,  that j  though  the  House  claimed  no 
agency  in  the  making  of  treaties,  that  they  l\ad  a 
right  to  judge  of  the  expediency  or  inexpediency 
oi  carrying  them  into  effect,  which  was  earried 
by  57  to  35.    And  when  the  treaty  itself  was  de- 
termined to  be  carried  into  effect,  it  was  expressly 
upon  the  expediency  of  the  measure.    If  gentle- 
men were  not  satisfied  of  this  right  from  the  Con- 
stitution, he  trusted  they  would  allow  that  these 
rotes  had  put  the  matter  beyond  doubt. 

Thus  much  to  show  that  his  colleague  had  been 
mistaken  on  this  point.  Gentlemen,  Mr.  S.  said, 
were  sent  to  that  House  to  do  their  duty ;  and  it 
was  not  to  be  supposed,  because  they  had  the 
power  of  stopping  the  wheels  of  Government,  that 
they  would  do  so;  for,  however  they  might  differ 
in  opinion  on  the  subjects  which  came  before  them, 
they  would  certainly  agree  in  supporting  the  Gov- 
ernment. Indeed,  not  one  instance  could  be  ad- 
duced, in  which  this  discretionary  power  had 
been  abused. 

His  colleague  had  said  that  party  did  exist  both 
in  that  House  and  out  of  it.  He  agreed  with 
him,  and  said  it  was  right,  when  a  man  went 
with  a  party,  to  avow  it. 

Gentlemen  had  complained  that  members  spoke 
to  the  galleries,  and  to  their  constituents,  ana  not 
to  the  members  within  those  walls ;  yet  they  them- 
selves did  the  same.    For  what  else,  he  asked, 


could  be  intended  when  gentlemen  charged  others 
with  being  disorganizes  and  with  intentions  of 
overturning  the  Government?  When  they  said 
this,  they  did  not  believe  it ;  but  they  believed  it 
would  please  their  constituents  to  bear  that  they 
had  thus  said.  But  could  it  for  a  moment  be 
credited,  that  men  of  property  would  come  there 
to  set  the  Government  anoat,  and  by  that  means 
render  insecure  property  of  every  kind  ?  These 
reflections  were  meant  to  apply  to  the  Southern 
States,  and  he  believed  particularly  to  Virginia; 
but  let  gentlemen  show  one  insurrection  or  rio- 
lent  opposition  to  any  measure  of  Government  in 
that  quarter.  They  could  not  do  it;  for,  though 
the  people  in  the  State  of  Virginia  were  geoeraOT 
opposed  to  the  excise  law,  yet,  when  it  had  passed, 
the  opposition  ceased ;  and  he  believed  there  was 
not  a  State  in  the  Union,  besides  that,  in  which 
that  law  was  honestly  carried  into  effect 

When  the  insurrection  against  the  excise  law 
took  place  in  this  State,  the  citizens  of  which 
quarter  of  the  United  States  turned  out  more 
readily  than  those  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  armed 
and  accoutred  by  that  State,  to  quell  the  disorder? 
Yet  they  were  called  disorganizes.  He  did  not 
believe  there  was  a  man  in  that  House,  nor  ten 
men  in  the  United  States,  who  would  part  with 
the  present  Government ;  and  it  was  extraordinary 
that  men  who  were  most  opposed  to  the  adoption 
of  it,  were  now  the  first  to  call  those  who  had 
invariably  been  friends  to  it,  disorganizes  He 
himself  was  not  afraid  of  these  reflections—  they 
never  touched  him ;  but  he  thought  they  were 
dishonorable  to  the  Legislature  of  the  Union. 

Gentlemen  were  in  the  habit  of  speaking  to  the 
galleries,  of  imported  doctrines,  referring  to  a  gen- 
tleman in  that  House,  whose  abilities  they  feared. 
What  could  they  mean  by  such  insinuations,  if 
not  to  please  their  constituents?  He  himself  had 
thought,  that  though  a  man  was  not  a  native  of 
this  country,  if  he  went  through  tbe  Revolution. 
he  was  an  American  as  much  as  a  native,  as  he 
was  one  from  the  commencement  of  our  indepen- 
dence ;  and,  before  that  time,  they  were  all  British 
subjects.  Besides,  this  argument  cuts  both  ways. 
as  there  were  gentlemen  in  the  House  of  this 
description  of  verv  different  opinions. 

Mr.  S.  believed,  heretofore,  that  all  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  were  equally  entitled  to  the 
favors  of  the  Executive.  He  had  believed  that 
no  respect  bad  been  paid  to  men  of  any  particu- 
lar opinion;  but  tbey  had  now  been  told,  both  out 
of  doors  and  in  that  House,  that  all  persons  who 
did  not  think  precisely  with  the  Executive,  were 
to  be  excluded  from  office.  If  this  was  a  fact  the 
patronage  consequent  upon  appointments  to  office 
might  be  improperly  applied.  He  hoped  this  was 
not  so,  and  tnat  the  President  was  better  informed 
with  respect  to  his  duty,  and  could  not  believe 
what  gentlemen  had  so  confidently  asserted,  as  be 
saw  men  in  office  who  had  always  been  friends  of 
the  Federal  Government,  as  well  as  those  who 
opposed  its  adoption. 

Mr.  S.  concluded  by  saying,  that  gentlemen 
were  fond  of  calling  themselves  the  supporters  of 
Government,  but  he  wished  them  to  be  convinced 
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hat  men  who  differed  from  them  in  opinion  were 
qually  its  friends  and  supporters  with  them. 

Mr.  Imlay  said  he  felt  considerable  reluctance 
d  offering  his  sentiments  to  the  committee  on  the 
ubiect  now  under  discussion,  at  this  late  stage 
if  the  debate.    So  fully  and  ably,  indeed,  had  the 
neriu  of  the  present  question  been  discussed,  that 
ittle  remained  for  him  to  say  which  could  have 
laim  to  meet  attention  from  the  committee.    He 
rould,  however,  solicit  their  indulgence  for  a  few 
ninutes,  while  he  made  some  general  remarks 
p  one  point  on  which  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
inia,  who  brought  forward  the  amendment  now 
inder  debate,  appeared  most  to  rely  for  its  sup- 
tort,  and  then  subjoin  a  few  observations  on  the 
constitutionality  of  the   amendment    proposed. 
The  point  on  which  he  proposed  to  remark,  was 
bat  of  Executive  patronage.    The  danger  to  be 
pprehended  from  the  exercise  of  this  patronage 
»y  the  Executive— of  his  acquiring  an  influence 
od  control  which  would  be  mischievous  and  dan- 
gerous in  the  extreme  to  the  freedom  and  imp- 
endence of  this  branch  of  the  Government,  if  not 
o  the  existence  of  the  Government  itself.    In  his 
pprehension,  fears  of  this  kind  were  quite imagi- 
tary;  from  the  nature  and  constitution  of  our 
Torernment.    Taking  into  consideration  the  va- 
ious  and  opposing  interests  and  passions  on  which 
he  laws  of  the  General  Government  had  to  ope- 
ate,  in  the  opinion  of  enlightened  and  unpreju- 
liced  men,  there  could  be  no  question  but  that  the 
Executive  branch  of  the  Government  was  deci- 
ledly  the  weakest,  and  that  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment the  most  susceptible  of  innovation  and 
ncroacbment.    Of  this  sentiment  were  many  of 
he  most  patriotic  and  enlightened  statesmen  of 
his  country,  at  the  formation  and  adoption  of  the 
jeneral  Constitution.     For  himself  he  had  no 
lesitation  to  declare,  and  gentlemen  might  call  it 
i  clue,  or  key,  or  what  they  pleased,  that  there 
ras  more  cause  of  apprehension  for  the  safety  of 
he  Government  from  the  weakness  and  ineffi- 
ciency of  the  Executive  branch  of  it,  than  from 
my  powers  or  privileges  possessed  by  that  power, 
rhicn  were  dangerous  and  alarming.    Tne  hts- 
ory  of  the  Government  was  in  support  of  that 
►pinion ;  and  the  sentiment  which,  on  this  sub- 
ect,  had  been  hazarded  with  much  diffidence, 
ras  now  confirmed  by  experience  itself. 

In  his  opinion  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
tame  one  solitary  instance  in  which,  on  the  part 
>f  the  Executive,  there  had  been  an  attempt  to 
nterfere  with  the  powers  of  this  branch  ot  the 
Government.  But,  he  asked,  were  there  no  cases 
n  which,  on  the  part  of  this  House,  attempts  had 
teen  made  to  encroach  on  the  Constitutional 
>owers  of  the  Executive?  The  famous  call  for 
tapers,  and  the  attempt  to  withhold  the  necessary 
ppropriations  for  carrying  into  effect  a  certain 
reaty,  were  within  the  recollection  of  all;  the 
isurpation  of  the  right  to  instruct  the  President 
in  the  subject  of  instructions  to  our  Commission- 
rs  in  the  late  negotiation  with  France ;  the  at- 
empt  to  direct  and  control  the  Executive  in  the 
ise  and  employment  of  the  frigates,  were  of  recent 
late  j  and  the  present  and  daring  attempt  to  reg- 


ulate and  restrain  the  President  on  a  point  as 
clearly  and  as  exclusively  Executive  as  that  of 
nominating  to  office,  would  not  soon  be  forgotten. 
Will  gentlemen  have  the  hardihood  to  say  that 
these  were  not  attempts  to  encroach  on  the  Con- 
stitutional powers  of  the  Executive?  That  they 
were  mere  essays  to  restrain  and  keep  that  power 
within  its  proper  sphere?  He  presumed  jaot.  He 
should  be  more  surprised  at  a  denial  of  this  kind, 
than  at  the  existence  of  the  fact.  That  such  at- 
tempts had  been  made,  and  would  be  again  made, 
he  had  no  doubt.  They  sprang,  in  a  degree,  from 
the  nature  and  principle  or  our  Government ;  they 
had  their  existence  also,  in  part,  in  the  tempers 
and  passions  of  men.  In  such  a  Government, 
then,  which  afforded  either  real  or  imaginary  oc- 
casions for  operations  of  this  kind,  attempts  simi- 
lar to  the  present  must  be  expected  to  be  made  ; 
they  should  be  watched  with  a  jealous  eye ;  they 
should  be  resisted  with  firmness  and  decision. 
But  what,  he  would  ask,  were  the  powers  pos- 
sessed and  exercised  by  this  branch,  and  the  Ex- 
ecutive branch  of  the  Government  *  Were  they 
equally  influential  ?  Were  they  equally  power- 
ful ?  Had  they  equal  right  in  the  scale  of  the 
Government?  He  thought  not.  On  examina- 
tion, he  was  much  inclined  to  believe  it  would 
be  found  that  the  weight  of  influence  and  power 
were  decidedly  on  the  part  of  this  House;  and 
that  experience  and  observation  would  justify  the 
remark,  that  the  Legislative  branch  of  Govern- 
ment was  frequently  attempting  encroachments 
on  the  other  branches,  and  usurpation  of  all  power 
to  itself. . 

It  was  a  remark,  he  said,  which  was  not  with- 
out claim  to  attention,  that  danger  did  not  unfre- 
quently  assail  us  from  a  quarter  from  which  it 
was  the  least  expected.    Much  should  he  be  dis- 
appointed, if  this  did  not  eventually  prove  to  be  the 
situation  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
question.    They  appeared  to  him,  on  this  occa- 
sion, to  direct  their  fears  to  the  wrong  quarter. 
Gentlemen  professed  to  believe  that  their  fears  for 
the  safety  and  preservation  of  the  Government 
arose  from  the  subtle  and  accumulating  nature  of 
Executive  influence  and  patronage ;  but  they  were 
not  aware  of  the  danger  of  Legislative  usurpa- 
tions, and  of  the  evil  consequences  which  would 
result  therefrom.     Gentlemen,  on  this  occasion, 
would  permit  him  to  say,  that  they  should  be  jeal- 
ous of  the  purity  of  their  own  motives,  and  of  their 
own  conduct ;  that  they  should  examine  both  with 
candor,  with  sincerity,  and  with  inflexible  impar- 
tiality.   They  should  consider,  that  already  does 
this  House  possess  power  and  influence  superior  to 
any  other,  if  not  to  all  the  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  that  it  is  the  nature,  the  disposition,  the 
essential  and  inherent  quality  of  power,  thus  pos- 
sessed by  a  body  of  men,  to  reach  after  still  greater 
power — nay,  to  usurp  and  attract  all  power  to 
itself.    Apprehensions  of  the  danger  of  Executive 
influence  seemed  to  have  had  a  powerful  opera- 
tion on  the  framers  of  the  General,  and  of  most  of 
our  State,  Constitutions.     With  them  it  seems  to 
have  been  a  primary  object  to  guard  against  the 
abuse,  but  even  against  the  we,  of  anything  like 
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Executive  patronage.  Apprehensions  of  this  kind 
may  perhaps  be  ascribed,  in  some  degree,  to  the 
dread  of  hereditary  power  and  prerogative,  as  pos- 
sessed by  the  Supreme  Magistrate  of  that  coun- 
try from  which  we  may  be  said,  in  some  measure, 
to  have  taken  our  form  of  Government  In  such 
a  Government  there  may,  indeed,  be  just  cause 
for  fears  and  apprehensions  of  that  kind.  But 
great  was  the  difference  between  the  Constitution 
of  that  country  and  the  Constitution  of  the  coun- 
try in  which  we  have  the  happiness  to  live;  and 
great  and  manifest,  in  his  judgment,  were  the 
superior  influence  and  powers  which  the  popular 
branch  of  this,  and  perhaps  of  all  Republican  Go- 
vernments, possess  over  their  Executives. 

He  proposed  briefly  to  examine  this  point.  The 
Executive  branch  of  the  Constitution  was  limited, 
with  much  care,  in  the  extent  and  duration  of  its 
powers.  Its  powers  were  specified — simple  in 
their  nature,  and  circumscribed  within  narrow 
limits;  and  its  operations  watched  with  a  cau- 
tious and  jealous  eye.  A  high  responsibility  was 
attached  to  all  its  measures;  with  a  salary  barely 
adequate  to  its  support;  without  emolument  and 
without  prerogative ;  remotely  situated  from  the 
great  mass  of  the  people,  and  possessing  their  con- 
fidence and  respect,  in  no  small  degree,  from  the 
recollection  of  former  services,  eminent  virtue,  and 
distinguished  talents ;  and  all  these  imperfect  and 
limited  privileges  or  prerogatives  (if  such  they 
may  be  called)  holden,  as  had  been  well  observed, 
on  the  short  and  precarious  tenure  of  a  four  years' 
lease. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  powers  possessed  and 
exercised  by  that  House,  were  exercised  by  that 
branch  of  the  Government  which  emanated  im- 
mediately from  the*  people  themselves,  with  all 
their  passions,  interests,  localities,  prejudices,  and 
jealousies.  More  powerful  in  point  of  numbers 
than  the  other  branch  of  the  Government ;  highly 
respected  for  its  wisdom  and  talents ;  capable  of 
acting  with  system  and  reason  in  the  accomplish- 
ment of  all  its  measures ;  its  powers  more  numer- 
ous and  extensive,  and  those  out  imperfectly  lim- 
ited and  defined;  with  but  little  (at  any  rate  a 
very  divided)  responsibility  attached  to  any  of  its 
measures ;  and  with  full  power  to  raise  money, 
and  a  claim  to  the  right  of  appropriation  in  all 
cases; — with  all  these  superior  and  eminently 
powerful  advantages  in  favor  of  this  branch  of  the 
Government,  what  cause  was  there  for  all  this 
alarm  about  Executive  influence— all  this  clamor 
about  the  danger  of  Executive  patronage  ?  For 
himself,  he  could  see  none.  Gentlemen,  he  said, 
could  not  be  serious  in  their  fears  on  this  subject : 
they  appeared  to  him  to  be  quite  imaginary.  We 
did  not  wish  to  be  guilty  of  uncharitable  or  illib- 
eral suspicions  on  this  occasion :  gentlemen  had 
disclaimed  all  mischievous  and  improper  motives. 
He  was  happy  they  had  so  done :  he  hoped  they 
were  sincere.  , 

Mr.  I.  said,  if  he  were  correct  in  this  view  of 
the  subject,  (and  he  trusted  he  was.)  gentlemen 
might  quiet  their  fears  as  to  the  danger  of  this 
branch  of  the  Government,  from  any  undue  influ- 
ence to  which  it  may  be  exposed  on  the  ground 


of  Executive  patronage.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
danger  to  be  apprehended  for  the  safety  and  pre- 
servation of  the  Government  in  its  purity  and  per- 
fection, in  his  opinion,  arose  from  the  temper  and 
disposition  manifested  on  the  part  of  this  House 
to  encroach  on  the  Constitutional  powers  of  the 
Executive.  He  believed  this  to  be  the  nature  and 
tendency  of  the  Government,  and  that  the  history 
of  both  ancient  and  modern  Republics  was  in 
confirmation  of  this  opinion. 

Without  travelling  into  ancient  history  in  search 
of  cases  in  support  of  this  general  position,  he  said 
he  would  content  himself  with  referring  to  two 
or  three  cases  which  related  to,  and  happened 
within,  our  own  country,  and  therefore  more  to 
his  purpose.  The  first  case  to  which  he  referred, 
was  the  proceedings  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
from  which  he  had  the  honor  to  come.  While 
he  professed  himself  perfectly  happy  and  eon- 
tented  as  a  citizen  of  that  State{  and  had  the 
highest  respect  for  the  virtue  and  integrity  of  its 
Legislature,  yet  he  believed  instances  might  be 
recurred  to,  in  which  the  popular  branch  of  that 
Legislature  had  stepped  beyond  its  Constitutional 
limits,  and  encroached  on  the  powers  of  the  other 
departments  of  Government.  He  wished  not  to 
be  understood  as  ascribing  this  to  any  mischiev- 
ous and  improper  motives,  but  to  the  nature,  dis- 
position, and  tendency  of  that  and  of  all  Govern- 
ments similarly  constituted.  The  next  case  to 
which  he  referred,  was  the  proceedings  of  the 
Council  of  Censors  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
for  the  years  1783  and  1784. 

The  authority  which  he  next  read  on  this  point, 
was  from  Mr.  Jefferson's  Notes  on  the  State  of 
Virginia. 

Mr.  I.  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ment in  a  Constitutional  point  of  view.  He  said 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  go  into  a  minute  and 
extensive  examination  of  the  constitutionality  of 
the  amendment  now  under  discussion ;  he  should 
make  only  a  few  plain  and  obvious  remarks,  which 
have  occurred  to  him  in  reflecting  on  this  subject, 
and  which  have  fully  convinced  his  mind  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  Congress  and  of  this  House  to 
make  the  appropriation  in  question.  Gentlemen 
had  denied  this  duty  and  obligation  on  the  House 
to  make  the  appropriations  for  the  support  of  for- 
eign Ministers,  legally  appointed  by  the  President, 
as  they  had  formerly  denied  the  same  obligation 
for  carrying  into  effect  a  treaty  constitutionally 
made. 

If  gentlemen  on  this  occasion,  as  was  well  ob- 
served, had  directed  their  remarks  to  an  inquiry 
whether  the  compensation  allowed  by  law  to  for- 
eign Ministers  was  not  too  great — was  not  extra- 
vagant—he should  have  concurred  with  them  in 
the  inquiry ;  but  when  they  contend  for  the  right 
to  appropriate  or  not,  he  could  not  agree  with 
them. 

There  are  but  three  clauses  in  the  whole  Con- 
stitution which  relate  to  this  point;  one  is  the 
second  clause  of  the  second  section  of  the  second 
article — where  the  right  of  making  treaties  and 
appointing  foreign  Ministers  is  as  exclusively 
vested  in  the  President  with  the  concurrence  oi 
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le  Senate,  or  two-thirds,  as  the  right  of  origina- 
Dg  money -bills  is  in  the  House  of  Representa- 


ves. 


The  next  clause  to  which  he  referred,  was  the 
ist  of  the  eighth  section  of  the  first  article ;  in 
rhich,  after  enumerating  the  various  powers  of 
Jongress — such  as  levying  taxes,  declaring  war. 
^c. — it  was  added,  "that  they  should  make  all 
iws  which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper  for 
arrying  into  effect  the  foregoing  powers,  and  all 
ther  powers  Tested  by  this  Constitution  in  the 
fovemment  of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  de- 
artraent  or  officer  thereof." 
This  was  not  intended  as  a  summary  of  the  for- 
ler  prerogatives,  but  as  an  additional  grant  of 
very  authority  necessary  for  giving  them  full  effect. 
•"or  example,  besides  the  right  of  levying  taxes 
nd  imposts,  it  grants  Congress  the  right  of  deter- 
dining  taxable  inhabitants,  establishing  collectors, 
even ue  cu tters,  dfcc.  Having  declared  war,  it  gave 
he  right  of  regulating  the  levy  of  troops,  and  es- 
ablishing  arsenals  and  magazines.  But  the  clause 
idds,  likewise,  the  power  of  carrying  into  effect 
ill  other  powers  vested  by  the  Constitution  in 
iny  department  or  officer  of  the  Government. 
For  instance,  by  this  clause  Congress  is  empow- 
ered and  explicitly  required  to  enable  the  Judici- 
um (which  is  one  department  of  the  Government) 
to  give  effect  to  their  decisions  and  judgments, 
constitutionally  made ;  to  enable  the  Executive, 
ilso,  (which  is  another  department  or  officer,)  to 
carry  into  operation  treaties  that  have  been  rati- 
fied, and  to  make  provision  for  supporting  those 
foreign  Ministers  and  agents,  which  have  been 
Constitutionally  appointed.     . 

Gentlemen  had  contended  that  the  power  to 
carry  into  effect  the  legal  acts  of  the  Executive, 
implies  the  power  of  refusing  to  give  them  effect. 
This  construction  was  evidently  contrary  to  the 
design  and  spirit  of  the  clause.  Let  us,  said  he, 
take  an  example  from  among  the  powers  vested 
in  the  Legislature,  by  which  to  illustrate  it. 

If  Congress  have  determined  to  levy  a  certain 
tax,  which  by  the  Constitution  it  has  a  right  to 
do,  then,  by  this  clause,  it  has  the  farther  power 
of  doing  every  thing  necessary  to  collect  that  tax 
with  certainty,  to  bring  it  into  the  Treasury,  and 
to  prevent  any  part  of  the  people  from  contraven- 
ing it.  Will  gentlemen  pretend  that,  having  de- 
termined to  levy  the  tax,  they  may  neglect  the 
means  of  giving  efficiency  to  the  law ;  and  that 
the  power  given  in  this  clause  is  a  power  to  act 
or  not  to  act  in  the  case  ?  That  is,  to  trifle  with 
its  own  laws  ?  No,  the  power  in  question  im- 
plies an  obligation  to  give  effect  to  the  law  by 
every  requisite  subsidiary  law. 

As  that  clause  has  relation  to  the  legal  acts  of 
the  Executive  as  well  as  those  of  the  Legislative, 
it  equally  and  evidently  implies  an  obligation  to 
nake  the  necessary  subsidiary  laws  and  appropri- 
ations for  acts  of  the  Executive  also.  It  cannot 
unply  a  power  to  defeat  the  acts  of  the  Executive 
*oy  more  than  of  the  Legislature — for  both  are 
^pressed  under  the  same  terms — but  simply  a 
power  which,  by  the  mode  of  expression,  involves 
in  obligation  to  give  complete  effect  to  both.    It 


supposes  tbe  duty  of  giving  effect  to  the  Constitu- 
tional righto  and  powers  of  the  different  branches 
of  the  Government,  and  then  confers  the  authori- 
ty requisite  for  the  purpose. 

The  only  other  clause  in  the  Constitution  which 
appeared  to  him  to  be  any  way  connected  with 
this  subject  is  the  6th  clause  of  the  9th  section  of 
the  1st  article;  the  provision  contained  in  this 
clause  was  intended  to  guard  against  fraud,  and 
the  embezzlement  of  the  public  money ;  to  ope- 
rate as  a  check  on  the  respective  branches  of  the 
Government  and  its  several  officers,  and  to  pre- 
vent money  being  drawn  from  the  Treasury  for 
any  other  than  authorized  objects,  and  with  the 
greatest  notoriety,  the  solemnity  of  a  law. 

It  was  either  on  this  clause  of  the  Constitution, 
or  On  the  abstract  principle,  that  gentlemen  had 
predicated  a  sort  of  logic  wnich,  in  his  apprehen- 
sion, was  extremely  fallacious  and  deceptive.  It 
had  been  contended  that  the  framing  of  a  law  by 
which  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  Treasury 
implied  deliberation,  that  deliberation  implied 
discretion,  and  discretion  the  power  of  refusing. 
This  was  a  chain  of  inferences  the  most  unfound- 
ed, and  if  admitted  would  draw  all  the  powers  of 
Government,  as  well  as  its  money  concerns,  into 
the  vortex  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Here,  he  said,  he  would  ask  a  question  or  two. 
The  salaries  of  the  Justices  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States — was  not  Congress  under  a 
moral  obligation,  and  by  law  obliged  to  make  the 
necessary  appropriations  for  an  adequate  support? 
Does  our  discretion  permit  us  to  refuse  this  ?  If 
it  does,  then  may  we  render  that  department  com- 
pletely dependent  on  ourselves,  and  usurp  the  Ju- 
diciary power.  Have  we  the  right  to  refuse  ap- 
propriations for  more  than  two  foreign  Ministers, 
an  of  to  say  that  all  our  other  foreign  agents  shall 
be  Consuls  1  If  we  have,  then  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple we  may  refuse  to  have  any  Ministers  at  all ; 
we  may  refuse  to  appropriate  unless  they  are  ap- 
pointed to  such  Courts  as  shall  be  agreeable  to  a 
majority  of  this  House ;  we  may  refuse  to  ap- 
propriate unless  the  persons  appointed  are  the 
particular  men  whom  we  shall  approve.  That 
is,  we  may  render  the  President's  right  of  ap- 
pointing nugatory ;  we  may  engross  this  power 
m  our  own  hands ;  we  may  recall  Ministers,  or 
appoint  them  at  the  will  and  pleasure  of  the 
strongest  party  in  this  House. 

This  principle,  indeed,  brings  within  our  am- 
bitious grasp  every  power  of  the  Executive,  which 
requires  one  farthing  of  money  to  carry  it  into 
effect,  however  sacredly  it  may  have  been  trusted 
to  the  President  by  the  Constitution.  There  is 
not  an  authority  belonging  to  the  Executive  de- 
partment which  we  may  not  usurp  on  this  ground 
of  construction ;  and  he  had  before  shown  that 
we  may,  in  the  same  manner,  render  the  Judicia- 
ry entirely  dependent  on  this  branch  of  the  Gov- 
ernment ;  and  the  whole  powers  of  Government 
may  be  thus  engulphed  in  this  House,  and  pro- 
duce a  tyranny,  which  we  endeavor  to  avoid  by  a 
separation  of  the  departments. 

If  gentlemen  really  think  that  this  would  be 
for  the  interest  of  the  people,  he  would  infinitely 
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rather  see  them  come  forward  in  an  open  and 
candid  manner,  and  endeavor  to  obtain  an  expli- 
cit modification  of  that  part  of  the  Constitution, 
than  be  continually  attempting  to  covet  unwar- 
rantable extensions  of  Representative  power  un- 
der the  false  and  dangerous  constructions  which 
make  that  instrument  speak  any  language.  If 
we  pretend  to  be  governed  by  tne  Constitution, 
let  us  submit  to  it  according  to  its  plain  and  ob- 
vious meaning,  and  not  be  forever  deceived  and 
abused  by  fallacious  and  distorted  interpretations. 

Let  us  remember  that  our  Constitution  is  among 
the  wisest  and  best  the  world  has  ever  known. 
That  to  support  and  preserve  this  Constitution 
was  the  sacred  deposite  committed  to  our  care ; 
that  the  present  is  a  period  of  innovation,  discord, 
and  revolution.  Let  us,  therefore,  be  cautious 
how  we  construe  and  innovate  upon  any  part  of 
that  system.  Rather  let  us  wait  for  a  more  calm 
and  settled  state  of  things  than  at  present  seems 
to  exist. 

Mr.  Macon  had  no  doubts  as  to  the  Constitu- 
tionality of  the  present  question.  The  same  clause 
of  the  Constitution  which  gave  the  President 
power  to  appoint  Judges  gave  him  power  to  ap- 
point foreign  Ministers ;  and  he  believed  he  had 
the  same  right  to  say  to  what  place  a  Minister 
should  be  sent  that  he  had  to  say  where  a  court 
should  be  held. 

It  had  been  observed,  Mr.  M.  said,  that  there 
was  a  party  in  that  House  who  wished  to  infringe 
and  prostrate  the  Executive  rights;  but  it  had 
been  clearly  shown  that  there  had  never  been 
such  an  attempt  made. 

The  time  was  said  to  be  improper  for  making 
the  proposed  regulation;  it  appeared  to  him  ex- 
pressly contrary.  From  the  4th  of  July.  1776,  all 
the  foreign  Ministers  who  had  been  in  this  coun- 
try, had  done  more  harm  than  ours  had  done  good 
in  foreign  countries.  As  early  as  the  year  1785, 
the  inconvenience  had  been  felt.  But  it  was 
said  to  be  a  matter  of  politeness,  and  if  foreign 
Governments  sent  Ministers  here,  we  must  also 
send  Ministers  to  them.  He  wished  to  get  clear 
of  this  business;  but  he  believed  we  had  sent 
Ministers  to  countries  from  whence  none  had 
been  returned,  so  that  that  rule  was  not  a  general 
one. 

It  had  been  said,  speeches  were  made  from  one 
side  of  the  House  to  the  galleries.  He  believed 
that  both  sides  had  done  the  same,  for  gentlemen 
allowed  they  did  not  expect  to  make  converts  in 
that  House,  and  therefore  they  must  have  spoken 
to  the  public. 

A  subject  had  been  introduced  which  he  thought 
ought  not  to  have  been  mentioned  in  that  House — 
he  meant  the  conduct  which  it  was  said  the  Pre- 
sident had  adopted  of  appointing  to  office  persons  of 
one  opinion  only.  This  might  be  attended  with  great 
inconvenience.  Suppose  the  President  and  Vice 
President  were,  at  any  time,  of  different  political 
opinions;  if  the  former  were  to  die.  the  latter,  if 
this  system  was  to  be  acted  upon,  must  turn  out 
all  persons  in  office,  which  would  certainly  ap- 
pear an  extraordinary  measure. 

It  was  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 


and  those  who  supported  the  amendment,  wished 
to  violate  the  Constitution  and  overthrow  ike 
Government.  This  charge  was  principally  made 
against  members  of  the  Southern  States,  than  in 
which,  he  would  venture  to  say,  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  had  no  where  been  better  executed ; 
for,  though  their  members  in  that  House  had  gen- 
erally been  in  a  minority,  no  instance  of  opposi- 
tion to  the  laws  had  ever  occurred ;  and  in  case 
of  a  dissolution  of  the  Government,  they  would 
certainly  have  nothing  to  gain,  but  would  most 
probably,  in  any  convulsion,  be  tne  greatest  losers. 
Why,  then,  were  these  arguments  brought  here? 
Was  it  to  impress  it  upon  the  minds  of  citizens  of 
other  parts  of  the  United  States  that  they  were 
fond  of  Government ;  that  they  wished  to  lire  in 
disorder  ?  There  was  no  truth  to  support  the 
charge.  Some  gentlemen  had  charged  them  with 
wishing  to  stop  the  wheels  of  Government  whilst 
others  had  spoken  of  them  as  wishing  to  add  a 
fifth  wheel  to  it ;  so  that  one  supposed  them  to 
stop  its  course,  and  the  other  to  make  its  move- 
ments too  rapid.  They  had  nothing  which  look- 
ed like  disorganization  in  their  part  of  the  coun- 
try. Even  their  newspapers  were  silent  oo  that 
head ;  he  wished  he  could  say  as  much  for  papers 
in  another  part  of  the  Union.  It  was  clear,  if 
any  part  of  the  country  had  a  right  to  complain, 
it  would  be  the  Southern  States,  as  many  of  the 
laws  had  borne  hardly  upon  them,  and  none  of 
them  afforded  them  any  advantage. 

But  it  was  observed,  that  if  our  foreign  Minis- 
ters were  done  away,  we  should  have  secret  spies. 
He  believed  we  had  now  not  only  public,  but  se- 
cret spies.  It  was  not  long  since  they  had  a  re- 
port before  them  which  showed  that  we  had  had 
a  secret  spy  in  a  public  Minister  who  had  en- 
gaged in  a  plan  which  might  have  involved  this 
conntry  in  war,  had  knot  Deen  timely  discovered. 
He  hoped,  however,  every  department  of  Govern- 
ment had  exerted  themselves  to  develop*  this 
mysterious  business. 

It  was  said,  that  it  was  probable  this  motion  had 
its  origin  in  a  disappointment  which  gentlemen 
felt  in  the  election  of  President  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  this  had  had  any  effect ;  and  during  the 
late  Presidency  an  attempt  was  made  to  retrench 
the  present  expenditure.  As  well  might  he  say, 
what  had  fallen  from  the' gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut (Mr  Goodrich)  was  intended  to  injure 
the  Vice  President 

Mr.  M.  would  not  boast  of  what  the  Southern 
States  had  done ;  but  he  would  say  what  they 
had  not  done ;  they  had  not  been  tne  promoters 
of  banks,  funding  and  excise  systems,  stamp 
acts,  &c. 

Mr.  M.  said,  he  thought  an  observation  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  yesterday,  went 
wholly  against  his  own  doctrine,  viz :  that  appoint- 
ments to  office  made  ten  enemies  to  one  friend- 
He  believed  the  contrary  was  the  truth,  and  that 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  New  York  had  re 
mained  a  long  time  in  office  principally  from  the 
support  which  that  patronage  gave  nim.  The 
same  gentleman  was  equally  unfortunate  in  hi* 
reference  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Le» 
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rislature  of  Virginia  to  the  Constitution,  as  the 
xrords  of  that  amendment  were  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  have  and  ought  to  have  the  power 
n  question.  [Mr.  Williams  said  he  alluded  to 
he  amendment  proposed  two  years  ago,  which 
was  differently  expressed.] 

Mr.  M.  did  not  know  what  gentlemen  meant 
vhen  they  spoke  of  the  usurpations  of  that  House 
>ver  the  other  branches  of  the  Government;  such 
t  remark  could  only  be  intended  to  impose  upon 
he  people  out  of  doors. 

Mr.  M.  said,  the  question  was  a  simple  one.  It 
vas  whether  that  House  would  undertake  to  reg- 
ilate  the  salaries  of  foreign  Ministers.  The  right 
if  doing  this  could  not  be  doubted;  for  though  he 
lid  notT>elieve  that  the  House  had  a  right  to  say 
o  what  places  Ministers  should  be  sent,  and  what 
hould  be  their  grade,  he  did  belie  re  that  they  had 
.  right  to  say  that  so  much  salary  should  be  given 
o  Ministers  at  one  place  and  so  much  at  another ; 
ind  this  was  proper,  since  the  different  style  of 
iving  in  different  places,  made  four  thousand  five 
mndred  dollars  at  one  Court,  equal  to  nine  thou- 
and  at  another.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  resolu- 
ion  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Thatcher  agreed  with  the  gentleman  who 
tad  iust  sat  down,  that  much  unnecessary  matter 
tad  been  introduced  into  the  present  debate.  He 
>elieved  it  must  have  struck  every  one,  that  most 
)f  the  topics  which  had  been  discussed  related  lit- 
le  to  the  bill  itself.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
nover  of  the  amendment,  himself,  thought  it  of 
ittle  importance,  because  the  law  would  expire  at 
he  end  of  two  years,  and  he  had  frequently  said, 
te  did  not  wish  his  proposed  regulation  to  take 
mmediate  effect,  so  that  the  time  between  the 
aw's  taking  effect,  and  its  expiration,  could  not 
nake  the  object  of  much  consequence.  The  gen- 
leman  had,  therefore,  considered  this  amendment 
nerely  as  an  occasion  to  reprehend  whatever  he 
lisliked.  Mr.  T.  said,  he  should  make  a  few  ob- 
ervations  upon  what  the  gentleman  declared  he 
tad  in  view  in  bringing  forward  the  amendment, 
riz:  to  bring  the  diplomatic  establishment  to 
rhat  it  was  from  the  year  1790  to  1796,  when  it 
vas  departed  from,  and  to  prevent  an  increase  of 
tur  foreign  Ministers. 

Mr.  T.  adverted  to  the  law  of  1790,  of  which 
te  said  that  the  present  bill  was  nearly  a  tran- 
cript ;  that  there  was  nothing  in  this  bill  to  alter 
he  foreign  intercourse  establishment  (if  it  were 
leserving  of  the  name  of  an  establishment ;)  for 
fa  larger  sum  of  money  was  granted  for  the  War 
•r  Treasury  Departments  in  one  year  than  had 
«en  granted  in  another,  it  would  not  be  said  that 
he  establishments  were  departed  from.  In  1794, 
i  million  of  dollars  were  granted  for  foreign  inter- 
nurse;  but  this  was  no  departure  from  the  diplo- 
oatic  establishment.  In  1796,  other  sums  were 
[ranted,  but  none  of  these  grants  either  added  to 
v  diminished  from  the  power  of  the  President. 
The  only  feature  in  the  law  of  1790,  which  could 
institute  anything  like  a  diplomatic  establish- 
oent,  was  the  fixing  of  the  salaries,  which  the 
tresent  bill  did  not  go  to  alter.  It  was  the  amend- 
aent  which  proposed  to  alter  the  salaries ;  there- 


fore, if  there  was  any  departure  from  the  estab- 
lishment, it  was  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  T.  said,  it  had  not  been  shown  to  his  satis- 
faction that  a  less  sum  was  necessary  to  be  paid 
to  a  Minister  at  Berlin  or  Lisbon,  than  at  the  other 
Courts;  The  other  view  of  the  mover  was.  to  cut 
off  the  whole  of  the  diplomatic  establishment. 
He  thought  this  had  no  connexion  with  the 
amendment.  If  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  was 
desirous  of  effecting  this,  he  ought  to  have  brought 
forward  a  distinct  proposition  for  the  purpose,  in- 
dependent of  this  bilL  and  then  every  one  would 
have  had  the  object  before  them  stripped  of  disguise. 

A  much  greater  latitude  of  debate  had  been 
taken  than  was  necessary,  if  nothing  had  been  in 
view  more  than  the  intention  of  the  Constitution 
in  this  respect.  It  was  allowed  that  neither  the- 
House  of  Representatives  nor  tha  Senate  had  a 
right  to  nominate  Ministers;  the  patronage  would, 
therefore,  be  increased  if  that  House  obtained  the 
controlling  power  contended  for.  That  one  de- 
partment or  Government  should  interfere  with 
the  business  of  another  was  a  doctrine  so  well  un- 
derstood, that  there  was  no  occasion  to  dilate  upon 
it.  [Mr.  T.  read  the  direction  of  the  Constitution 
in  this  respect.]  He  denied  that  the  same  clause 
of  the  Constitution  gave  the  President  power  to 
appoint  public  Ministers  and  Judges.  Gentlemen 
confounded  two  parts  of  the  Constitution  together; 
the  appointment  of  Judges  depended  upon  a  pre- 
vious law,  but  no  previous  law  was  necessary  for 
the  appointment  of  Ministers. 

But,  it  was  said,  if  this  power  of  appointing 
Ministers  was  possessed  by  the  President,  without 
control,  it  would  swallow  up  all  the  other  powers 
of  the  Government ;  and  historical  facts  had  been 
adduced  to  show  that  other  nations  had  lost  their 
liberty  by  excessive  influence  of  their  Executives. 
The  House  had  been  told  in  what  way  England, 
and  all  the  European  Powers,  except  one,  had* 
been  deprived  of  their  liberty.  Except  in  one  in- 
stance, this  assertion  had  been  contradicted  by 
fact ;  the  instance  he  excepted  was  France.  He 
wished,  instead  of  speaking  generally,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Havens)  had  placed 
his  finger  upon  any  one  instance,  to  have  support- 
ed his  position.  Mr.  T.  then  took  a  view  of  the 
manner  in  which  Athens  and  Rome  had  fallen. 
The  overthrow  of  the  latter,  he  said,  had  been 
accomplished  by  mobs  ( something  of  which  had 
been  seen  in  this  country,)  a  kind  of  democratic 
societies,  by  demagogues  getting  the  rabble  about 
them,  and  then  getting  on  the  backs  of  the  fools, 
rode  the  Government  down.  He  spoke  also  of  the 
downfall  of  Greece,  and  added,  that  there  were 
things  in  this  country  which  much  resembled  the 
situation  of  that,  and  if  a  stop  was  not  put  to 
themt  we  should  soon  experience  a  similar  fate. 
Nothing  was  more  easy  than  to  assert  that  liberty 
had  always  been  destroyed  by  an  excess  of  power 
in  the  Executives  of  Governments;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  had  more  frequently  been  destroyed  by 
democratic  mobs,  by  the  erection  of  whiskey  poles 
and  liberty  poles,  and  by  discontented  Representa- 
tives going  home  to  their  constituents,  and  setting 
them  against  the  Government. 
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It  could  not  be  denied,  that  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing to  office  might  be  abused ;  but  to  prevent 
an  abuse  of  power,  they  ought  not  to  take  away 
the  power  itself.  But  it  was  asked  whether,  if 
the  President  were  to  appoint  an  hundred  Minis- 
ters, the  House  would  be  bound  to  appropriate  for 
them.  In  such  an  extreme  case,  it  seemed  to  be 
supposed  that  the  point  must  be  conceded,  and  an 
interference  must  be  had.  But  he  would  ask  gen- 
tlemen a  question,  in  his  turn :  When  will  the 
President  appoint  a  hundred  Ministers,  or  any 
number  which  the  people  of  the  United  States 
will  not  allow  to  be  proper  ?  He  would  answer 
this  question  himself,  because  he  knew  they  could 
not.  It  would  be  when  the  people  at  large  shall 
have  been  stirred  up  by  means  of  whiskey  and 
liberty  poles,  and  have  become  so  intoxicated  and 
corrupt,  as  to  eject  a  man  for  President  like  them- 
selves, who  should  abuse  the  power  placed  in  him. 
But  this  was  too  extraordinary  a  state  of  things 
ever  to  exist  in  this  country. 

But  it  was  said,  What !  cannot  this  House  ap- 
propriate, or  refuse  to  appropriate,  as  it  should  see 
S roper?  Can  it  not  deliberate  ?  In  some  cases, 
e  said,  the  House  was  no  more  at  liberty  to  re- 
fuse to  appropriate  than  a  man  was  at  liberty  to 
commit  a  crime.  Wherever  an  office  was  created 
by  the  Constitution,  or  by  law,  the  House  was  not 
at  liberty  to  refuse  an  adequate  compensation  to 
the  persons  who  filled  those  offices.  In  certain 
oases,  the  House  might  repeal  a  law  fixing  sala- 
ries, or  for  appointing  officers ;  but  whilst  the  law 
existed,  these  officers  must  be  paid.  Mr.  T.  illus- 
trated his  position  by  a  number  of  instances. 

If  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  President,  there- 
fore, that  it  was  proper  to  have  Ministers  in  every 
Court  in  Europe,  he  ought  to  send  them,  and  the 
House  could  not  refuse  to  appropriate  for  their 
salaries.  It  would  be  usurpation  to  do  so. 
.  It  was  only  necessary  to  notice  one  short  sen- 
tence of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  to  show 
that  if  that  House  had  the  power  of  controlling 
the  appointment  to  office,  the  patronage  annexed 
to  these  appointments  would  be  increased  a  hun- 
dred fold.  "  If  it  would  accommodate  any  gen- 
tleman, he  had  no  objection  to  making  the  pro- 
vision for  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Spain." 
This  language  was,  "You  want  a  Minister  in 
Spain;  if  you  will  consent  that  the  House  take 
the  power  of  regulating  this  matter  into  its  own 
hands,  I  will  agree  to  a  Minister  being  sent  there." 
So  that  another  gentleman  might  ask  for  another 
somewhere  else,  and  so  on,  which  would  be  grant- 
ed on  certain  conditions.  Every  one  must  see 
to  what  this  would  lead. 

But  it  had  been  said,  that  our  public  agents  were 
mostly  taken  from  the  Legislature,  and  that  the 
draughts  from  thence  had  been  alarming.  What, 
he  asked,  was  the  fact  ?  At  London  we  have  had 
three  Ministers,  two  of  whom  were  never  in  the 
Legislature ;  in  France  five,  one  of  whom  had 
only  been  a  Legislative  character,,  and  he  did  not 
come  within  the  view  of  the  gentleman  who  made 
the  assertion,  because  he  was  opposed  to  the  view 
of  the  Executive ;  at  the  Hague  we  have  had 
only  Mr.  Adams,  who  was  never  in  the  Legisla- 


ture ;  and  now  Mr.  Murray,  who,  he  believed, 
was  appointed  about  three  days  before  his  time 
in  Congress  expired,  but  who  had  three  months 
before  signified  his  intention  of  declining  any 
further  service  in  Congress ;  we  have  bad  two 
Ministers  in  Spain,  neither  of  whom  were  taken 
from  the  Legislature ;  in  Portugal  two.  one  of 
whom  had  been  in  the  Legislature ;  and  one  at 
Berlin,  which  is  Mr.  Adams,  So  that  out  of  fif- 
teen foreign  Ministers,  only  four  had  been  Legis- 
lative characters ;  one  of  whom  did  not  come 
within  the  description  alluded  to,  and  another 
was  appointed  within  a  day  or  two  of  the  expira- 
tion of  his  service.  He  did  not  think  this  a  very 
alarming  view;  and  he  thanked  God  that  the  as- 
sertion had  been  made  in  a  place  where  it  could 
be  controverted. 

When  Mr.  Thatcher  had  concluded,  the  com- 
mittee rose,  had  leave  to  sit  again,  and  the  House 
adjourned. 


Thursday,  March  1. 

Mr.  Livingston  reported  a  bill  to  continue  in 
force,  for  a  limited  time,  an  act  declaring  the  as- 
sent of  Congress  to  an  act  of  Maryland,  for  the 
appointment  of  a  health  officer ;  which  was  com- 
mitted for  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Bayard  reported  a  bill  supplementary  to 
the  act  for  establishing  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the 
United  States;  which  was  committed  for  Monday. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  reported  a  bill  limiting  the  time 
within  which  claims  for  credit  on  the  books  of 
the  Treasury  may  be  presented  for  allowance; 
which  was  committed  for  to-morrow. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations': 
Mr.  Nciholas's  amendment  being  under  consid- 
eration ;  when 

Mr.  T.  Claiborne,  after  some  apology  for  doing' 
so,  proceeded  to  read  some  observations  on  the 
question  before  the  committee.  He  first  stated 
that,  considering  that  the  present  appropriation 
was  demanded,  as  a  matter  of  right  by  the  Exec- 
utive, to  allow  of  which  would  be  giving  him  an 
unconstitutional  control  over  the  Legislature,  he 
could  not  consent  to  it. 

Conceiving,  as  he  did,  that  the  House  had  a 
Constitutional  right  to  make  appropriations,  and 
separated  as  we  were  from  European  nations,  and 
having  sufficient  sources  of  happiness  within  our- 
selves, he  was  in  favor  of  the  present  amendment, 
which  went  to  curtail  our  foreign  Intercourse.  He 
believed  the  less  diplomatic  intercourse  we  had 
the  better,  and  that  it  was  our  interest  to  cultivate 
peace  and  harmony  among  ourselves,  and  with 
all  the  world. 

If  the  doctrines  now  contended  for  were  to  pre- 
vail, there  would  be  no  power  in  this  House  over 
the  purse  of  the  nation ;  it  would  merely  be  the 
means  of  collecting  taxes,  and  could  not  refuse  any 
appropriation  of  money  which  the  Executive 
might  call  for. 
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After  examining  the  Constitution,  and  show- 
&g  that  this  doctrine  had  no  support  there,  he 
;ook  notice  of  some  interrogatories  which  had 
>een  put  by  a  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr. 
joodrich.)  What,  exclaimed  that  gentleman, 
lave  these  disorganizers  done  ? 

Mr.  C,  in  answer  to  this  question,  went  into  an 
{numeration  of  the  services  which  the  Southern 
States  had  performed,  particularly  what  the  State 
)f  Virginia  had  done,  in  the  course  of  the  Revolu- 
ionary  war,  in  order  to  procure  this  Constitution ; 
rod  then  took  notice  of  what  they  had  done  and 
rere  still  doing,  in  support  of  it.  They  submit- 
ed,  he  said,  to  all  the  regulations  under  it,  parti- 
ularlv  to  excise  and  stamp  laws,  which  were 
ibnoxious  to  republican  Governments,  nor  did 
hey  complain  of  the  impost  duties,  though  they 
lore  hard  upon  them.  When  an  insurrection  took 
face  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  they  were  the 
irst  to  march  to  quell  it.  No  rebellious  person 
tad  ever  dared  to  show. his  head  in  his  disorgan- 
zing  State.  They  had  been  much  injured  in  the 
ettlement  of  their  accounts  for  supplies  furnished 
luriog  the  war,  in  some  cases  not  having  been 
tompensated  for  one-hundredth  part  of  the  inju- 
ies  which  had  been  done,  and  in  some  not  a  thou- 
andth  part. 

Mr.C.  would  ask,  in  his  turn,  what  those  friends 
if  order  (the  Eastern  States)  had  done  in  support 
if  the  Constitution  ?  They  had,  he  knew,  been 
he  means  of  procuring  for  the  country  a  British 
reaty,  which  was  likely  to  involve  us  in  war,  and 
hey  were  now  endeavoring  to  make  all  the  branch- 
s  of  Government  dependent  upon  the  Executive, 
le  did  not  thank  them  for  such  support. 

As  to  what  had  been  said  about  addressing  the 
cileries,  and  the  people  out  of  doors,  he  believed 
t  was  perfectly  right  that  the  people  should  be 
<rell  informed  of  what  they,  their  representatives, 
rere  doing,  except  they  were  to  be  looked  upon  as 

senseless  herd,  of  whom  it  was  not  necessary  to 
ike  any  notice.  He  wished  there  were  no  mo 
ives  in  the  House  less  pure  than  these.  For  his 
art.  he  respected  the  sovereignty  of  the  people, 
ad  wished  to  remain  no  longer  in  that  House 
dan  whilst  he  spoke  their  sense. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  spoken 
i  high  terms  of  the  late  President.  He  had  him- 
;lf  a  high  opinion  of  that  gentleman,  and  so  had 
is  constituents.  It  was  true,  they  disapproved 
t  some  things  that  he  had  done,  and  were  sorry 
iat  he  had  done  them.  As  to  the  gentleman 
[ho  now  fills  the  Presidential  chair,  he  viewed 
im  as  a  great  and  good  man ;  but  he  believed 
i  men  to  be  fallible.  When  he  did  things  which 
light,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  approved,  he  should 
pprove  them ;  and  when  he  acted  contrarily,  he 
lould  condemn  them.  He  believed  that,  in  bis 
tate,  there  were  neither  prejudices  against,  nor 
i  favor  of,  either  the  late  or  present  President. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  to  whom 
e  had  alluded,  called  for  union.  This  was  a 
leasing  word  ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  as  if  some 
mtlemen  wished  rather  to  shake  the  Union  to 
s  centre.  His  own  mind,  however,  acquitted 
im  of  anything  that  had  not  in  view  the  good  j 


of  the  people.  He  wished  to  preserve  the  harmo- 
ny of  the  Union ;  he  would  hazard  everything  to 
preserve  it,  because  he  believed  that,  "  united  we 
stand,  but  divided  we  fall." 

If  gentlemen  would  withhold  their  ill-natured 
sarcasms,  members  might  unite  to  do  the  business 
of  the  Union  for  which  they  were  sent.  He  ad- 
monished them  to  talk  no  more  of  factious  disor- 
ganizers, feeble  minorities,  democratic  clubs,  etc., 
if  they  wished  for  union  and  concord ;  but  that 
they  aid  wish  this,  with  him  was  doubtful.  If 
they  do  not,  however,  said  he,  let  them  speak  out, 
and  then  they  will  be  understood.  Such  charges, 
every  one  knew,  were  unfounded,  and  being  so, 
they  could  not  be  expected  to  be  borne  with  tem- 
per. No  rebellious  head  had  ever  been  raised 
south  of  the  Potomac.  If  a  rebellious  rascal  was 
to  appear  there,  he  would  not  be  suffered  to  live. 
He  knew  this  to  be  the  case  in  the  quarter  he  had 
-mentioned,  and  he  believed  the  same  might  be 
said  of  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Delaware ;  and 
though  the  people  of  tne  Southern  States  had 
been  loaded  with  all  the  foul  epithets  which  could 
be  imagined,  he  believed  they  would  be  found  the 
props  of  the  Constitution.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  sacrifice  his  life  to  preserve  it. 

When  Mr.  C.  had  taken  his  seat — 

Mr.  Gallatin  rose,  and  addressed  the  Chair  as 
follows : 

Mr.  Chairman:  The  amendment  proposed  to 
this  bill  fixes  the  salary  of  Ministers  employed  at 
foreign  Courts,  not  according  to  the  grade  of  those 
Ministers  as  has  heretofore  heen  the  case,  but  ac- 
cording to  the  Courts  to  which  they  may  be  sent 
Its  object  is  to  reduce  the  diplomatic  establish- 
ment nearly  to  what  it  was  before  May,  1796,  by 
confining  the  salary  of  $9,000  a  year  to  the  Min- 
isters at  London,  Paris,  and  Madrid,  and  allowing 
only  $4,500  to  all  others.  The  shape  of  the  bill 
precludes  an  amendment  more  simple  in  its  na- 
ture, and  by  which  the  same  object  would  have 
been  attained.  The  present  permanent  establish- 
ment, which  the  framers  of  the  bill  mean  to  sup- 
port, requires  an  annual  appropriation  of  $64,000 ; 
and  yet  $24,000  of  that  sum  are  thrown  into  a 
separate  section,  as  a  temporary  grant  for  the 
present  year,  thereby  preventing  us  from  pro- 
posing a  reduction  in  the  sum  which  is  openly 
asked  for  the  support  of  the  permanent  estab- 
lishment. 

Before  we  are  permitted  to  enter  into  the  merits 
of  the  question,  we  are  arrested  in  the  thresh  hold 
of  discussion  by  Constitutional  objections.  It  is 
not,  indeed,  insisted  that  the  amendment  itself  is 
unconstitutional ;  it  is  not  denied  that  the  Legis- 
lature has  a  right  to  fix  the  salaries  of  public  Min- 
isters ;  but  the  reduction  of  the  establishment  is 
supposed,  in  its  operation  and  tendency,  to  affect 
the  legitimate  authority  of  the  President.  We 
are  charged  with  a  design  of  subverting  by  our 
doctrine  the  principles  of  the  Constitution,  and 
we  are  thus  drawn,  in  an  incidental  manner,  into 
a  previous  discussion  of  a  Constitutional  question. 

The  2d  section  of  the  2d  article  of  the  Consti- 
tution, among  other  things,  provides,  that  "the 
President  .shall  nominate,  and  by  and  with  the 
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advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall  appoint 
Ambassadors,  other  public  Ministers  and  Consuls, 
Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  all  other  offi- 
cers of  the  United  States,  whose  appointments 
are  not  herein  otherwise  provided  for,  and  which 
shall  be  established  by  law."  The  first  inference 
attempted  to  be  drawn  from  the  clause  is,  not 
only  that  the  appointment  of  Ministers  is  exclu- 
sively vested  in  the  Executive,  which  position  is 
self-evident,  but  that  an  unlimited  number  of  offi- 
cers, of  Ambassadors,  and  other  diplomatic  agents, 
is  created  by  the  Constitution  itself,  and  that  the 
President,  in  appointing,  only  fills  those  pre- 
existing offices.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  more  correct  to  say,  that  the  possible  existence 
of  those  officers  is  recognised  by  that  section,  but 
that  the  office  of  Minister  to  any  foreign  Court, 
where  we  have  not  had  any  before,  is  created  by 
the  President  making  the  appointment.  And  it 
may  even  be  thought  doubtful  whether  a  law  may ' 
not  be  necessary  to  create  the  office  before  an  ap- 
pointment takes  place.  This  clause  recognises 
the  existence  of  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as 
well  as  that  of  foreign  Ministers,  and  gives  the 
same  unlimited  power  of  appointment  in  both 
cases  to  the  Executive.  Nay,  the  case  of  Judges 
is  stronger  than  that  of  Ministers;  for  upon  these 
the  Constitution  is  silent  in  every  other  part, 
whilst  not  only  it  is  here  declared  that  Judges  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  as  well  as  public  Ministers, 
may  exist,  but  the  3d  article  of  the  Constitution 
positively  enacts  that  there  shall  be  a  Supreme 
Court,  and  fixes  its  jurisdiction.  Yet  it  has  not 
been  contended  that  the  office  of  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  was  created  by  the  Constitution, 
or  could  be  created  by  the  mere  appointment  of 
the  President,  without  the  previous  authorization 
of  a  law.  It  has  not  been  contended  that  the 
President  had,  by  the  Constitution,  the  power  of 
appointing  any  unlimited  number  of  those  Judges, 
to  be  fixed  by  his  own  discretion.  On  the  con- 
trary, a  law  nad  passed  defining  their  number, 
before  any  appointment  took  place;  and  it  is  not 
insisted  that  tne  Executive  can  appoint  more  than 
six,  as  fixed  by  that  law.  Had  that  power,  con- 
tended for  in  relation  to  public  Ministers,  existed 
in  the  case  of  Judges,  that  part  of  the  law  which 
declares  that  there  shall  be  six  Judges,  and  no 
more,  must  be  unconstitutional,  as  we  have  no 
right  by  law,  and  even  with  the  consent  of  the 
President,  to  divest  him  of  any  of  his  Constitu- 
tional authorities.  Still,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
lay  any  stress  upon  this  argument;  some  nice 
discrimination  may  perhaps  be  drawn  between 
the  two  offices ;  a  different  construction  has  here- 
tofore prevailed  in  the  case  of  Ministers ;  and  it 
is  not  necessary,  in  order  to  prove  the  constitu- 
tionality of  our  doctrine,  to  contend  for  the  con- 
struction of  this  section.  I  would  not,  therefore, 
have  made  these  preliminary  observations  had  it 
not  been  to  show  that  the  power  of  the  Execu- 
tive to  appoint  Ministers  without  the  previous 
sanction  of  a  law,  from  which  it  is  attempted  to 
derive  by  implication  the  right  of  controlling  the 
Legislature  in  the  exercise  of  its  own  Constitu- 
tional powers,  is  itself  of  a  doubtful  nature,  and  | 


can  only  be  admitted  by  a  very  liberal  construc- 
tion of  that  clause  of  the  Constitution. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  Constitution  has  ex- 
pressly and  exclusively  vested  in  Congress  the 
power  of  raising,  granting,  and  directing  the  ap- 
plication of  money.  The  8th  section  of  the  1st 
article  declares,  that  "  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  ex- 
cises, and  to  borrow  money  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States."  The  1st  section  emphatically 
states,  that  "  All  legislative  powers  herein  granted 
shall  be  vested  in  a  Congress ;"  and  the  9th  sec- 
tion provides,  that  "no  money  shall  be  drawn 
from  the  Treasury,  but  in  consequence  of  appro- 
priations made  by  law." 

We  say  that  Congress,  having  the  sole  power 
of  granting  money,  are  judges  of  the  propriety 
or  impropriety  of  making  a  grant,  and  that  they 
have  a  right  to  exercise  their  discretion  therein; 
whilst  those  who  oppose  the  amendment  upon 
Constitutional  grounds,  contend  that  the  power 
of  creating  the  office  of  public  Ministers,  rested 
in  the  President,  imposes  an  obligation  upon  Con- 
gress to  provide  an  adequate  compensation  for  as 
many  as  he  shall  think  fit  to  appoint.  We  say 
that  the  power  of  granting  money  for  any  pur- 
poses whatever  belongs  solely  to  the  Legislature, 
in  which  it  is  literally  vested  by  the  Constitution. 
They  insist  that  that  power  in  this  instance  at- 
taches, by  implication,  to  the  President,  and  that 
Congress  are  bound  to  make  provision,  without 
having  a  right  to  exercise  their  own  discretion. 

In  order  to  establish  this  doctrine,  it  is  asserted 
that,  by  our  Constitution,  each  department  may 
have  checks  within  itself,  but  has  none  upon  the 
others ;  that  each  department  is  self-independent 
has  its  own  share  of  powers,  and  moves  uncon- 
trolled within  its  sphere ;  that,  therefore,  when- 
ever a  certain  authority  is,  by  the  Constitution, 
vested  in  any  one  department,  it  must  possess 
the  means  to  carry  that  authority  into  effect,  and 
that  the  other  departments  are  bound  to  lend  their 
assistance  for  that  purpose. 

Those  positions  will  not  stand  the  test  of  inves- 
tigation. Whenever  the  powers  vested  in  any 
one  department  are  sufficient  to  complete  a  cer- 
tain act,  that  department  is  independent  of  all 
the  others,  and  it  would  be  an  unconstitutional 
attempt  in  any  of  the  others  to  try  to  control  it. 
But  whenever  the  powers  have  been  so  distribu- 
ted between  two  departments,  in  relation  to  ano- 
ther certain  act,  that  neither  of  the  two  can  com- 
plete, the  act  by  virtue  of  its  own  powers,  then 
each  department  is  controlled  by  the  other,  not  in 
relation  to  the  operation  of  its  appropriate  powers, 
but  in  relation  to  the  act  itself.  Each  depart- 
ment, in  that  case,  may  go  as  far  as  its  own  au- 
thority will  permit,  but  no  further.  The  refusal 
of  the  other  department  to  exercise  its  powers  in 
relation  to  that  act,  in  the  same  direction,  and  in 
concurrence  with  the  first  department,  is  no 
abridgement  of  the  legitimate  powers  of  the  first. 
It  is  the  Constitution  which,  in  that  case,  abridges 
the  powers  of  both,  and  which  has  rendered  the 
concurrence  of  both  necessary  for  the  completion 
of  the  act.    If  either  of  the  departments!  in  that 
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»se,  after  having  exercised  its  own  authority 
towards  the  completion  of  the  act,  shall  pretend 
:o  have  a  right  to  force  the  powers  of  the  other  I 
n  the  same  direction,  so  as  to  have  the  act  com- 1 
)leted  against,  or  without  its  voluntary  consent,  I 
t  is  that  department  which  abridges  the  legiti- 
nate  exercise  of  the  powers  of  the  other.  Thus, 
n  the  instance  before  us;  the  President  may  ap- 
x)iot  as  many  public  Ministers  as  he  thinks  fit, 
ind  if  he  can  send  them  to  their  intended  mission 
without  the  assistance  of  any  act  of  the  Legisla- 
te; if  he  can,  as  in  the  case  of  Consuls,  find 
nen  who  will  serve  without  a  salary,  he  has  a 
;ight  to  do  it,  and  thus  to  act  uncontrolled  by  the 
legislature;  because,  in  this  supposed  instance, 
lis  own  authority  is  sufficient  to  carry  into  effect 
lis  intentions,  But  further  than  that  he  cannot 
jo ;  for  the  Constitution,  in  no  part,  gives  him 
my  power  to  force  the  Legislature  to  grant  the 
noney  which  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  Minis- 
ers.  Id  the  same  manner  the  Legislature  have  a 
ight  to  appropriate  a  sum  of  money  for  the  pur- 
Mse  of  paying  twenty  public  Ministers,  if  they 
shall,  in  their  judgment,  think  so  many  necessary. 
But  further  than  that  they  cannot  go  ;  they  can- 
tot  force  the  President  to  appoint  twenty  Minis- 
ers,  it  he  does  not  think  them  necessary.  In  this 
Qstance  the  act  is  placed  partly  under  the  juris- 
iiction  of  the  Executive,  and  partly  under  that  of 
be  Legislature — under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Siecutive  so  far  as  relates  to  the  creation  of  the 
tffice  and  to  the  appointment — under  the  jurisdic- 
:ion  of  the  Legislature  so  far  as  relates  to  grant- 
ing the  money — and  the  concurrence  of  both  de- 
triments is  necessary  to  complete  the  act. 

The  contrary  doctrine  leads  to  a  palpable  ab- 
iuriJity,  for  if  it  be  true  that  any  department, 
laving  expressed  its  will  in  relation  to  an  act 
ipon  which  it  can  operate  but  partially,  binds  the 
>ther  departments  to  lend  their  assistance,  in  order 
hat  its  will  may  be  completely  carried  into  effect; 
(follows  that  whenever  two  departments  shall 
liffer  in  opinion  as  to  a  certain  act,  we  shall  have 
wo  different  wills  acting  in  contrary  directions, 
ind  each,  however,  binding  the  other  respectively; 
hat  is  to  say,  that  there  is  a  necessity  that  the 
ict  should,  at  the  same  time,  be  done  in  two  dif- 
ferent ways,  or  in  some  instances,  that  it  should, 
tt  the  same  time,  be  done  and  not  be  done.  But 
he  fact  is,  that  the  true  doctrine  of  those  gentle- 
nen,  though  not  openly  avowed  on  the  present 
occasion,  is  not,  that  each  department  may  act 
mcontrolled  in  the  exercise  of  its  own  appropriate 
towers ;  but  that  they  have  two  standards,  one 
>f  which  they  apply  to  the  Executive,  and  another 
»y  which  they  measure  the  powers  of  the  Legis- 
ature ;  and  that,  in  their  opinion,  the  powers  of 
he  Executive  are  paramount,  and  must  limit  and 
control  those  of  the  Legislature,  whenever  they 
iap pea  to  move  in  the  same  sphere,  whenever 
he  execution  of  an  act  depends  upon  the  concur- 
ence  of  both. 

This  doctrine  is  as  novel  as  it  is  absurd.    We 

Ave  always  been  taught  to  believe,  that,  in  all 

nixed  Governments,  and  especially  in  our  own, 

he  difierent  departments  mutually  operated  as 
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checks  one  upon  the  other.  It  is  a  principle  inci- 
dent to  the  very  nature  of  those  Governments ;  it 
is  a  principle  which  flows  from  the  distribution 
and  separation  of  Legislative  and  Executive  pow- 
ers, by  which  the  same  act,  in  many  instances, 
instead  of  belonging  exclusively  to  either,  falls 
under  the  discretionary  and  partial  authority  of 
both ;  it  is  a  principle  of  all  our  State  constitu- 
tions ;  it  is  a  principle  of  the  Constitution  under 
which  we  now  act ;  it  is  a  principle  recognised 
by  every  author  who  wrote  on  the  subject ;  it  is  a 
principle  fully  established  by  the  theory  and  prac- 
tice of  the  Government  of  that  country  from 
which  we  derive  our  political  institutions.  In 
Great  Britain  the  power  of  declaring  war  is  vested 
in  the  King;  but  the  power  of  granting  supplies! 
in  order  to  support  the  war,  is  vested  in  Parlia- 
ment. It  has  never  been  contended  there  that 
Parliament  were  bound  by  the  act  of  the  King  in 
granting  money  for  that  purpose;  it  is,  on  the 
contrary,  fully  understood  that  a  concurrence  of 
opinion  is  necessary  before  a  war  can  be  carried 
into  effect ;  that  the  two  departments,  in  that  re- 
spect, control  and  check  each  other,  and  that  war 
is  never  declared  by  the  King,  unless  he  can  de- 
pend on  the  support  of  Parliament. 

When  it  is  found  that  the  Constitution  has  dis- 
tributed the  powers  in  a  manner  different  from 
that  contended  for,  although  there  is  no  clause 
which  directs  that  Congress  shall  be  bound  to 
appropriate  money  in  order  to  carry  into  effect 
any  of  the  Executive  powers,  some  gentlemen,  * 
recurring  to  metaphysical  subtleties,  and  abandon- 
ing the  literal  and  plain  sense  of  the  Constitution, 
say  that,  although  we  have  a  Constitutional  power, 
we  have  not  a  moral  right  to  act  according  to  our 
own  discretion,  but  are  under  a  moral  obligation 
in  this  instance  to  grant  the  money.  It  is  evi- 
dent that  where  the  Constitution  has  lodged 
the  power,  there  exists  the  right  of  acting,  and 
the  right  of  discretion.  Congress  is,  upon  all 
occasions,  under  a  moral  obligation  to  act  ac- 
cording to  justice  and  propriety.  We  do  not 
claim  the  absurd  privilege  of  acting  without  suffi- 
cient motives,  but  we  wish  every  proper  motive 
to  have  its  due  weight.  The  opinion  of  the  Exe- 
cutive, and,  where  he  has  a  partial  power,  the 
application  of  that  power  to  a  certain  object,  will 
ever  operate  as  powerful  motives  upon  our  delibe- 
rations. I  wish  it  to  have  its  full  weight ;  but  I 
feel  averse  to  a  doctrine  which  would  place  us 
under  the  sole  control  of  a  single  force  impelling 
us  in  a  certain  direction,  to  the  exclusion  of  aU 
the  other  motives  of  action  which  should  also 
influence  us. 

The  last  clause  of  the  8th  section  of  the  1st 
article  of  the  Constitution,  which  declares  that 
"Congress  shall  have  power  to  make  all  laws 
which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying 
into  execution  the  foregoing  powers,  and  all  other 
powers  vested  by  this  Constitution  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  department 
or  officer  thereof,"  was  introduced  yesterday  in 
order  to  prove  that  Congress  were  bound  to  pass 
the  laws  necessary  to  carry  into  execution  any  of 
the  powers  vested  by  the  Constitution  in  the  Pre- 
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sklent.  But  it  is  evident  that  this  clause  gives  a 
power  and  does  not  impose  a  duty ;  it  does  not 
say  that  Congress  shall  make  laws,  but  shall  have 
power  to  make  laws — that  is  to  say,  shall  exercise 
their  own  discretion.  This  clause,  contrasted 
with  the  language  of  the  Constitution  in  another 
part,  affords  an  additional  proof  in  support  of  our 
arguments. 

It  cannot  have  escaped  observation  that  the 
doctrine  of  some  gentlemen  on  this  floor  would, 
by  transferring  to  the  Executive  the  power  of 
determining  the  amount  of  an  appropriation,  give 
him  a  Legislative  power,  the  power  of  doing  what 
is  within  the  province  of  a  law,  the  power  of  fix- 
ing the  rule  by  which  a  certain  act  is  to  be  exe- 
cuted; whilst  the  Legislature,  being  bound  to 
carry  into  effect  the  intention  of  the  President, 
would,  in  that  instance,  be  transformed  into  an 
Executive  power.  That  such  was  not  the  intent 
of  the  Constitution  appears  from  its  not  using,  in 
the  last  mentioned  clause,  the  same  mode  or  ex- 

Sression  which  is  applied  to  mere  Executive 
uties.  The  3d  section  of  the  2d  article  directs 
that  "the  President  shall  take  care  that  the  laws 
be  faithfully  executed."  Here  no  discretion  is  left. 
The  Constitution  does  not  here  say  that  the  Presi- 
dent shall  have  power  to  execute  the  laws ;  but, 
by  the  phraseology,  he  is  bound  to  have  them  exe- 
cuted. When,  therefore,  the  Constitution  means 
to  impose  a  duty,  it  is  sufficiently  explicit,  and 
positively  directs  the  act  to  be  done;  and  we  may 
safely  conclude^  that  where  it  gives  no  such  dis- 
cretion, where  it  empowers  instead  of  command- 
ing, the  reason  is  that  it  meant  to  leave  a  discre- 
tion. 

It  is  also  objected  that  Congress  cannot,  in 
every  case,  exercise  that  discretion  we  contend 
for,  as  those  clauses  of  the  Constitution  which 
provide  "that  the  President  and  Judges  shall  re- 
ceive, for  their  services,  a  compensation,  which 
shall  not  be  diminished,  &c,"  would  be  defeated, 
by  the  refusal  of  the  Legislature  to  appropriate 
for  that  purpose. 

The  Constitution  recognises  the  existence  of 
public  Ministers  as  well  as  that  of  the  President 
and  Judges.  It  goes  no  farther  on  the  subject  of 
Ministers;  but  declares  thai  the  President  and 
Judges  shall  have  salaries,  <fcc.  Had  the  framers 
of  the  Constitution  also  intended  that  Congress 
should  be  bound  to  make  provision  for  Ministers. 
they  would  have  introduced  a  similar  clause  in 
respect  to  them.  The  Constitution  is  explicit  in 
one  case,  and  declares  that  salaries  shall  be  given; 
it  is  silent  in  the  other,  and  does  not  declare  that 
salaries  shall  be  given.  The  objection,  therefore, 
cannot  reach  farther  than  the  specific  case  upon 
which  it  is  grounded.  Permit  me  to  add,  that, 
in  respect  to  the  President  and  Judges,  the  discre- 
tionary power  of  the  Legislature  to  grant  money 
is  limited  only  by  the  Constitution,  and  is  not 
transferred  to  any  other  department.  For  the 
number  of  those  officers  being  determined,  in  re- 
spect to  the  President  by  the  Constitution,  and  in 
respect  to  the  Judges  by  law,  the  amount  of  mo- 
ney necessary  for  their  support,  which  must  be  in 
proportion  to  their  number,  is  fixed  in  the  first  in- 


stance by  the  Legislature,  and  not  by  the  Execu- 
tive. The  limitation  of  the  Legislative  power 
does  not  go  farther  there,  than  to  bind  subsequent 
Legislatures  for  a  certain  time  by  the  acts  of  for- 
mer ones.  But,  in  respect  to  public  Minister*, 
should  the  doctrine,  against  which  we  contend, 
prevail — as  their  number  would  be  fixed.  Dot  by 
the  Legislature,  but  by  the  President — the  amount 
of  money  necessary  for  their  support  would  also 
depend  upon  him;  and  the  power  of  granting  mo- 
ney, in  that  instance,  would  be  transferred  from 
the  Legislature  to  the  Executive. 

Some  gentlemen,  embarrassed  by  the  clause  re- 
specting appropriations,  have  attempted  to  dimin- 
ish its  force  by  correcting  it  with  the  following 
one,  which  directs  the  publication  of  the  accounts 
of  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  public  mooey, 
and  by  representing  it  as  a  mere  matter  of  form. 
It  is  strange,  indeed,  that  an  attempt  should  be 
made  to  represent  appropriation  clauses  in  the 
Constitution  as  mere  matters  of  form,  as  nominal 
provisions,  whilst  the  only  security  against  stand- 
ing armies,  contained  in  the  Constitution,  consists 
in  the  clause  which  provides  that  "no  appropria- 
tion of  money  to  raise  and  support  armies  shall 
be  longer  than  two  years."  But  the  ingenuity  of 
those  gentlemen  cannot  erase  the  obnoxious  clause; 
and  so  long  as  it  shall  remain  a  part  of  the  Con- 
stitution, so  long  shall  it  be  necessary  that  a  law 
be  passed  before  any  money  can  be  drawn  from 
the  Treasury,  to  be  applied  only  in  such  manner,  to 
such  extent,  and  for  such  purposes,  as  shall  hare 
been  ascertained  previously  by  law.  It  is  this 
clause  which  completes  the  power  vested  in  Con- 
gress over  money.  And  it  should  be  well  under- 
stood that  the  doctrine  for  which  we  contend  is 
that  Constitutional  principle  which  gives  to  the 
Legislature  an  exclusive  authority  of  raising  and 
granting  money — an  authority  which  our  oppo- 
nents wish  to  place,  in  several  instances,  (the 
present  one,  and  that  of  treaties,)  in  the  hands  of 
the  Executive,  allowing  him  thereby  to  raise  and 
to  expend  money  without  the  control  of  Congress. 
I  say  to  raise  money — for  it  is  immaterial  to  me 
whether  he  does  it  directly,  or  whether  the  Legis- 
lature are  bound  to  do  it  according  to  his  db- 
cretion. 

In  this  investigation,  I  have  confined  myself 
strictly  to  the  Constitutional  question,  wishing  to 
ascertain  what  the  Constitution  was,  and  not 
what  it  should  be.  Before  I  make  any  observa- 
tions on  the  tendency  and  consequences  of  tie 
two  opposite  constructions,  I  wish  to  make  some 
on  the  merits  of  the  amendment  itself. 

We  conceive  that  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
will  be  to  prevent  an  extension  of  onr  political 
connexions  with  foreign  nations,  at  the  same  time 
that  it  will  reduce  an  expenditure  of  mooey, 
which,  if  unnecessary,  may  be  applied  to  give  as 
undue  influence  to  the  Executive,  through  tie 
means  of  patronage,  even  over  the  Legislature 
But  we  do  not  believe  that  this  amendment  wi£ 
injure  our  commercial  intercourse  with  those  op- 
tions, or  cause  any  prejudice  to  our  commercial 
interests. 

The  commercial  intercourse  between  nations  is 
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filiated  by  the  law  of  nations,  by  the  municipal 
iws  of  the  respective  countries,  and  by  treaties 
f  commerce.  The  application  of  those  different 
iws  to  individual  cases,  the  protection  of  indi- 
iduals  against  acts  of  oppression  not  consonant 
nth  those  laws,  the  protection  of  our  seamen  and 
four  citizens  trading  to  foreign  countries,  fall 
'ithin  the  province  of  those  agents  known  by  the 
ame  of  Consuls.  Consuls  are  appointed  for  that 
*cific  purpose ;  we  have  them  in  all  countries 
rith  which  we  trade,  whether  we  hare  there 
ublic  Ministers  or  not;  they  protect  our  com- 
lerce  as  effectually  at  Hamburg,  in  Denmark,  or 
iweden,  where  we  have  no  diplomatic  charac- 
?rs,  as  it  is  protected  in  Spain,  or  Holland,  where 
re  have  Ministers.  It  is  only  when  we  wish  to 
btain  a  change  in  the  regulations  provided  by 
lie  acknowledged  law  of  nations,  or  by  the  mu- 
icipal  laws  of  the  country,  that  public  Ministers 
re  necessary,  as  they  alone  can  negotiate  with  a 
ireign  Government,  as  they  alone  can  form  trea- 
es  of  commerce.  But  it  is  only  the  application 
flaws  and  treaties  to  individual  cases  which  re- 
tires a  continual  attention  and  a  permanent  resi- 
ence.  The  extraordinary  occasions  on  which  it 
nay  be  necessary  to  negotiate  treaties  may  be 
provided  for  by  special  missions,  by  extraordinary 
Savoys ;  and  it  is  worthy  of  remark  that  the  two 
oly  treaties  which  have  yet  been  made,  under 
he  present  Constitution,  with  foreign  nations, 
bose  with  Great  Britain  and  Spain,  have  both 
een  formed  by  extraordinary  Envoys,  (Mr.  Jay 
nd  Mr.  Pinckney,)  although  we  had  at  that  time 
ublic  Ministers  at  those  two  Courts.  The  pro- 
posed amendment  affects  only  the  permanent 
iplomatic  establishment;  it  applies  neither  to 
2oasuls,  nor  to  such  extraordinary  missions  as 
ire  urns  tances  may  render  necessary. 
It  must  be  acknowledged,  however,  that  it  is 
>ot  improbable  that  the  extension  or  our  diplo- 
matic establishment  may  tend  to  increase  the 
lumber  of  our  commercial  treaties  beyond  those 
rhich  might  result  from  extraordinary  missions. 
Jut  is  this  a  desirable  object?  It  would,  indeed, 
« extremely  advantageous  to  obtain  from  all  na- 
iods  such  general  alterations  in  the  law  of  nations 
s  would  secure  the  freedom  of  the  seas,  and  effect- 
ally  protect  the  flag  of  neutral  Powers  against  the 
Anger  of  capture  or  detention,  in  all  possible  cases. 
wt  have  we  ever  yet  formed  a  commercial  treaty. 
a  which  those  provisions  were  not  connected  with 
°me  commercial  restrictions  of  a  different  nature, 
&d  which  did  not  even  contain  some  causes  of  a 
omical  nature  ?  I  will  go  farther,  and  I  will  ask 
'nether  we  have  derived  any  commercial  ad van - 
*p  from  the  commercial  treaties  we  have  here- 
oioreraade?  Let  me  remind  gentlemen  on  this 
loor  with  the  situation  of  our  commerce  before 
?e  organization  of  this  Government.  The  trea- 
tsi  of  commerce  we  had  at  that  time  with  Prance, 
»°liand,  Sweden,  and  Prussia,  had  not  prevented 
^depression.  And  to  what  cause  must  we  as- 
Jibe  the  vigor  it  had  acquired  before  the  present 
European  war?  Not  to  commercial  treaties;  for 
*e  had  formed  no  new  ones.  To  the  want  of  a 
General  Government,  having  a  power  of  making 


general  commercial  regulations,  was  due  the  lan- 
guid situation  of  our  trade;  and  its  revival  was 
owing  to  the  adoption  of  that  Government,  to  our 
own  regulations,  to  ourselves,  and  not  to  the  com- 
pact made  with  foreign  nations. 

The  restrictions  wnich  we  had  laid  upon  our- 
selves, by  our  commercial  treaties,  have  been 
attended  with  political  consequences  fatal  to  our 
tranquillity.  We  had  made  two  treaties  with 
France— one  of  alliance,  avowedly  of  a  political 
nature,  another  of  commerce  unconnected  with 
the  first.  I  need  not  remind  the  House  of  the  dif- 
ficulties in  which  we  have  been  involved  by  seve- 
ral clauses  of  the  Commercial  Treaty.  The  arti- 
cles relative  to  the  admission  of  prizes  of  one 
nation  into  our  ports,  and  of  the  exclusion  of 
those  of  another,  were  the  cause  of  long  and  criti- 
cal diplomatic  discussions.  We  have  now  ex- 
tended to  the  other  belligerent  Power  the  same 
clauses,  with  a  reservation  of  our  prior  engage- 
ments, but  to  the  exclusion  of  nations  with  whom 
we  had  no  treaties,  and  have  not  thereby  lessened 
our  difficulties. 

But,  I  will  again  ask,  what  commercial  advan- 
tage have  we  derived  from  our  commercial  treaty 
with  France,  which  we  would  not  have  enjoyed 
without  that  treaty?  Have  we  derived  any  from  the 
commercial  part  of  our  treaty  with  Great  Britain? 
Is  our  commerce  with  that  nation  on  a  better 
footing  than  it  was  without  the  treaty  ?  I  do  not 
mean  to  allude  to  the  conventional  part  of  that 
treaty,  by  which  our  differences  were  arranged. 
I  do  not  mean  to  allude  to  the  political  conse- 
quences of  that  treaty :  they  are  foreign  to  the 
present  discussion.  I  speak  only  of  commercial 
advantages.  All  we  know  on  that  subject  is  con- 
tained in  the  two  acts  of  Parliament  communica- 
ted to  us  by  the  President.  It  results  from  them 
that  England  has  opened  the  East  India  trade  to 
us  under  the  restrictions  provided  by  the  treaty, 
and  to  all  neutral  nations  without  those  restric- 
tions. Whether  she  means  to  include  us  in  the 
general  provision,  which  relates  to  all  neutral  na- 
tions, or  to  keep  us  under  the  treaty  restrictions, 
I  will  not  pretend  to  say,  and  is  not  material  to 
the  present  question.  But  it  is  evident  that  we 
are  placed,  by  the  treaty,  in  a  worse  commercia 
situation,  in  respect  to  the  East  Indies,  than  we 
were  in  fact  before  the  treaty,  or  than  we  might 
be  by  the  sole  effect  of  the  municipal  laws  of 
Great  Britain.  It  also  appears,  by  that  act  of  Par- 
liament, that  England  haslaid  a  countervailing  du- 
ty on  our  imports  there  in  American  vessels.  This 
they  had  a  right  to  do  without  the  treaty  ;  but 
they  had  not  attempted  to  do  it  until  the  treaty 
took  place,  because  we  had  till  then  the  natural 
right  of  defeating  that  measure,  by  our  own  regu- 
lations here.  We  have  abandoned  that  right  by 
the  treaty:  we  have,  in  order  to  obtain  some  sup- 
posed commercial  advantages,  laid  a  restriction 
upon  our  natural  power  of  making  our  own  gen- 
eral commercial  regulations.  This  act  of  Par- 
liament, however,  is  the  only  effect,  in  relation  to 
commerce,  which  has  yet  resulted  from  the  treaty. 
What  its  consequences  upon  our  trade  may  be.  I 
cannot  judge  ;  but  it  places  ut  precisely  in  the 
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situation  in  which  we  were  before  the  year  1789, 
when  we  had  no  efficient  General  Government, 
when  we  could  not  make  commercial  regulations 
of  a  general  nature.  If  the  commercial  part  of 
our  former  treaties  had  not  been  attended  with 
any  beneficial  consequences;  if,  on  the  contrary, 
it  has  involved  us  in  a  critical  situation,  we  may 
be  permitted  to  doubt  whether  commercial  trea- 
ties are  not  as  likely  to  check  as  to  protect  our 
commerce. 

It  is  not  denied  that  an  extension  of  our  politi- 
cal connexions  with  Europe  would  be  injurious 
to  us ;  but  it  is  said  that  our  having  no  Ministers 
in  foreign  countries  will  not  prevent  foreign  na- 
tions sending  their  Ministers  here,  and  that  our 
Ministers  abroad  will  not  increase  our  political 
foreign  connexions.  I  do  not  mean  to  make  uny 
personal  allusions  to  the  conduct  of  our  Ministers 
in  Europe ;  but  we  may  judge  from  past  events, 
we  may  judge  from  the  conduct  of  foreign  Minis- 
ters here,  that  diplomatic  characters  are  not  likely 
to  be  inactive.  From  the  nature  of  their  ap- 
pointment, from  the  nature  of  man,  we  know  that 
they  will  try  to  acquire  importance  with  their  own 
Government  and  credit  to  themselves;  they 
are  placed  in  a  dangerous  vortex,  and  they  will 
all,  more  or  less,  according  to  circumstances  and 
to  their  personal  character,  take  a  part  in  the  po- 
litical intrigues  or  quarrels  of  Europe.  They  will 
attempt  to  do  something;  they  will  attempt  to 
involve  us  in  the  political  vortex  of  Europe ;  they 
will  try  to  make  for  us  new  connexions,  or  to 
break  ancient  connexions. 

Whether  foreign  nations,  with  whom  we  have 
no  public  Ministers,  Will  send  Ministers  here,  can- 
not be  absolutely  foretold  ;  but  we  know  that  it  is 
not  usual.  At  all  events  it  cannot  be  wise  to  in- 
vite a  greater  number  of  foreign  Ministers  here, 
by  extending  our  diplomatic  establishment  to 
countries  where  we  have  not  heretofore  sent 
Ministers.  The  amendment  under  consideration 
has  no  tendency  to  annihilate  that  establishment, 
but  it  will  effectually  check  its  extension.  If  our 
Ministers  abroad  are  necessary  for  the  protection 
of  our  commerce,  or  on  account  of  our  political 
situation  in  respect  to  the  belligerent  Powers,  this 
amendment  will  not  withdraw  their  compensa- 
tion. Its  avowed  object,  its  only  possible  effect, 
is  to  reduce  the  establishment  to  what  it  was  in 
1796,  when  we  had  no  Minister  at  Berlin,  and 
when  our  Minister  at  Lisbon,  with  a  salary  of 
$4,500,  rendered  us  the  same  services  as  if  he  had 
had  $9,000. 

But  we  are  told  that  this  is  not  the  time  to  make 
a  reduction  ;  that  our  situation  in  respect  to  Eu- 
rope forbids  it ;  and  that  our  differing  in  opinion 
with  the  President  on  this  subject,  will  prove  us 
to  be  a  divided  people.  I  am  much  afraid,  that 
if  now  is  not  the  time,  it  will  be  with  this  reform, 
as  with  all  others,  it  will  never  be  time.  To 
evince  to  European  nations  that  we  wish  not  to 
mix  in  their  political  sphere  of  action ;  that  we 
are  not  desirous  of  forming  political  connexions; 
that  we  will  not  interfere,  especially  at  this  time, 
with  their  political  interests,  is,  in  my  opinion,  the 
best  mode  in  our  power  to  prevent  their  interfer- 


ing with  us,  and  the  most  likely  to  produce  a 
termination  of  our  present  dispute.  Nor  can  1 
conceive  how  our  expressing,  on  this  ground,  & 
difference  of  opinion  with  the  Executive,  will  tend 
to  prove  that  we  are  are  not  united  on  the  sub- 
ject of  self-defence.  But  I  believe  that  now  is  the 
time  to  express  our  opinion,  because  the  object  of 
the  extension  of  our  diplomatic  establishment  haf- 
iog  been  explained  to  us  by  the  President,  it  is  our 
duty,  if  we  think  the  Object  contemplated  to  be 
dangerous,  not  to  be  silent  upon  this  occasion. 
Our  information  is  derived  from  the  following 
paragraph  of  the.  President's  Speech  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  last  extraordinary  session  of  Congress : 

»  "  Although  it  is  very  true  that  we  ought  not  to  in- 
volve ourselves  in  the  political  system  of  Europe,  bat 
to  keep  ourselves  always  distinct  and  separate  from  it,  if 
we  can ;  yet,  to  effect  this  separation,  early,  punctual,  and 
continual  information  of  the  current  chain  of  events,  and 
of  the  political  projects  in  contemplation,  is  no  leu  ne- 
cessary than  if  we  were  directly  concerned  in  them. 
It  is  necessary,  in  order  to  the  discovery  of  the  efforts 
made  to  draw  us  into  the  vortex,  in  season  to  male  pre- 
parations against  them.  However  we  may  consider 
ourselves,  the  maritime  and  commercial  Powers  of  the 
world  will  consider  the  United  States  of  America  u 
forming  a  weight  in  that  balance  of  power  in  Europe 
which  never  can  be  forgotten  or  neglected.  It  would 
not  only  be  against  our  interest,  but  it  would  be  doing 
wrong  to  one  half  of  Europe  at  least,  if  we  should  vol- 
untarily throw  ourselves  into  either  scale.  It  i»  a  na- 
tural policy  for  a  nation  that  studies  to  be  neutral,  to 
consult  with  other  nations  engaged  in  the  same  studies 
and  pursuits.  At  the  same  time  that  measures  ought 
to  be  pursued  with  this  view,  our  Treaties  with  Prusea 
and  Sweden,  one  of  which  is  expired,  and  the  other 
near  expiring,  might  be  renewed." 

Permit  me,  before  I  proceed  to  make  any  re- 
marks upon  that  part  of  the  President's  Speech, 
to  contrast  the  sentiments  contained  in  the  late 
President's  Address  to  the  People,  on  his  retiring 
from  office : 

"  The  great  rule  of  conduct  for  us,  in  regard  to  for- 
eign nations,  is,  in  extending  our  commercial  relation*, 
to  have  with  them  as  little  political  connexion  as  possi- 
ble. So  far  as  we  have  already  formed  engagements, 
let  them  be  fulfilled  with  perfect  good  faith.  Here  let 
us  stop." 

"  Europe  has  a  set  of  primary  interests,  which  to  us 
have  none,  or  a  very  remote  relation.  Hence  she  most 
be*  engaged  in  frequent  controversies,  the  cause*  of 
which  are  essentially  foreign  to  our  concerns.  Hence, 
therefore,  it  must  be  unwise  in  us  to  implicate  oanefai 
by  artificial  ties,  in  the  ordinary  vicissitudes  of  her  poli- 
tics, or  the  ordinary  combinations  and  collisions  of  her 
friendships  or  enmities.'1 

44  Our  detached  and  distant  situation  invites  and  ena- 
bles us  to  pursue  a  different  coarse.  If  we  remain  one 
people,  under  an  efficient  Government,  the  period  is  not 
far  off  when  we  may  defy  material  injury  from  external 
annoyance.  Why  forego  the  advantages  of  so  pecuhtf 
a  situation  f  Why  quit  our  own  to  stand  upon  foreajn 
ground  ?  Why,  by  interweaving  our  destiny  with  that 
of  any  part  of  Europe,  entangle  our  peace  and  prosperity 
in  the  toils  of  European  ambition,  rivsJship,  interest 
humor,  or  caprice  ?  It  is  our  true  policy  to  steer  clearof 
permanent  alliances    with   any  portion  of  the  foreign 
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world,  so  far,  I  mean,  as  we  are  now  at  liberty  to  do  it. 
Let  those  engagement*  be  observed  in  their  genuine 
§enee.  But,  in  my  opinion,  it  ia  unnecessary,  and 
would  be  unwise  to  extend  them." 

Supported  by  this  authority,  may  I  hope  to  es- 
cape the  censure  of  arrogance,  if,  on  this  occasion, 
[  dare  express  an  opinion  in  some  degree  opposed 
o  the  very  respectable  authority  of  the  President 
)f  the  United  States. 

The  object  of  both  the  late  and  the  present  Pres- 
dent  is  perfectly  the  same ;  it  is  that  we  may  not 
>e  involved  in  the  political  system  of  Europe,  that 
we  may  not  be  drawn  into  the  vortex.  But  they 
lo  Dot  seem  altogether  to  agree  on  the  means  by 
which  to  obtain  that  object. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  conceives 
hat  it  is  a  natural  policy  for  us  to  consult  with 
)ther  nations  engaged  in  the  same  studies  and 
rarsuits,  and  that  measures  ou^ht  to  be  pursued 
?rith  this  view.  The  late  President  thinks  it  un- 
frise,  by  interweaving  our  destiny  with  Europe, 
o  entangle  our  peace — unwise  to  implicate  our- 
selves by  artificial  ties — unwise  and  unnecessary 
o  extend  our  engagements.  His  opinion  is  em- 
Aatically  expressed  by  these  words:  "Here  let 
is  stop." 

As  to  that  balance  of  power  in  Europe,  which 
lever  can  be  forgotten  or  neglected,  it  is  a  system 
vhich,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  Europe  itself,  it  is  not 
lecessary  for  us  to  discuss.  And  yet,  without  ex- 
imining  all  the  useless  wars  to  which  it  has  serv- 
ed as  a  cause  or  a  pretence,  we  must  recollect,  at 
ffhat  late  period  the  British  Ministry  wanted  to 
ovolve  the  British  nation  in  a  war  with  Russia 
or  the  purpose  of  preserving  that  balance,  which 
night,  in  their  opinion,  be  affected  by  the  transfer 
if  Oczackow.  situated  as  it  is  in  a  remote  corner 
>f  the  Black  Sea,  from  the  hordes  of  Tartars  which 
ule  Turkey,  to  the  Tartar  hordes  which  inhabit 
Russia.  But,  however  interesting  that  balance 
nay  be  to  Europe,  how  does  it  concern  us  ?  We 
nay  lament  the  fate  of  Poland  and  Venice,  and  I 
lever  can  myself  see,  without  regret,  independent 
lations  blotted  from  the  map  of  the  world.  But 
heir  destiny  does  not  affect  us  in  the  least.  We 
tave  no  interest  whatever  in  that  balance,  and 
>v  us  it  should  be  altogether  forgotten  and  ne- 
glected. If  we  ever  think  that  we  have  an  inter- 
st  in  it,  shall  we  not  be  induced  to  throw  our 
veight  m  the  scale ;  shall  we  not  involve  ourselves 
n  the  destinies  and  the  wars  of  Europe?  If  we 
ct  on  our  own  ground,  is  it  likely  that  other  na- 
ions  will  ever  consider  us  as  forming  a  weight 
n  their  balance? 

But,  if  we  adopt  the  policy  to  consult  with  other 
lations — if  measures  are  to  be  pursued  with  tbat 
iew — if  we  are  to  form  new  foreign  political 
onnexions,  how  can  we  hope  to  escape  being  una- 
oidably  drawn  into  the  vortex  ?  It  was,  after 
taring  thus  communicated  his  intention,  it  was  in 
'ursuance  of  that  plan,  that  the  President  thought 
it  to  send  a  Minister  to  Berlin.  With  Prussia  we 
tare  no  commerce.  Had  commerce  been  the  ob- 
ect  of  that  embassy,  Sweden,  Denmark,  the 
lanse  towns,  or  Italy,  would  have  been  preferred. 
?he  mission  is  avowedly  and  evidently  of  a  polit- 


ical nature;  and  if  we  are  to  consult  and  to  form 
connexions  with  nations  who  may.  in  our  opinion, 
be  engaged  in  similar  pursuits  with  ourselves ;  if 
Prussia  is  considered  as  such,  with  what  nation  in 
Europe  may  we  not,  and  shall  we  not,  according 
to  circumstances  consult,  concert  measures;  and 
form  political  arrangements  ?  It  is  from  this  view 
of  the  subject  that  I  have  been  induced,  however 
reluctantly,  fully  to  state  all  the  reasons  which 
impress  upon  my  mind  conviction  of  the  import- 
ance of  the  present  amendment,  of  the  import- 
ance of  checking  at  this  time,  and  in  its  birth,  a 
system  which  tends  to  increase  our  political  con- 
nexions with  Europe. 

So  much  has  already  been  said  on  the  subject 
of  patronage,  or  the  danger  which  might  hereafter 
result  from  an  influence  obtained  through  those 
means  over  the  Legislature,  and  on  the  system 
said  to  be  adopted  by  the  Administration,  to  ex- 
clude from  every  description  of  office  men  who 
do  not  subscribe  to  a  certain  political  creed,  that  I 
think  it  useless  to  add  any  observations  on  that 
subject.  As,  however,  the  patronage  now  vested 
by  law  in  the  Executive  has  been  stated  as  very 
insignificant,  I  will  merely  state  its  real  extent. 

It  consists  in  appointment  to  offices  and  in  the 
disposal  of  public  moneys  by  contracts.  The  an- 
nual pay  of  the  officers  in  the  different  depart- 
ments— of  the  Treasury,  of  State,  and  of  War — 
and  all  the  subordinate  offices,  of  Loans,  Mint,  (fee, 
of  the  officers  in  the  Northwest  Territory,  of  the 
Attorney  General,  Surveyor  General,  Indian 
agents,  diplomatic  characters,  agents  for  the  pro- 
tection of  seamen,  agents  and  commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  virtue  of  certain  treaties;  in  fine,  the 
pay  of  all  civil  officers,  whose  appointment  de- 
pends upon  the  Executive  or  some  branch  of  the 
Administration,  including  therein  all  the  clerks, 
but  excluding  the  Judiciary  department,  added  to 
the  pay  and  emoluments  of  the  commissioned  offi- 
cers ot  the  Army  and  Navy,  forms  an  aggregate  of 
about  $420,000.  The  salary  and  other  emoluments 
of  the  officers  employed  in  the  collection  of  the 
impost  and  of  the  internal  revenues,  including 
therein  postmasters,  amount  to  about  $430,000. 
These  two  sums  amount  together  to  $850,000 
yearly,  received  by  officers  who  derive  their  ap- 
pointment from  the  Executive. 

The  amount  of  moneys  disposed  of  by  contracts, 
and  it  is  well  known  that  lucrative  contracts  may 
be  made  a  powerful  engine  of  influence ;  that 
amount,  calculated  on  some  objects  upon  an  ave- 
rage of  three  years,  and  including  those  relative 
to  the  Mintj  to  the  printing  of  the  several  offices, 
to  the  printing  of  the  laws,  for  the  transportation 
of  the  mail,  for  supplying  tne  provisions,  clothing, 
horses,  medicines,  cannons,  arms  of  the  Army, 
for  Indian  goods,  and  all  the  immense  details  of 
the  Quartermaster's  department;  for  buildingand 
furnishing  all  the  supplies  of  the  Navy ;  for  build- 
ing light-houses,  and  for  several  other  contingent 
expenses  exceeds  $1,200,000  a  year. 

The  aggregate  of  the  two  sums  exceeds  two 
millions  of  dollars,  a  sum  by  no  means  despicable, 
when  compared  with  our  population  and  wealth, 
when  compared  with  a  revenue  which,  till  this 
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year,  never  exceeded  seven  million  of  dollars. 
After  having  stated  these  considerations,  which 
appear  to  me  immediately  applicable  to  the  pres- 
ent discussion,  I  would  not  encroach  any  longer 
on  the  patience  of  the  committee,  had  not  some 
gentlemen  brought  into  view  a  number  of  topics 
of  a  more  general  nature,  in  which  it  may  not  be 
altogether  useless  to  follow  them. 

The  first  position  they  assume  is,  that  there  is  a 
natural  tendency  in  the  Legislative  department 
to  encroach  upon  the  Executive,  and  they  attempt 
to  prove  by  historical  facts,  that,  in  all  countries, 
where  a  Republican  form  of  (Government  ever 
existed,  the  Executive  has  in  fact  been  swallowed 
up  by  the  Legislature.  The  instance  of  the  Greek 
Republics  and  their  subversion  by  Philip  of  Ma- 
cedon,  and  that  of  Rome,  have  been  chiefly  insist- 
ed upon.  Both  are  altogether  inapplicable  to  the 
American  Constitution.  The  question  is  not, 
whether  Governments,  constructed  on  different 
principles  from  ours,  have  been  destroyed  by  the 
effect  of  those  principles,  but  whether  the  history 
of  those  similar  to  our  own  will  support  the  as- 
sertion. 

The  small  Greek  Republics,  Athens  especially, 
were  governed  directly  and  immediately  by  the 
people  themselves.  In  Rome,  where  the  Consti- 
tution, though  imperfectly,  was  better  balanced, 
the  popular  branch  of  Government  was  also  an 
assembly  of  the  whole  people  of  the  city;  and 
when  their  virtues  and  their  manners,  which  could 
alone  support  such  a  system,  had  been  corrupted 
by  the  spoils  of  a  conquered  world;  when  the 
dregs  of  every  other  town  of  Italy,  admitted  to  the 
rights  of  citizenship,  bad  resorted  to  a  corrupt  me- 
tropolis; when  a  few  citizens,  enriched  by  the 
treasures  of  Asia,  had  it  in  their  power  to  bribe 
that  mixed  mass,  which  alone,  and  without  being 
controlled  by  the  other  parts  of  an  extensive  em- 
pire, disposed  of  every  office  of  honor  or  power ; 
when  these  offices  thus  obtained  placed  ambitious 
leaders  at  the  head  of  the  standing  armies,  which 
constituted  at  that  time,  the  sole  military  force  of 
the  nation ;  we  cannot  be  at  a  loss  to  discover 
the  causes  of  the  civil   wars  and  contests  for 

Sower  which  terminated  in  the  establishment  of 
espotism. 

These  instances  are  inapplicable  to  our  own 
situation,  because  those  Governments  essentially 
differed  from  that  of  America  in  this,  that  the 
Legislative  power  was  there  lodged  in  the  peo- 
ple residing  in  a  single  city,  ana  that  it  is  here 
vested  in  the  Representatives  of  the  whole  peo- 
ple. There  not  only  was  there  no  proper  or 
precise  distribution  of  powers,  but  there  also  the 
people  themselves  had  the  authority  of  delibera- 
ting and  of  enacting  laws,  and  here  they  have 
only  that  of  electing  the  persons  who  are  to  make 
laws  for  them.  All  that  can  be  proved  by  this  is, 
that  power  ought  to  be  vested  in  the  body  of  the 
people.  But  because  the  heterogeneous  mass  which 
constituted  the  body  of  citizens  in  Rome,  abused 
the  power  they  had,  ought  we  to  conclude  that 
the  people  of  America  will  abuse  the  power  they 
have  not  ?  Or  that,  because  a  Government,  where 
the  principle  of  representation  was  unknown,  was 


destroyed  by  the  corruption  of  the  people,  and  the 
ambition  of  their  demagogues,  the  representative 
Government  of  the  United  States  will  be  destroy- 
ed by  the  Representatives  themselves  ?  The  his- 
tory of  those  ancient  republics  may  indeed  teach 
us  to  cherish  that  principle  of  representation, 
which  is  the  leading  feature  of  our  Constitution, 
and  the  safeguard  of  our  liberties.  It  may  teach 
us  another  lesson,  applicable  to  all  times  and  to 
all  men — that  money  accumulated  in  the  hands 
of  a  single  man,  or  of  a  few,  may  be  applied  with 
success  to  the  destruction  of  any  Government. 
The  foreign  gold  of  Philip  gave  the  last  blow  to 
the  expiring  liberty  of  Athens.  And  the  same 
engine  in  the  hands  of  the  citizens  of  Rome  was 
not  attended  with  less  fatal  effects. 

But  if  we  turn  our  attention  from  a  view  of  ob- 
scure antiquity  to  modern  Europe,  how  shall  the 
assertion  be  supported,  that,  in  representative 
Governments,  the  Legislature  usually  swallows 
up  the  Executive  ?  History  tells  us  that,  three 
centuries  ago,  representative  forms  of  government 
existed  throughout  Europe,  in  which  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  or  a  part  oi  the  people, 
had  more  or  less  power  and  influence,  according 
to  the  various  circumstances  under  which  they 
respectively  arose.  But  if  we"  look  at  the  present 
situation  of  that  country,  such  at  least  as  it  wa& 
before  the  French  Revolution,  where  can  we  dis- 
cover traces  of  those  institutions?  What  has  be- 
come of  the  Cortes  of  Spain  ?  Of  the  States 
General  of  France  ?  Of  the  Diets  of  Denmark  ? 
Everywhere  we  find  the  Executive  in  possession 
of  Legislative,  of  absolute  powers.  The  glim- 
merings of  liberty j  which  for  a  moment  shone  in 
Europe,  were  owing  to  the  decay  of  the  feudal 
system.  When  the  princes  were  deprived  of  the 
personal  services  of  their  vassals,  and  of  the  reve- 
nues derived  from  their  ancient  domains ;  when 
industry  and  commerce  rendered  money  the  prin- 
cipal engine  of  power,  those  popular  assemblies 
which  had  the  till  then  unimportant  right  of  rais- 
ing taxes  and  granting  supplies,  arose  at  once  into 
consequence.  And  as  the  Executive,  either  by 
force,  or  by  fraud,  or  by  the  folly  of  the  people 
themselves,  succeeded  in  wresting  that  power 
from  them,  they  fell  again  into  misuse  or  insig- 
nificance. 

The  fate  of  the  European  Republics  would  lead 
us  to  similar  conclusions.  Venice,  the  greater 
part  of  Switzerland  and  Holland,  would  show  us 
the  Legislative  powers  equally  merging  into  the 
Executive,  and  a  self-created  council  or  heredita- 
ry Stadtholder,  usurping  by  artifice  the  legitimate 
authority  of  representative  bodies.  Almost  every 
vestige  of  liberty  was  erased  from  the  continent 
of  Europe ;  and  it  is  to  England  that  we  are  in- 
debted for  the  preservation  of  those  principles  which 
form  the  basis  of  our  Constitution. 

It  is  from  England  that  we  have  borrowed  our 
political  institutions.  Taught  by  her  example, 
we  have  improved  them  and  adapted  them  to  our 
own  situation  ;  but  her  history  is  still  that  which 
is  most  applicable  to  ourselves ;  for,  notwithstand- 
ing the  happy  modifications  which  we  have  in- 
troduced, tne  great  outlines  of  representation  and 
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distribution  of  powers  are  the  same,  and  not- 
withstanding the  strong  distinguishing  features, 
there  has  never  existed  a  Government  more  simi- 
lar upon  the  whole  to  our  own  than  that  of  that 
country. 

Some  gentlemen,  leaving  out  of  view  that  pe- 
riod in  the  British  history  which  should  natural- 
ly attract  our  attention,  have  attempted  to  draw 
from  the  events  of  the  reign  of  Charles  the  First, 
a  proof  of  their  favorite  doctrine,  the  danger  to  he 
apprehended  from  the  encroachment  of  the  Le- 
gislature. They  have  forgotten  that  those  events 
were  not  the  effect  of  the  slow  progress  of  an  es- 
tablished Government,  but  the  result  of  an  unset- 
tled Constitution.  The  precise  boundaries  of 
power  were  not  ascertained  j  Parliament  contend- 
ed for  the  acquirement  of  rights  which  had  been 
asurped  or  enjoyed  by  the  Kings.  In  its  begin- 
ning, the  contest  was  between  the  King  in  his 
own  right,  and  Parliament  in  the  right  of  the 
people.  Convulsions,  a  civil  war,  a  revolution 
ensued.  But  the  position,  which  we  controvert, 
is  not  that  the  people  or  a  popular  assembly  may, 
by  a  convulsion,  wrest  from  the  Executive  powers 
originally  obtained  by  fraud  or  violence.  It  is 
that,  when  a  representative  Government,  with 
properly  distributed  powers,  is  once  established, 
the  Legislature  will  finally  encroach  upon  the 
Executive.  This  position  cannot  be  illustrated 
by  the  events  of  Charles's  reign ;  but  that  period, 
which  extends  from  the  revolution  of  1688  to  the 
present  reign,  after  the  Constitution  had  been  as- 
certained and  settled,  is  that  to  which  we  must 
recur  as  immediately  applicable  to  our  own  situ- 
ation. 

It  is  during  that  period  that  a  progressive  pat- 
ronage, and  a  systematic,  corrupting  influence 
have  sunk  Parliament  to  a  nominal  representa- 
tion, a  mere  machine,  the  convenience  used  by 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  raising  up  sup- 
plies; the  medium  through  which  the  Executive 
reaches  with  ease  the  purse  of  the  people.  And 
now,  when  the  farce  of  obtaining  even  the  nomi- 
nal consent  of  Parliament  is  sufficiently  under- 
stood, the  Ministry  dispense  with  the  ceremony, 
and  have  carried  so  far  their  contempt  for  that 
body,  that  the  sum  spent  during  the  last  year, 
without  the  consent,  exceeds  the  amount  spent 
with  the  consent  of  Parliament.  The  Executive 
there  have  acquired  the  unlimited  and  uncontrol- 
led power  of  raising  and  expending  money,  and 
the  House  of  Commons  is  under  a  moral  obliga- 
tion of  making  the  necessary  appropriations. 

But,  is  it  to  be  apprehended,  from  the  structure 
of  our  own  Constitution,  that  the  Executive  will 
be  destroyed  by  the  Legislature  ?  The  Legisla- 
tive powers,  vested  in  Congress,  seem  to  have 
been  given  under  such  efficient  cnecks,  as  should 
remove  any  fears  of  that  nature.  They  are  not 
given  to  a  single  popular  branch,  but  to  two  dis- 
tinct bodies.  The  consent  of  both  is  necessary  to 
do  any  act,  and  one  of  them,  elected  not  immedi- 
ately by  the  people,  but  through  the  medium  of 
State  Legislatures,  is;  at  the  same  time,  united 
with  the  Executive  in  the  exercise  of  its  most 
important  powers,  that  of  appointing  to  offices, 


and  that  of  making  treaties.  Thus  no  encroach* 
ment  can  be  made  upon  the  Executive  powers, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Senate ;  and  this  body 
never  will  give  their  assent  to  any  act,  which,  by 
weakening  the  Executive,  would  necessarily  di- 
minish their  own  authority.  But  should  ever 
such  an  act  pass  both  Houses  of  Congress,  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  the  Constitution  has  vested 
the  President  with  a  modified  negative.  That 
negative,  already  twice  exercised,  was,  on  both 
occasions,  effectual ;  and  it  is  an  absurd  supposi- 
tion that,  at  any  time,  the  President  should  not  be 
supported  by  at  least  one-third  of  the  two  branch- 
es of  the  Legislature;  against  any  unconstitutional 
attempt  to  deprive  him  of  his  legitimate  authority. 
To  these  Constitutional  barriers,  may  be  ad- 
duced, in  respect  to  any  supposed  encroachments 
of  this  House,  the  greater  degree  of  permanency  in 
the  Senate  and  President,  and  the  systematic  line  of 
conduct  which  a  single  magistrate,  whose  powers 
are  always  in  action,  and  a  permanent  body,  who, 
like  the  Senate,  are  only  renewed  by  thirds,  are 
enabled  to  pursue ;  contrasted  with  the  insulated 
efforts  of  this  House,  liable  to  a  total  renovation 
every  two  years,  and  composed  of  members  occa- 
sionally in  session,  but  dispersed  through  this  ex- 
tensive country  the  greater  part  of  the  year.  Nor 
should  the  gentlemen  who  attach  so  great  a  de» 

See  of  influence  to  the  supposed  popularity  of  this 
ouse,  forget,  that  to  us  belongs  the  most  obnox- 
ious share  of  Government,  that  of  laying  taxes, 
whilst  the  Executive  enjoys  the  more  grateful 
employment  of  the  individual  application  of  the 
public  money. 

The  object  of  our  Constitution  has  been  to  di- 
vide and  distribute  the  powers  between  the  seve- 
ral branches  of  Government.  With  that  distribu- 
tion, and  with  the  share  allotted  to  us,  we  are 
fully  satisfied.  We  only  wish  to  preserve  the 
equilibrium  intended  by  the  Constitution.  The 
Constitutional  right  which  is  the  subject  of  this 
discussion  is  of  a  negative  kind.  By  its  exercise 
we  may  prevent,  but  we  cannot  act ;  nor  is  there 
any  power  claimed  by  us  which  does  not  equally 
attach  to  the  Senate,  and  lay  us  under  their  con- 
trol. In  this  instance  we  ask  only  that  the  pow- 
ers which  the  Constitution  has  separated,  may 
not  be  blended  ;  that  the  power  ot  raising  and 
granting  money  may  remain  inviolate  in  the  Le- 
gislature, and  that  of  appointing  to  offices,  or  even 
in  the  case  of  public  Ministers,  of  creating  offices, 
in  the  Executive.  But  the  aoc trine  introduced: 
by  some  gentlemen  tends,  in  its  immediate  effects, 
to  blend  those  powers,  and,  by  vesting  that  Legis- 
lative authority  which  they  represent  as  so  formi- 
dable, in  the  same  hands  where  the  Executive 
power  is  lodged,  to  overset  every  barrier  and  to 
destroy  the  most  fundamental  principles  of  our 
Constitution . 

In  the  same  manner,  as  in  this  instance,  they 
insist  that  we  are  bound  to  appropriate,  they,  in  the 
case  of  treaties,  also  claim  for  the  Executive  a 
power  of  abridging  the  Constitutional  authority 
of  Congress  of  raising  and  granting  money,  and 
vest  in  that  department  what  they  take  from  this. 
Nor  do  they  stop  there.    The  most  important 
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powers  entrusted  to  Congress,  exclusively  of  that 
orer  money,  consist  in  regulating  commerce,  rais- 
ing armies,  providing  a  navy,  and  declaring  war. 
And  all  these  are  swept  away,  and  transferred  to 
the  Executive,  by  the  construction  put  upon  the 
treaty-making  power^ which  rests  on  the  same 
foundation  with  that  which  is  now  claimed.  The 
Executive  has  the  power  of  appointing  public 
Ministers,  of  making  commercial  treaties,  of 
making  subsidiary  treaties,  and  of  making  treaties 
of  alliance,  offensive  and  defensive.  The  same 
principle  which  should  bind  us  in  one  case,  binds 
us  in  every  other.  If  we  are  under  a  moral  ob- 
ligation to  lend  our  assistance,  in  order  to  carry 
into  effect  the  Constitutional  powers  of  the  Exe- 
cutive ;  if  we  have  no  discretion  left  in  the  exercise 
of  our  own ;  if  it  be  not  true,  that  when  an  act,  in 
order  to  be  completed,  requires  the  concurrence 
of  two  departments,  each  department  has  an  equal 
right  to  give  or  to  refuse  its  assent ;  if  in  the  in- 
stance of  public  Ministers,  we  are  bound  to  appro- 
priate ;  if  in  the  instance  of  commercial  treaties, 
we  are  bound  to  repeal  or  to  make  commercial 
regulations,  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
the  treaties,  the  inference  is  unavoidable,  that 
where  the  Executive  has  formed  a  subsidiary 
treaty,  we  are  also  bound,  without  any  discretion 
being  left  to  us,  to  appropriate  the  sums  of  money 
necessary  to  pay  the  subsidy,  to  raise  the  required 
number  of  auxiliary  troops,  and  to  provide  the 
stipulated  number  of  ships  of  war ;  that  where  a 
treaty  of  alliance  offensive  has  been  made,  we  are 
under  a  moral  obligation  to  make  war.  Thus 
would  the  important  powers  entrusted  to  Congress 
by  the  Constitution  be  reduced  to  those  of  coining 
money,  passing  penal  laws,  granting  patents,  and 
establishing  post-roads.  The  rule  of  constuction 
which,  in  one  instance,  vests  in  the  Executive 
the  power  of  granting  money,  or  any  other  Le- 
gislative authority,  makes  the  transfer  in  all  the 
cases  I  have  enumerated.  Any  construction  which 
shall  except  a  single  case,  shall  restore  our  discre- 
tion in  all. 

Can  any  fatal  consequences  attend  the  full  exer- 
cise of  the  Constitutional  discretion  of  Congress, 
in  granting  money  ?  Its  general  effect  must  be  to 
diminish  the  expenditure  of  public  money.  By 
restraining  it,  you  take  away  the  most  efficient 
check,  provided  by  the  Constitution,  to  control  and 
to  keep  within  proper  bounds  that  expenditure. 
Thus,  applied  to  the  present  amendment,  the  ex- 
ercise of  that  discretion  may  prevent  too  large  a 
sum  of  money  being  applied  to  the  support  of  for- 
eign Ministers.  It  never  can  be  used  to  increase 
that  sum.  Thus  it  may  prevent  an  appropriation 
for  the  payment  of  a  subsidy  to  a  foreign  nation; 
it  may  prevent  an  extension  of  our  political 
foreign  connexions;  it  may  prevent  the  raising 
of  troops,  or  the   equipping  of  a  fleet;   it  may 

Srevent  a  war.  But  it  never  can  create  an  expen- 
iture  of  money,  an  army,  a  navy,  a  war,  which, 
upon  the  ground  of  the  doctrine  supported  by  our 
opponents,  would  not  equally  take  place.  The 
checks  intended  to  prevent  those  evils,  and  their 
inseparable  attendants,  taxation  and  public  debts, 
cannot  be  too  strong.  For  it  is  the  natural  tendency 


of  Governments,  and,  I  will  add,  it  is  the  natural 
tendency  of  every  Administration,  and  of  every 
Executive,  to  increase  the  rate  of  expenditure  be- 
yond the  necessary  demands,  and  the  real  abilities 
of  the  nation.  It  is  here,  indeed,  that  we  may  ap- 
peal to  the  history  of  other  countries:  ii  is  here 
that  it  will  afford  us  instructive  lessons,  applicable 
to  all  times,  and  to  every  form  of  Government 
Wherever  the  Executive  have  acquired  an  on- 
controlled  command  over  the  purse  of  the  people. 
prodigality,  wars,  excessive  taxes,  and  ever  pro- 
gressing debts,  have  unavoidably  ensued.  Not  to 
speak  of  Spain  and  Holland,  weakened  by  those 
causes;  not  to  speak  of  France,  whose  example 
is  still  more  awful,  the  fate  of  England  is  sufficient 
to  warn  us  against  the  dangers  of  that  system.* 

•  The  Funding  System  of  Great  Britain,  like  that  of  the  fated 
States,  originated  during  the  war  which  resulted  from  taeirBet* 
lution  (that  of  1688)  and  established  their  liberty. 

In  1701,  at  the  conclusion  of  the  reign  of  William  TIL  ate  ike 
end  of  the  Revolutionary  war  of  Great  Britain,  and  beta  ibey 
had  been  involved  In  any  new  contests,  the  debt  of  Uuu  eoootry 
amounted  to  £16,394,702,  equal  to  £73,865*342.  At  that  tine  the 
revenue  of  that  naUon  was  £3,695,905,  equal  to  g  1 7,311^*2. 

On  the  first  of  January,  1796,  the  debt  of  the  United  Sutej  tifter 
deducting  the  stock  of  the  Bank  held  by  the  United  States  aa4thr 
sums  redeemed  by  the  Sinking  Fund)  amounted  to  £79,611,167, 
and  the  revenue  for  the  year  ending  on  the  30th  September,  17%, 
amounted  to  86,666,683. 

Thus  the  apprehension  of  a  fate  similar  to  thai  of  Great  Britain 
cannot  be  looked  upon  as  unfounded,  when  we  find  thai  oar  debt 
at  the  end  of  our  own  Revolutionary  war,  of  the  war  which  an 
the  first  birth  to  that  debt,  exceeds  by  seven  millions  of  dollan 
that  contracted  by  England  during  the  war  which  also  created 
their  debt;  at  the  same  time  that  the  population  and  resjureejof 
that  country,  at  that  lime,  were  more  than  double,  and  their  reve- 
nue almost  treble  of  our  own.  The  present  situation  of  Great 
Britain  is  as  follows : 
Total  amount  of  the  debt  contracted  before  1789       -   £16V8Mb7 

Funded  and  unfunded  debt,  contracted  during  the 
present  war  -  177,778,225 

433,567,511 
Deduct  Stock  purchased  by  Com.  Sinking  Fund  •       2333M0O 
l)ueinl797    ....      410,83,21* 
And  if  to  that  sum  be  added  the  Imperial  Loan,  and  the  enornoaf 
expenses  attending  the  latter  part  of  1797,  and  the  begiaaio^i 
1798,  estimatinc  the  same  in  proportion  v>  the  expenses  «f  in*  nr 
establishment  Tor  1706,  vis :  (£32337.994,  of  which  £14,9A7« 
were  expended  with,  and  £17.835,*!  8  without  the  previuia  coo- 
sent  of  Parliament,)  the  sum  of  450  million*  sterling,  cannot  muck 
exceed  the  present  amount  of  the  public  debt. 
The  amount  of  annual  taxes  is  as  follows : 
Nett  amount  of  land  tax  -    £1,950/0) 

Malt  ditto 9E0fi» 

Customs 4.00000 

Excise 6*800,000 

Stamps     .....  1,303100 

Miscellaneous 1,800,000 

16,450400 

Nett  produce  of  taxes  Imposed  in  1793, 1794, 1796        1,400,00 

Ditto       of  ditto  In  1796  and  1797       -  -       3,700^00 

Nett  revenue  In  1797  ....    St^jQflfl 

Expense*  of  collection  of  all  taxes  laid  before  the 
present  war,  bounties,  sic  •  -      3,350,000 

Total  of  taxes,  exclusively  of  charges  of  collection 
on  new  taxes 24£30jOOO 

Those  taxes  which,  therefore,  exceed  twenty-five  million  «*r 
ling  U\\  shun  of  the  expense  of  the  peace  establismcat  by  •••■ 
of  £2,200,000. 
For  the  permanent  expenses  are—  —**«. 

Interest  and  charges  on  funded  debt  -  £i*&**£l 
Ditto  on  unfunded  debt  -  -  VJ***® 
Peace  establishment,  navy  and  army  MzrcS 

Civil  list »Vg 

94750,000 
From  which  deducting  the  nett  revenue       •     22^5flft>Q 

LeaTes  a  deficiency  of  -  -     £-2^00,000 

Which  last  sum.  added  to  the  1,200,000/.  annually  appropriated  fcr 
the  sinking  fund,  makes  an  annual  deficiency  of  near  three  nil- 
lions  and  a  half  sterling.    The  additional  tripled  '  *~~~* 
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In  vain  did  the  insular  situation  of  that  nation  pre- 
serve it  from  foreign  invasions ;  in  vain  did  she 
alone,  among  the  great  Powers  of  Europe,  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  laws  which  protected  property 
and  encouraged  industry;  in  vain  did  her  agri- 
culture arrive  to  a  superior  degree  of  perfection ; 
in  vain  did  she  obtain  the  commerce  of  the  world ; 
in  vain  were  the  treasures  of  India  poured  in  her 
bosom;  in  vain  did  the  industry  of  her  inhabitants, 
and  the  incalculable  effects  of  machinery,  raise 
her  manufactures  to  their  unrivalled  present  state; 
in  vain  did  she  enjoy  a  century  of  uninterrupted 
and  unparalleled  prosperity.  The  folly  and  extrava- 
gance of  Government  have  kept  pace  with  all  the 
efforts  of  industry,  with  every  improvement  of  the 
individuals.  The  whole  surplus  of  the  labor  of 
the  industrious  part  of  the  community  has  been 
destroyed  by  expensive  wars;  or,  if  any  part 
escaped  annihilation,  it  was  what  was  plundered 
by  the  direct  or  indirect  agents  of  Government,  and 
was  applied  to  the  accumulation  of  wealth  in  the 
few  unproductive  consumers.  And  now  she 
stands  on  the  brink  of  ruin,  overbnrthened  by  a 
debt  of  four  hundred  and  fifty  millions  sterling, 
and  by  taxes  amounting  to  twenty-five  millions 
sterling  a  year,  and  yet  insufficient  to  support  her 
peace  establishment. 

Can  we  hope  for  a  greater  prosperity — for  a 
more  fortunate  concurrence  oi  circumstances? 
Have  we  any  security  that  we  shall  be  preserved 
from  those  evils  ?  And  yet,  this  is  the  system 
which  flows  from  the  doctrine  which  would 
wrest  from  the  Legislature  their  exclusive  con- 
trol over  the  expenditure  of  money  ;  that  would 
vest  in  the  Executive,  in  certain  specific  but 
widely  extended  cases,  the  power  of  raising  and 
applying  money.  It  is  the  system  which  seeks 
for  support  in  the  influence  of  patronage,  by  in- 
creasing the  number  of  offices,  and  avowing  a  de- 
termination to  distribute  them  exclusively  as  re- 
wards, amongst  men  of  a  certain  description.  It 
is  the  system  which  entangles  us  in  new  political 
connexions,  raises  standing  armies,  builds  navies, 
squanders  the  public  money,  swells  the  public 
debt,  and  multiplies  the  burdens  of  the  people. 

Shall  we  be  told  that  the  frequent  elections  of 
the  Executive  are  a  sufficient  safeguard  against 
every  danger  ?  Doubtless  they  are,  provided  we 
are  not  altogether  lost  to  ourselves.  They  afford 
us  that  remedy  to  which  hereditary  Governments 
cannot  resort.  But  should  we,  on  that  account, 
suppose  that  we  are  not  open  to  danger  ?  No 
one  can  set  a  higher  value  on  the  benefits  result- 
ing from  an  elective  Government  than  myself. 
But  let  us  never  forget  that  the  forms  of  a  Con- 


enimated  at  seven  millions  sterling,  are  not  included  in  the 
above  account. 

We  need  not  be  astonished  at  that  immense  increase  of  debts 
tod  taxes,  when  we  find  that  since  the  Revolution  of  1666  to  1797. 
the  war  expenses  of  Great  Britain  have  exceeded  614  millions  and 
a  half  Pteriing,  viz :  for  the  navy  2442380,685;.  before,  and  44,926,- 
965*.  during  the  present  war,  in  all  289,307,6402.,  and  for  the  army 
and  ordnance  W0272fi\2l.  before,  and  56,001 ,7652.  during  the 
present  war,  in  all  325,279,277.  And  to  these  sums  should  be 
added,  500  millions  sterling,  paid  during  the  same  period,  for  in* 
teresi,  charges  and  principal  of  the  debt,  (viz :  390  millions  before, 
and  110  millions  since  the  year  1786,)  making  the  enormous  aggre- 
gate of  1400  millions  sterling,  consumed  in  the  wars  of  about  a 
century. 


stitution  afford  us  security,  only  as  they  preserve 
us  from  abuses,  and  that  they  will  become  useless, 
whenever  they  shall  be  applied  to  cover,  protect, 
and  defend  abuses. 

May  we  not  be  alarmed,  when  we  hear  the 
gentleman  from  Delaware,  (Mr.  Bayard)  in  ac- 
cents of  regret,  telling  us  that  our  Executive  is 
the  most  weak,  the  infirm  branch  of  Government, 
and  that  danger  is  to  be  apprehended  from  its 
weakness ;  contrasting  the  scanty  provision  and 
insignificant  patronage  of  our  Executive,  with 
the  immense  army,  the  incalculable  navy,  the 
church  patronage,  the  nobility  creating  power 
and  the  civil  list  of  the  monarch  of  Great  Brit- 
ain ?  And  concluding,  by  delivering  an  opinion 
that,  notwithstanding  all  those  sources  of  corrupt- 
ing influence,  the  House  of  Commons,  were  the 
venal  boroughs  abolished,  would  lop  off  every 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  till,  though  the  fea- 
tures of  monarchy  might  remain,  the  substance 
would  be  gone. 

A  Government,  which  loses  the  substance, 
however  it  may  retain  the  features  of  monarchy, 
is  in  substance  a  Republic ;  and  the  least  idea  of 
that  gentleman  is  only,  that  a  pure  representation 
and  monarchy  are  incompatible.  But  in  his  opin- 
ion, provided  an  equal  representation  is  establish- 
ed, monarchy  is  destroyed,  and  a  substantial  Re- 
public may  exist,  notwithstanding  an  accumula- 
tion of  power  and  influence  equal  to  those  pos- 
sessed at  present  by  the  King  of  England.  And, 
when  this  follows  his  declaration  of  the  dangers 
to  be  feared  from  the  weakness  and  infirmity  of 
our  Executive,  are  we  not  irresistibly  forced  to 
infer,  that  he  thinks  that  the  introduction  of  ar- 
mies, navies,  patronage  and  civil  list,  are  necessa- 
ry to  strengthen  our  Executive,  and  would  not 
injure  the  principle  of  our  Constitution  ? 

To  such  doctrines  avowed  on  this  floor,  to 
such  systems  as  the  plan  of  Government  which 
the  late  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Hamil- 
ton,) had  proposed  in  the  Convention,  may  per- 
haps be  ascribed  that  belief  in  a  part  of  the  com- 
munity, the  belief,  which  was  yesterday  repre- 
sented as  highly  criminal?  that  there  exists  in  Ame- 
rica a  Monarchico,  Aristocratic  Faction,  who 
would  wish  to  impose  upon  us  the  substance  of 
the  British  Government. 

I  have  allowed  myself  to  make  this  last  obser- 
vation, only  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  who  read 
the  paper  1  alluded  to.  It  is  painful  to  recrimi- 
nate, I  wish  denunciations  to  be  avoided,  and  I 
am  not  in  the  habit  of  ascribing  improper  mo- 
tives to  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. Never  shall  I  erect  myself  into  a  nigh 
Priest  of  the  Constitution,  assuming  the  keys  of 
political  salvation  and  damning  without  mercy 
whomsoever  differs  with  me  in  opinion.  But 
what  tone  is  assumed,  in  respect  to  us,  by  some 
gentlemen  on  this  floor  ? 

If  we  complain  of  the  prodigality  of  a  branch 
of  the  Administration,  or  wish  to  control  it  by  re- 
fusing to  appropriate  all  the  money  which  is  ask- 
ed, we  are  stigmatized  as  disorganize™ ;  if  we  op- 
pose the  growth  of  systems  of  taxation,  we  are 
charged  with  a  design  of  subverting  the  Constitu- 
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tion  and  of  making  a  revolution ;  if  we  attempt 
to  check  the  extension  of  our  political  connex- 
ions with  European  nations,  we  are  branded 
with  the  epithet  of  Jacobins.  Revolutions  and 
Jacobinism  do  not  flow  from  that  line  of  policy 
we  wish  to  see  adopted.  They  belong,  they  ex- 
clusively belong,  to  the  system  we  resist ;  they 
are  its  last  stage,  the  last  page  in  the  book  of 
the  history  of  Governments  under  its  influence. 
It  is  after  centuries  of  extravagance,  vice,  and  op- 
pression, that  the  people  make  revolutions,  and 
it  is  then,  it  issuing  the  general  convulsion  that 
ensues,  that  the  dregs  of  the  nation  rise  to  the 
surface,  and  overwhelm  in  a  common  ruin  both 
the  oppressors  and  the  deliverers  of  the  people. 

Are  gentlemen  serious  in  their  fears?  Do 
they,  from  us,  apprehend  revolutions,  plunder,  and 
massacre?  Have  we  not  an  equal  stake  with 
themselves?  I  speak  not  of  myself;  but  I  will 
ask,  what  benefit  could  those  men,  who  are  com- 
monly called  Jacobins,  derive  from  a  convulsion  ? 
Have  they  less  property  ?  Have  they  less  to  lose 
or  more  to  hope  from  a  change  ?  If  you  think  us 
deprived  of  common  integrity,  you  might  at  least 
allow  us  some  share  of  common  sense.  But  if  no 
confidence  is  to  be  placed  in  ourselves,  some 
might  be  put  in  the  people  of  America  and  in 
their  situation.  In  a  country,  where  a  scattered 
population  covers  an  extensive  territory ;  where 
the  means  of  subsistence  are  easy;  where  the 
dangerous  class  which  constitutes  an  European 
mob  does  not  exist ;  where  actual  oppression  is 
yet  unknown,  the  people  who  enjoy  those  advan- 
tages;  who  enjoy  a  better  Government  and  more 
happiness  than  any  other  nation  of  the  globe,  are 
not  the  people  ready  for  a  revolution.  Nor  should 
it  be  forgotten  that  those  parts  of  the  Union  that 
are  commonly  charged  with  a  design  of  overset- 
ting the  Constitution  are  those  which,  on  account 
of  their  peculiar  situation,  on  account  of -the  un- 
happy race  of  men  they  contain,  would  be  exposed 
to  the  most  dangerous  convulsion  by  an  internal 
revolution. 

But  the  evils  we  wish  to  prevent  are  precisely 
those  which  attach  to  a  nation  in  our  situation ; 
they  are  such  as  are  easily  engrafted  in  the  body 
politic  in  its  infancy  ;  not  calculated  in  their  ori- 
gin to  create  much  alarm,  and  supported  by  a 
powerful  number  of  men  who  derive  an  immedi- 
ate benefit  from  them,  and  to  whom  they  are  the 
means  of  acquiring  wealth  and  power. 

Still,  in  the  same  style  of  denunciation,  by 
whom,  it  is  triumphantly  asked,  by  whom  are 
those  charges  made  ?  By  men  who  nave  render- 
ed services  to  their  country  ?  A  Hampden  or  a 
Sidney  alone  have  a  right  to  assume  the  language 
of  opposition.  Was  I  to  answer  in  the  name  of 
those  gentlemen,  with  whom  I  generally  agree  in 
political  principles,  a  recapitulation  of  their  ser- 
vices would  easily  repel  this  attack.  Was  I  to 
answer  as  an  individual,  I  would  say  that  I  can 
claim  no  right  of  that  kind ;  I  derive  none  from 
birth,  none  from  personal  merit,  none  from  per- 
sonal service^  But,  as  a  Representative  of  the 
people,  I  feel  it  a  right,  and  not  less  a  duty  than  a 
right,  to  resist,  upon  every  occasion,  those  sys- 


tems which,  if  adopted,  must,  in  my  opinion,  prove 
fatal  to  America.  Should  I  ever,  from  any  per- 
sonal considerations,  think  myself  unauthorized  to 
exercise  that  right,  I  would  tell  my  constituent* 
Resume  your  trust;  send  as  your  Representative! 
man  who,  to  the  same  zeal  and  to  the  same  prin- 
ciples, may  unite  those  qualifications  which  I 
want,  and  which  will  enable  him  to  fulfil  his 
trust.  And,  notwithstanding  the  partiality  ihtj 
have  heretofore  evinced  in  my  favor,  they  would 
find  no  difficulty  in  supplying  my  place. 

But  by  what  strange  fatality  did  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Goodrich)  mention 
Hampden  and  Sidney  ?  Surely  his  evil  genius 
must  have  suggested  the  names ;  for,  in  the  long 
list  of  English  patriots,  no  two  could  be  more  ap- 
plicable to  the  present  discussion. 

Whenever  we  hear  of  Hampden,  we  most  re- 
collect that  event  in  his  life  which  nas  immortal- 
ized his  name.  The  doctrine  of  the  Crown,  in 
the  case  of  ship-money,  the  doctrine  against  which 
Hampden  made  his  noble  stand  was,  that  the 
King  being,  by  his  constitutional  authority,  en- 
trusted with  the  defence  of  the  country,  was  the 
sole  judge  of  the  danger  and  of  the  necessity  of 
the  measures  proper  to  be  adopted ;  that  he  must 
possess  the  means  necessary  to  carry  into  effect 
his  constitutional  powers ;  that  he  had  a  right  to 
fix  the  sum  of  money  necessary  for  that  purpose; 
and  that  he  might  by  a  tax  raise  that  money  from 
the  people.  It  is  true  that  it  is  not  attempted 
here  to  claim  this  last  power  for  the  Executive 
Hampden's  trial  has  settled  this  point  But  in  all 
its  other  parts  the  doctrine  of  ship- money  and  the 
modern  doctrine  supported  on  this  occasion  ait 
the  same,  the  object  the  same,  the  arguments  oo 
which  they  are  grounded  the  same.  It  is  still  the 
power  of  raising  and  applying  money  claimed  by. 
or  for  the  Executive,  in  certain  cases,  with  the 
only  difference  that  Charles  the  First  exercised  it 
by  levying  a  tax  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  here  it  is  to  be  carried  into  effect 
by  depriving  the  Legislature  of  the  right  of  with- 
holding their  consent  through  the  means  of  a  mora) 
obligation  imposed  upon  them. 

Sidney  has  left  in  his  writings  a  still  more  per- 
manent monument  of  his  talents.  Permit  me, 
since  his  name  has  been  mentioned,  to  trouble  the 
committee  with  a  quotation  from  that  work,  writ- 
ten against  the  divine  right  of  Kings,  which 
brought  him  to  the  block. 

"  Men  are  naturally  prepense  to  conniption,  and  if  be 
whose  will  and  interest  it  is  to  corrupt  them,  be  ro> 
nished  with  the  means,  he  will  never  fail  to  do  it 
Power,  honors,  riches,  and  the  pleasures  that  attend 
them,  are  the  baits  by  which  men  are  drawn  to  prefe 
a  personal  interest  before  the  public  good;  and  the 
number  of  those  who  covet  them  is  so  great,  that  he 
who  abounds  in  them  will  be  able  to  gain  so  manyM  i 
his  service  as  shall  be  able  to  subdue  the  rest  T"  I 
hard  to  find  a  tyranny  in  the  world  that  has  not  •*■ 
introduced  this  way  ;  for  no  man,  by  his  own  atreogft 
could  ever  subdue  a  multitude ;  none  could  ever  briaf 
many  to  be  subservient  to  his  ill  designs  but  by  the  i* 
wards  they  received  or  hoped.  By  this  means  Ce* 
accomplished  his  work,  and  overthrew  the  liberty" 
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us  country,  and  with  it  all  that  was  then  good  in  the 
world.  They  who  were  corrupted  in  their  minds,  de- 
lired  to  put  all  the  power  and  riches  into  his  hands, 
hat  be  might  distribute  them  to  such  as  served  him. 

u  They  speak  of  employing  the  revenue  in  keeping 
he  King's  bouse,  and  look  upon  it  as  a  property  to  be 
(pent  as  he  thinks  convenient — which  is  no  less  than 
x>  cast  it  into  a  pit,  of  which  no  man  ever  knew  the 
>ottom.  That  which  is  given  one  day  is  squandered 
iway  the  next.  The  people  are  always  oppressed  with 
mpositions  to  foment  the  vices  of  the  Court.  These 
laity  increasing,  they  grow  insatiable,  and  the  misera- 
ble nations  are  compelled  to  hard  labor  in  order  to 
istiate  those  lusts  that  tend  to  their  own  ruin. 

"  The  base,  slavish,  and  so  often  subdued  Asia,  by 
the  basest  of  men  revenged  the  defeats  it  had  re- 
ceived from  the  bravest ;  and  by  infusing  into  them  a 
delight  in  pomp  and  luxury,  in  a  short  time  rendered 
the  strongest  and  bravest  of  nations  the  weakest  and 
basest  I  wish  our  own  experience  did  not  too  plainly 
manifest,  that  these  evils  were  never  more  prevalent 
than  in  our  days,  when  the  luxury,  majestic  pomp,  and 
absolute  power  of  a  neighboring  King  must  be  sup- 
ported by  an  abundance  of  riches  torn  out  of  the  bow- 
els of  his  subjects,  which  renders  them  in  the  best 
country  in  the  world,  and  at  a  time  when  the  Crown 
most  flourishes,  the  poorest  and  most  miserable  of  all 
the  nations  under  the  sun.  We  too  well  know  who 
are  most  apt  to  learn  from  them,  and  by  what  means 
and  steps  they  endeavor  to  lead  us  into  the  like  misery. 
But  the  bird  is  safe  when  the  snare  is  discovered,  and 
if  we  are  not  abandoned  by  God  to  destruction,  we  shall 
never  be  brought  to  consent  to  the  settling  of  that 
pomp,  which  is  against  the  practice  of  all  virtuous  peo- 
ple, and  %a»  brought  all  the  nations  that  have  been 
taken  with  it  into  the  ruin  that  is  intended  for  us." 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Good- 
rich,) actuated  by  the  purest  motives,  has  invited 
us  to  state  our  grievances,  and  to  meet  on  some 
ground  of  reconciliation.  To  operate  at  once  a 
reconciliation  of  parties,  inflamed  as  they  now  are, 
is  perhaps  impracticable,  but  we  may  not  be  alto- 
gether unsuccessful  in  establishing  at  present  some 
principles,  which  may  hereafter  produce  that  desi- 
rable object.  Yet  had  I  no  other  hearers  but  the 
gentleman  of  Maryland  to  my  left  (Mr.  Craik) 
and  the  gentleman  who  spoke  last  from  New 
York,  (Mr.  Williams,)  I  would  not  make  any 
observation  on  that  point. 

The  first  of  those  gentlemen  going  upon  the 
ground  of  an  organization  of  parties,  avows  an 
intention  of  opposing  party  by  party.  He  looks 
upon  us  as  incorrigible.  He  declares  that  his 
observations  are  not  addressed  to  the  House,  but 
to  his  constituents,  and  I  believe  it  is  the  first  time 
that  a  gentleman  told  the  House  that  he  meant  to 
use  them  only  as  a  medium  through  which  to 
make  an  electioneering  speech.  When  that  gen- 
tleman made  that  declaration,  I  could  not  think 
him  in  earnest,  and  I  waited  with  impatience  for 
arguments,  or  something  that  approached  towards 
arguments;  but  half  an  hour  of  patient  hearing 
convinced  me  of  his  sincerity  and  of  my  mistake. 
Whilst  he  remains  blinded  by  such  rooted  preju- 
dices, no  observations  of  mine  could,  i  am  sure, 
produce  any  effect  upon  him. 

The  gentleman  from  New  York,  in  the  extra- 


ordinary history  of  parties  he  gave  us,  seems  to 
have  described  the  fluctuations  of  his  own  mind 
rather  than  those  of  other  men,  and  he  appears  to 
have  laid  a  claim  to  a  knowledge  of  the  motives 
of  all  parties,  because  he  had.  by  turns,  been  ac- 
quainted with  all.  A  great  portion  of  nis  speech 
was  employed  in  proving  the  unconstitutionality 
of  refusing  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  powers  of  the  President, 
or  an  existing  law.  The  first  attempt  of  the  kina 
which  I  witnessed,  was  that  made,  two  years  ago. 
to  withhold  the  appropriations  for  the  support  or 
the  Mint  established  by  law.  That  gentleman 
cannot  have  forgotten  who  made  the  motion  for 
that  purpose,  and  by  whom  it  was  most  strenuous- 
ly supported  ?  I  need  not  address  that  gentleman 
on  the  subject  of  a  reconciliation  of  parties.  He 
may  safely  be  trusted  on  that  point  to  himself. 
His  own  good  sense  and  the  next  vibration  will, 
doubtless,  bring  him  back  to  support  our  prin- 
ciples. Whatever  difference  of  sentiment  may 
exist  between  us  on  a  variety  of  topics,  there  is 
a  ground  on  which  we  must  certainly  meet,  on 
which,  throughout  the  United  States,  there  can  be, 
there  is  but  one  opinion.  The  importance,  the 
necessity  of  preserving  the  Union,  are  too  univer- 
sally acknowledged  to  require  any  comments  at 
this  time.  The  Constitution,  which  binds  us 
together,  cannot,  in  my  opinion,  be  made  an  in- 
strument to  sow  divisions  of  a  fatal  nature.  If  it 
met  with  strong  opposition  when  it  first  made  its 
appearance,  the  objections  have  long  been  buried 
in  oblivion,  and  it  is  a  fact  that  they  have  never 
since  been  made  the  instrument  of  opposition* 
Nor  do  I  apprehend  any  real  danger  from  the  geo- 
graphical situation  of  the  different  States.  The 
natural  bonds  of  union,  which  result  from  their 
mutual  wants  and  from  their  relative  situation, 
will  forever  counteract  the  effect  of  the  slight 
diversity  of  interests  which  may  exist. 

Without  recurring  to  any  abstract  discussion, 
has  not  experience  taught  us,  that  the  two  import- 
ant subjects  of  division  have  heretofore  been, 
money  systems  and  foreign  politics?  May  we 
not,  with  truth,  ascribe  to  those  two  causes,  the 
party  spirit  wliich  now  rages  in  America?  Is 
there  any  real  danger  to  be  apprehended  from  any 
other  quarter?  And  if  we  are  satisfied  that  the 
systems  of  debt  and  taxation,  which  have  been  so 
obnoxious  to  us,  shall  be  permitted  to  subsist  with- 
out any  attempt  on  our  part  to  disturb  them ;  if 
we  are  satisfied  that  our  subsisting  compacts  with 
foreign  nations,  however  dangerous  some  of  them 
may  nave  appeared  to  us,  shall  remain  inviolate, 
will  the  gentlemen  with  whom  it  is  our  misfor- 
tune to  differ,  agree,  that  those  money  systems, 
those  foreign  connexions,  shall  not  be  extended! 
beyond  their  present  state?  We  ask  not  for  the 
rearess  of  past  grievances,  but,  with  the  late  Presi- 
dent we  exclaim.  "  Here  let  us  stop." 

May  we  not  hope  that  a  fixed  determination  to 
prevent  the  increase  of  the  national  expenditure, 
and,  so  far  as  our  present  engagements  will  per- 
mit, to  detach  ourselves  from  any  connexion  with 
European  politics,  will  tend  to  reconcile  parties, 
and  that  our  united  efforts  may  then  prove  not 
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altogether  unsuccessful  in  promoting  the  happi- 
ness of  America,  and  conciliating  the  affections 
of  every  part  of  the  Union  ? 

When  Mr.  Gallatin  had  concluded,  the  Com- 
mittee rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Friday,  March  2. 
IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
Senate,  by  Mr.  Otis,  their  Secretary : 

Mr.  8piaksb  :  I  am  directed  to  communicate  to  this 
House  certain  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  relative  to  the 
impeachment  against  William  Blount,  late  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

The  said  proceedings  of  the  Senate  were  read, 
in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"Coireasss  op  the  Uxitxd  8tatib, 

"In  Senate,  March  1,  1793. 

"  Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  to 
prepare  rules  of  proceedings  in  the  case  of  the  impeach- 
ment against  William  Blount,  reported,  in  part,  that  a 
writ  of  summons  issue,  directed  to  the  said  William 
Blount,  in  the  form  following  : 

"  United  States  of  America,  **. 

"The  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to 
William  Blount,  late  a  8enator  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  greetings  Whereas,  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America,  did,  on 
the  seventh  day  of  July  last  past,  in  their  own  name, 
and  in  the  na%e  of  all  the  People  of  the  United  States, 
impeach  you,  the  said  William  Blount,  of  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors,  before  the  Senate  of  the  Unit*  d  States : 
And  whereas  the  said  House  of  Representatives  did,  on 
the  seventh  day  of  February,  of  the  present  year,  exhibit 
to  the  Senate  their  articles  of  impeachment  against  you, 
the  said  William  Blount,  charging  you  with  the  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors  therein  specially  set  forth, 
(a  true  copy  of  which  articles  of  impeachment  is  annexed 
to  this  writ ;)  and  did  demand  that  you,  the  said  William 
Blount,  should  be  put  to  answer  the  said  crimes  and 
misdemeanors ;  and  that  such  proceed  ngs,  examinations, 
trials,  and  judgments,  might  be  thereupon  had,  as  are 
agreeable  to  law  and  justice — You,  the  said  William 
Blount,  are  therefore  summoned  to  be  and  appear  before 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America,  at  their  cham- 
ber, in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, on  the  third  Monday  of  December  next,  at  the 
hour  of  eleven  of  that  day,  then  and  there  to  answer  the 
said  articles  of  impeachment,  and  then  and  there  to  abide 
by,  obey,  and  perform,  such  orders  and  judgments  as  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  make  in  the  premises, 
according  to  the  Constitution  and  Laws  of  the  said  United 
States.  And  hereof  you  are  in  no  wise  to  fail.  Wit- 
ness, the  Honorable  Thomas  Jefferson,  Esq. ,  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  President  of 
the  Senate  thereof;  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  the  first 
day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety -eight,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the 
United  States  the  twenty-second. 

"  Which  tummons  shall  be  signed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate. 

"  That  the  said  summons  shall  be  served  on  the  said 
William  Blount  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arins  of  this  House, 
or  a  special  messenger,  who  shall  leave  a  true  copy  of 


the  writ,  and  the  articles  annexed,  with  the  said  Wiffiim 
Blount,  if  he  can  be  found,  shewing  him  the  original;  or 
at  the  usual  place  of  residence  of  the  said  William  Blount, 
if  he  cannot  be  found.  Which  messenger  shall  make  re- 
turn of  the  writ  of  summons,  and  of  his  proceedings  in 
virtue  thereof,  to  the  Senate,  on  the  appearance  day  there- 
in mentioned. 

"  And  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, giving  informatioo  that  the  8enate  have  di- 
rected the  said  writ  to  be  issued,  and  of  the  diy  men- 
tioned therein  for  the  appearance  of  the  taii  William 
Blount. 

"  And  the  report  was  adopted. 
"On  motion, 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  do  issue  the  rammon 
hereinbefore  directed,  and  that  service  thereof  be  made 
sixty  days,  at  the  least,  before  the  return  day  mentioned 
in  the  said  writ  of  summons. 

"  Extract  from  the  Journals  of  the  Senate. 
"Attest,  SAM.  A.  OTIS,  Secretary." 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  believed  it  would  be  proper  to 
take  some  step  in  this  business,  in  order  to  get  an 
alteration  of  the  day  mentioned  in  the  writ.  It 
must  be  known,  he  said,  that  the  day  of  the  return 
of  the  summons  could  not  be  the  day  of  the  trial. 
Previous  to  the  trial.  Mr.  Blount  must  be  called 
upon  to  answer  to  the  impeachment,  and  a  day 
could  not  be  assigned  for  the  trial  before  issue  was 
joined.  The  distance  between  the  two  periods 
must  be  considerable,  because,  until  a  day  was  ap- 
pointed for  trial,  subpoenas  could  not  be  issued  for 
the  attendence  of  witnesses  who  were  at  a  great 
distance.  • 

The  next  session  must  of  course  be  a  short  one, 
as  the  powers  of  the  House  will  expire  on  the  3d 
of  March,  and  will  scarcely  allow  time  for  serving 
the  process  upon  the  witnesses,  and  to  procure  their 
attendance.  It  would,  therefore,  be  desirable  that 
Mr.  Blount  should  be  required  to  appear  before 
the  Senate  during  the  present  session.  He  did 
not  know  how  the  demand  from  this  House  ought 
to  be  made  for  the  appointment  of  an  earlier  daf 
in  the  summons;  but  he  thought  it  would  beweu 
to  commit  the  message  to  a  select  committee; 
which  committee,  if  the  House  thought  proper, 
might  be  the  managers  of  the  impeachment. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  hoped  this  course  would  be 
taken. 

Mr.  Nicholas  had  no  objection  to  the  mes- 
sage being  referred  to  the  managers;  but  he  wished 
to  enlarge  the  instruction  to  the  committee  be- 
yond a  mere  reference.  He  doubted  whether  it 
would  not  be  proper  that  some  permanent  lav 
should  be  passed  for  regulating  this  business.  If 
the  court  which  was  to  try  the  impeachment  had 
the  power  of  fixing  all  the  rules  of  trial,  the  busi- 
ness might  be  so  much  retarded  as  to  render  the 
prosecution  useless.  He  wished  the  committee, 
therefore,  to  be  instructed  to  report  the  propriety 
of  passing  a  law  for  regulating  the  manner  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  trial  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  had  no  objection  to  regolatinf 
the  proceedings  by  law.  He  thought  it  important 
that  this  should  be  the  case.  But  whether  the 
delay  which  would  be  occasioned  by  preparing 
the  details  of  a  bill  of  this  kind  would  not  too 
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much  protract  the  business,  he  submitted  to  the 
House.    Besides,  he  believed  there  was  a  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate  for  this  purpose,  which,  of  course 
they  might  expect  to  have  before  them  in  the 
course  of  the  session. 

Mr.  Nicbola8  thought  it  would  be  wrong  to 
proceed  in  the  business  without  a  law. 

Mr.  Sitgreave8  consented  to  the  instruction 
being  added,  and  the  reference  was  made  accord- 
ingly. 

POREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations, 
Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment  being  under  consid- 
eration; when 

Mr.  Otis  rose  and  spoke  as  follows :  Having 
been  absent  during  a  very  elaborate  and  pro- 
tracted discussion  of  the  present  amendment,  and 
having  observed  that  all  arguments  pertinent  to 
the  subject  had  been  long  since  exhausted,  he  had 
been  gratified  by  the  belief  that  the  occasion 
would  not  require  him  to  express  an  opinion. 
But  gentlemen  not  appearing  to  be  content,  even 
with  the  very  ample  examination  already  be- 
stowed on  this  Question,  without  reviewing  and 
copiously  enlarging  upon  it,  he  would  claim  the 
indulgence  of  the  committee  in  listening  to  a  few 
observations  on  his  part,  though  he  was  apprehen- 
sive that  his  powers  of  utterance  in  the  present 
state  of  his  health  would  not  enable  him  to  do 
justice  either  to  the  subject  or  to  himself. 

The  objects  of  this  amendment  were  ostensible 
and  real.  The  ostensible  motive  is  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  two  of  our  foreign  Ministers,  at  Lisbon 
and  Berlin;  but  various  real  motives,  and  of  a 
contrary  and  inconsistent  nature,  were  assigned 
by  gentlemen  who  supported  it.  Some  avowed 
that  it  was  a  preparatory  measure  to  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  whole  system  of  foreign  inter- 
course; others  confessed  the  probability  that  this 
intercourse,  to  a  certain  extent,  would  always  be 
indispensable,  but  that  it  might  be  reduced,  and 
the  destination  of  the  Ministers  fixed  by  the  House; 
others  again  contended  for  the  right  of  specifying 
the  amount  of  their  salaries;  but  all  must  agree 
that  one « real  object  was  to  try  the  strength  of 
parties ;  and  another,  to  sanction  the  practice  of 
an  annual  invective  against  the  Executive,  and 
to  confirm  their  right  to  interfere  with  his 
measures. 

Strange  as  were  some  of  the  arguments  used 
by  gentlemen,  he  should  think  there  had  been 
more  color  for  them,  upon  an  original  proposition 
to  establish  or  to  extend  our  foreign  intercourse, 
though  in  that  case  he  should  contend  that  they 
*ere  not  warranted  by  the  Constitution  ;  but  this 
question  was  not  upon  the  creation  of  a  new  es- 
tablishment, it  was  upon  changing  one  which 
already  exists.  The  date  and  duration  of  its  ex- 
istence are  immaterial ;  the  debate  and  delibera- 
tion which  accompanies  its  adoption  were  also 
unimportant.  It  was  to  him  a  new  doctrine,  that 
laws  must  be  repealed  and  systems  unsettled,  on 
the  ground  that  principles  had  not  undergone  a 


sufficient  discussion.  Should  this  doctrine  of  sur- 
prise be  suffered  to  prevail,  there  would  be  no  sta- 
bility in  our  laws,  and  no  consistency  in  our  con- 
duct. When  an  act  has  passed  the  Legislature 
without  debate,  the  presumption  is  that  its  expe- 
diency was  too  evident  to  be  disputed ;  and  he  who 
would  effect  a  repeal  of  such  an  act,  like  a  plaintiff 
in  error,  should  be  precluded  from  any  objections 
that  might  have  been  urged  against  the  original 
process,  and  be  confined  to  a  demonstration  of  ex- 
perimental mischiefs.  In  the  present  instance, 
nowever,  he  was  not  restricted  to  this  ground — 
the  appropriation  for  the  Minister  at  Berlin  was 
the  subject  of  debate  at  the  last  session;  and 
though  no  opposition  was  made  to  the  appropria- 
tion for  the  advanced  grade  of  the  Ministers  to 
Lisbon  and  Madrid,  yet  the  principle  on  which  it 
was  granted  provoked  a  controversy  which  en- 
gaged all  the  abilities  and  ingenuity  of  both  par- 
ties. This  last  appropriation  was  made  on  the 
1st  of  June,  1796,  pursuant  to  the  President's  Mes- 
sage of  May  28.  in  that  year ;  but,  in  the  same 
month  of  May,  the  House  had  decided  in  favor  of 
the  appropriation  for  the  British  Treaty,  after  a 
debate  that  continued  many  weeks,  and  which 
involved  the  same  principle.  It  was.  indeed,  a 
curious  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, (Mr.  S.  Smith.)  that  the  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority upon  the  call  for  papers,  showed  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  with  respect  to  the  j-ight  of  re- 
fusing an  appropriation.  The  contrary  inference 
was  certainly  more  just,  from  the  decision  upon 
the  main  question,  on  wnich  some  of  that  same 
majority  voted  in  favor  of  granting  the  money, 
and  did  actually  grant  it.  He  should,  therefore, 
persist  in  his  assertion,  that  the  friends  to  the 
amendment  ought  to  have  demonstrated  the  in- 
conveniences resulting  from  our  foreign  inter- 
course with  Lisbon  and  Berlin,  instead  of  descant- 
ing upon  the  dangers  attendant  on  Executive  pa- 
tronage; for,  if  these  inconveniences  were  se- 
riously alarming,  and  if  they  had  a  right  to  inter- 
pose, the  Ministers  ought  to  be  recalled,  be  the 
patronage  ever  so  inconsiderable ;  but,  if  advan- 
tages had  resulted  from  their  mission,  they  ought 
to  be  continued  without  regard  to  the  patronage; 
and  if  it  were  uncertain  whether  they  would  pro- 
mote the  public  welfare  or  not,  time  should  be 
allowed  to  them  to  make  the  experiment  under 
the  direction  of  the  proper  department.  In  this 
first  and  most  proper  view  of  the  question,  he 
would  inquire  what  evils  had  arisen  from  the 
present  establishment  of  our  foreign  intercourse  1 
The  answer  was  plain  and  conclusive.  None 
from  our  intercourse  with  Lisbon  and  Berlin,  the 
only  countries  implicated  in  the  amendment ;  we 
were  in  perfect  harmony  with  them.  Great  Britain, 
Spain,  and  France,  are  the  three  countries  from 
wnich  our  embarrassments  have  arisen,  and  these, 
in  the  two  first  instances,  cannot  be  imputed  to 
our  stationary  Ministers,  or  our  treaties ;  and  in 
the  last,  gentlemen  themselves  will  be  unwilling 
to  admit  that  the  public  interest  has  suffered  in- 
jury. The  British  depredations  had  never,  as  he 
understood,  been  imputed  to  our  treaty  with 
France ;  it  was  more  natural  to  ascribe  them  to  a 
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altogether  unsuccessful  in  promoting  the  happi- 
ness of  America,  and  conciliating  the  affections 
of  every  part  of  the  Union  7 

When  Mr.  Gallatin  had  concluded,  the  Com- 
mittee rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Friday,  March  2. 
IMPEACHMENT  OF  WM.  BLOUNT. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
Senate,  by  Mr.  Otis,  their  Secretary  : 

Mr.  8pbakib  :  I  am  directed  to  communicate  to  this 
House  certain  proceedings  of  the  Senate,  relative  to  the 
impeachment  against  William  Blount,  late  a  Senator  of 
the  United  States,  for  the  State  of  Tennessee. 

The  said  proceedings  of  the  Senate  were  read, 
in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"Coxeaxsa  or  the  Uxitxd  States, 

"In  Senate,  March  1,  1793. 

"  Mr.  Livermore,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
recommitted  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  to 
prepare  rules  of  proceedings  in  the  case  of  the  impeach- 
ment against  William  Blount,  reported,  in  part,  that  a 
writ  of  summons  issue,  directed  to  the  said  William 
Blount,  in  the  form  following  : 

"  United  States  of  America,  ss. 

"The  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America,  to 
William  Blount,  late  a  8enator  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  State  of  Tennessee,  greeting,;  Whereas,  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America,  did,  on 
the  seventh  day  of  July  last  past,  in  their  own  name, 
and  in  the  na?.e  of  all  the  People  of  the  United  States, 
impeach  you,  the  said  William  Blount,  of  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanors,  before  the  Senate  of  the  Unit*  d  States : 
And  whereas  the  said  House  of  Representatives  did,  on 
the  seventh  day  of  February,  of  the  present  year,  exhibit 
to  the  Senate  their  articles  of  impeachment  against  you, 
the  said  William  Blount,  charging  you  with  the  high 
crimes  and  misdemeanors  therein  specially  set  forih, 
(a  true  copy  of  which  articles  of  impeachment  is  annexed 
to  this  writ ;)  and  did  demand  that  you,  the  said  William 
Blount,  should  be  put  to  answer  the  said  crimes  and 
misdemeanors ;  and  that  such  proceed  rigs,  examinations, 
trials,  and  judgments,  might  be  thereupon  had,  as  are 
agreeable  to  law  and  justice — You,  the  said  William 
Blount,  are  therefore  summoned  to  be  and  appear  before 
the  Senate  of  the  United  States  of  America,  at  their  cham- 
ber, in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, on  the  third  Monday  of  December  next,  at  the 
hour  of  eleven  of  that  day,  then  and  there  to  answer  the 
said  articles  of  impeachment,  and  then  and  there  to  abide 
by,  obey,  and  perform,  such  orders  and  judgments  as  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  shall  make  in  the  premises, 
according  to  the  Constitution  and  Laws  of  the  said  United 
States.  And  hereof  you  are  in  no  wise  to  fail.  Wit- 
ness, the  Honorable  Thomas  Jefferson,  Esq. ,  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  President  of 
the  Senate  thereof,  at  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  the  first 
day  of  March,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  ninety -eight,  and  of  the  Independence  of  the 
United  States  the  twenty-second. 

"  Which  lummons  shall  be  signed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate. 

"  That  the  said  summons  shall  be  served  on  the  said 
William  Blount  by  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  of  this  House, 
or  a  special  messenger,  who  ■hall  leave  a  true  copy  of 


the  writ,  and  the  articles  annexed,  with  the  said  Wfflun 
Blount,  if  he  can  be  found,  shewing  him  the  original;  or 
at  the  usual  place  of  residence  of  the  said  William  Blount, 
if  he  cannot  be  found.  Which  messenger  shall  make  re- 
turn of  the  writ  of  summons,  and  of  his  proceedings  in 
virtue  thereof,  to  the  Senate,  on  the  appearance  day  there- 
in mentioned. 

"  And  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Repte* 
sentatives,  giving  information  that  the  Senate  haw  di- 
rected the  said  writ  to  be  issued,  and  of  the  day  men- 
tioned  therein  for  the  appearance  of  the  a  aid  Willns 
Blount 

••  And  the  report  was  adopted. 
"On  motion, 

"Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  do  issue  the  mmiaow 
hereinbefore  directed,  and  that  service  thereof  be  made 
sixty  days,  at  the  least,  before  the  return  day  mentioned 
in  the  said  writ  of  summons. 

"  Extract  from  the  Journals  of  the  Senate. 
"Attest,  SAM.  A.  OTIS,  Secretory." 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  believed  it  would  be  proper  to 
take  some  step  in  this  business,  in  order  to  jet  aa 
alteration  of  the  day  mentioned  in  the  writ  It 
must  be  known,  he  said,  that  the  day  of  the  return 
of  the  summons  could  not  be  the  day  of  the  trial 
Previous  to  the  trial.  Mr.  Blount  must  be  called 
upon  to  answer  to  the  impeachment,  and  a  dar 
could  not  be  assigned  for  the  trial  before  issue  was 
joined.  The  distance  between  the  two  periods 
must  be  considerable,  because,  until  a  day  was  ap- 
pointed for  trial,  subpoenas  could  not  be  issued  for 
the  attendence  of  witnesses  who  were  at  a  great 
distance.  • 

The  next  session  must  of  course  be  a  short  one, 
as  the  powers  of  the  House  will  expire  on  the  3d 
of  March,  and  will  scarcely  allow  time  for  serving 
the  process  upon  the  witnesses,  and  to  procure  their 
attendance.  It  would,  therefore,  be  desirable  that 
Mr.  Blount  should  be  required  to  appear  before 
the  Senate  during  the  present  session.  He  did 
not  know  how  the  demand  from  this  House  ought 
to  be  made  for  the  appointment  of  an  earlier  dar 
in  the  summons ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  weD 
to  commit  the  message  to  a  select  committee; 
which  committee,  if  the  House  thought  proper, 
might  be  the  managers  of  the  impeachment. 

Mr.  D.  Foster  hoped  this  course  would  be 
taken. 

Mr.  Nicbola8  had  no  objection  to  the  mes- 
sage being  referred  to  the  managers ;  but  he  wished 
to  enlarge  the  instruction  to  the  committee  be- 
yond a  mere  reference.  He  doubted  whether  it 
would  not  be  proper  that  some  permanent  law 
should  be  passed  for  regulating  this  business.  If 
the  court  which  was  to  try  the  impeachment  had 
the  power  of  fixing  ail  the  rules  of  trial,  the  busi- 
ness might  be  so  much  retarded  as  to  render  the 
prosecution  useless.  He  wished  the  committee, 
therefore,  to  be  instructed  to  report  the  propriety 
of  passing  a  law  for  regulating  the  manner  of  pro- 
ceeding in  the  trial  of  impeachment. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  had  no  objection  to  regulation 
the  proceedings  by  law.  He  thought  it  important 
that  this  should  be  the  case.  But  whether  the 
delay  which  would  be  occasioned  by  preparing 
the  detatts  of  a  bill  of  this  kind  would  not  too 
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much  protract  the  business,  he  submitted  to  the 
House.    Besides,  he  believed  there  was  a  bill  be- 
fore the  Seoatefor  this  purpose,  which,  of  course 
they  might  expect  to  have  before  them  in  the' 
course  of  the  session. 

Mr.  Nicholas  thought  it  would  be  wrong  to 
proceed  in  the  business  without  a  law. 

Mr.  Sitgreaves  consented  to  the  instruction 
being  added,  and  the  reference  was  made  accord- 
ingly. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  then  again  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  providing 
the  means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations, 
Mr.  Nicholas's  amendment  being  under  consid- 
eration; when 

Mr.  Otis  rose  and  spoke  as  follows :  Having 
been  absent  during  a  very  elaborate  and  pro- 
tracted discussion  of  the  present  amendment,  and 
having  observed  that  all  arguments  pertinent  to 
the  subject  had  been  long  since  exhausted,  he  had 
been  gratified  by  the  belief  that  the  occasion 
would  not  require  him  to  express  an  opinion. 
But  gentlemen  not  appearing  to  be  content,  even 
with  the  very  ample  examination  already  be- 
stowed on  this  question,  without  reviewing  and 
copiously  enlarging  upon  it,  he  would  claim  the 
indulgence  of  the  committee  in  listening  to  a  few 
observations  on  his  part,  though  he  was  apprehen- 
sive that  his  powers  of  utterance  in  the  present 
state  of  his  health  would  not  enable  him  to  do 
justice  either  to  the  subject  or  to  himself. 

The  objects  of  this  amendment  were  ostensible 
and  real.  The  ostensible  motive  is  to  reduce  the 
salaries  of  two  of  our  foreign  Ministers,  at  Lisbon 
and  Berlin;  but  various  real  motives,  aud  of  a 
contrary  and  inconsistent  nature,  were  assigned 
by  gentlemen  who  supported  it.  Some  avowed 
that  it  was  a  preparatory  measure  to  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  whole  system  of  foreign  inter- 
course; others  confessed  the  probability  that  this 
intercourse,  to  a  certain  extent,  would  always  be 
indispensable,  but  that  it  might  be  reduced,  and 
the  destination  of  the  Ministers  fixed  by  the  House; 
others  again  contended  for  the  right  of  specifying 
the  amount  of  their  salaries ;  but  all  must  agree 
that  one. real  object  was  to  try  the  strength  of 
parties ;  and  another,  to  sanction  the  practice  of 
an  annual  invective  against  the  Executive,  and 
to  confirm  their  right  to  interfere  with  his 
measures. 

Strange  as  were  some  of  the  arguments  used 
by  gentlemen,  he  should  think  there  had  been 
more  color  for  them,  upon  an  original  proposition 
to  establish  or  to  extend  our  foreign  intercourse, 
though  in  that  case  he  should  contend  that  they 
were  not  warranted  by  the  Constitution  ;  but  this 
question  was  not  upon  the  creation  of  a  new  es- 
tablishment, it  was  upon  changing  one  which 
already  exists.  The  date  and  duration  of  its  ex- 
istence are  immaterial ;  the  debate  and  delibera- 
tion which  accompanies  its  adoption  were  also 
unimportant.  It  was  to  him  a  new  doctrine,  that 
laws  must  be  repealed  and  systems  unsettled,  on 
the  ground  that  principles  had  not  undergone  a 


sufficient  discussion.  Should  this  doctrine  of  sur- 
prise be  suffered  to  prevail,  there  would  be  no  sta- 
bility in  our  laws,  and  no  consistency  in  our  con- 
duct. When  an  act  has  passed  the  Legislature 
without  debate,  the  presumption  is  that  its  expe- 
diency was  too  evident  to  be  disputed ;  and  he  who 
would  effect  a  repeal  of  such  an  act,  like  a  plaintiff 
in  error,  should  be  precluded  from  any  objections 
that  might  have  been  urged  against  the  original 
process,  and  be  confined  to  a  demonstration  of  ex- 

Eerimental  mischiefs.  In  the  present  instance, 
owever,  he  was  not  restricted  to  this  ground — 
the  appropriation  for  the  Minister  at  Berlin  was 
the  subject  of  debate  at  the  last  session ;  and 
though  no  opposition  was  made  to  the  appropria- 
tion for  the  advanced  grade  of  the  Ministers  to 
Lisbon  and  Madrid,  yet  the  principle  on  which  it 
was  granted  provoked  a  controversy  which  en- 
gaged all  the  abilities  and  ingenuity  of  both  par- 
ties. This  last  appropriation  was  made  on  the 
1st  of  June,  1796,  pursuant  to  the  President's  Mes- 
sage of  May  28.  in  that  year  ;  but,  in  the  same 
month  of  May,  the  House  had  decided  in  favor  of 
the  appropriation  for  the  British  Treaty,  after  a 
debate  that  continued  many  weeks,  and  which 
involved  the  same  principle.  It  was.  indeed,  a 
curious  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, (Mr.  S.  Smith.)  that  the  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority upon  the  call  for  papers,  showed  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  with  respect  to  the  .right  of  re- 
fusing an  appropriation.  The  contrary  inference 
was  certainly  more  just,  from  the  decision  upon 
the  main  question,  on  which  some  of  that  same 
majority  voted  in  favor  of  granting  the  money, 
and  did  actually  grant  it.  He  should,  therefore, 
persist  in  his  assertion,  that  the  friends  to  the 
amendment  ought  to  have  demonstrated  the  in- 
conveniences resulting  from  our  foreign  inter- 
course with  Lisbon  and  Berlin,  instead  of  descant- 
ing upon  the  dangers  attendant  on  Executive  pa- 
tronage; for,  if  these  inconveniences  were  se- 
riously alarming,  and  if  they  had  a  right  to  inter- 
pose, the  Ministers  ought  to  be  recalled,  be  the 
patronage  ever  so  inconsiderable ;  but,  if  advan- 
tages had  resulted  from  their  mission,  they  ought 
to  be  continued  without  regard  to  the  patronage ; 
and  if  it  were  uncertain  whether  they  would  pro- 
mote the  public  welfare  or  not,  time  should  be 
allowed  to  them  to  make  the  experiment  under 
the  direction  of  the  proper  department.  In  this 
first  and  most  proper  view  of  the  question,  he 
would  inquire  what  evils  had  arisen  from  the 
present  establishment  of  our  foreign  intercourse  7 
The  answer  was  plain  and  conclusive.  None 
from  our  intercourse  with  Lisbon  and  Berlin,  the 
only  countries  implicated  in  the  amendment ;  we 
were  in  perfect  harmony  with  them.  Great  Britain, 
Spain,  and  France,  are  the  three  countries  from 
wnich  our  embarrassments  have  arisen,  and  these, 
in  the  two  first  instances,  cannot  be  imputed  to 
our  stationary  Ministers,  or  our  treaties ;  and  in 
the  last,  gentlemen  themselves  will  be  unwilling 
to  admit  that  the  public  interest  has  suffered  in- 
jury. The  British  depredations  had  never,  as  he 
understood,  been  imputed  to  our  treaty  with 
France ;  it  was  more  natural  to  ascribe  them  to  a 
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spirit  of  violence  and  injustice,  which  is  too  com- 
mon to  powerful  nations  engaged  in  war,  and  to 
apprehensions  of  our  making  a  common  cause 
with  France — apprehensions  that  were  unfortu- 
nately countenanced  by  the  conduct  of  French 
Ministers  and  citizens,  by  the  enthusiasm  of  clubs, 
by  the  equipment  of  privateers,  by  civic  feasts, 
and  by  loud  and  unequivocal  demonstrations 
of  joy  upon  every  fortunate  event  that  befel  their 
arms,  which  rebounded  from  one  extreme  of  the 
continent  to  the  other. 

If  from  Great  Britain  we  went  to  Spain',  it 
would  not  be  pretended  that  our  late  misunder- 
standing with  that  nation  was  to  be  imputed  to 
our  Ministers  residing  there,  but  entirely  to  her 
Ministers  and  officers  in  this  country. 

With  respect  to  the  agency  of  our  late  Minister 
to  the  French  Republic,  in  our  present  controver- 
sy, he  was  aware  that  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
prevailed.  There  were  those  who  believed  that 
ne  had  betrayed  the  interests  of  his  country,  and 
that  he  was  either  the  dupe  or  the  tool  of  that  na- 
tion ;  that  he  had  bad  designs  or  weak  nerves ; 
that  he  was  dazzled  by  the  splendor  of  their  vic- 
tories, or  cajoled  by  the  ardor  of  the  fraternal  em- 
brace; that  he  suppressed  communications  which 
it  was  his  duty  to  have  made,  and  contracted  obli- 
gations whicn  be  was  not  authorized  to  fulfil. 
There  were  those  who  thought  that  the  disclosure 
of  his  instructions  was  not  only  injurious  to  his 
country,  but  a  measure  for  which  a  Minister  in 
Europe  would  be  hooted  by  ail  parties,  and  in 
France  would  lose  his  head  ;  that  it  was  a  meas- 
ure which  even  the  most  unjust  accusation  should 
not  have  prompted,  and  for  which  injured  inno- 
cence could  claim  no  excuse.  But  there  are  others 
who  contend  that  he  has  acted  a  part  becoming 
the  Minister  of  a  free  country,  that  a  Republic 
should  have  no  secrets,  except  such  as  might  be 
disclosed  to  our  magnanimous  ally,  with  the  con- 
fidence that  a  lover  whispers  his  tale  in  the  ear  of 
his  mistress.  It  was  of  no  moment  which  of  these 
opinions  he  espoused.  Gentlemen  who  supported 
the  amendment  did  not  believe  in  the  former.  But 
if  his  private  sentiments  were  required,  he  was 
ready  to  profess  his  sincere  persuasion  that  our 
difficulties  with  France  were  not  to  be  imputed  to 
any  one  man,  but  to  a  desperate  and  misguided 
party,  existing  in  the  bosom  of  our  own  country, 
who  were  in  league  with  other  bad  citizens  resi- 
dent in  France,  and  with  the  French  nation;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  regular  information  and  in- 
structions were  conveyed  from  this  country  to  in- 
fluence the  measures  of  the  Directory,  and  impede 
our  attempts  to  negotiate  with  success. 

The  British  Treaty  was  not  the  cause  of  the 
measures  adopted  by  the  French  in  relation  to  our 
commerce,  but  an  apology  for  those  measures. 
They  had  captured  our  vessels  and  laid  embargoes 
upon  them  prior  to  the  ratification  of  that  instru- 
ment; nor  was  this  treaty  deemed  a  justification 
of  their  conduct  until  many  months  after  they 
were  acquainted  with  its  contents. 

But  we  are  challenged  to  show  any  advantages 
gained  by  our  treaties  and  intercourse  with  for- 
eign nations.  He  thought  it  easy  to  specify  many, 


and  to  show  the  probability  of  others,  which  might 
still  be  expected:    And 

First.  France  still  continued  to  manifest  a  dis- 
position so  hostile  and  injurious,  that  he  could  n>  t 
rely  at  present  upon  any  instance  in  our  connex- 
ion with  that  nation  to  aid  his  general  position. 

Secondly,  Great  Britain.  He  did  not  feel  it 
incumbent  on  him  to  become  the  encomiast  of  the 
British  Treaty,  nor  was  he  to  be  deterred  from  ex- 
pressing his  opinion  upon  it,  through  fear  of  giv- 
ing offence  to  its  warm  and  numerous  adversaries. 
Had  the  provisions  of  that  treaty  been  more  bene- 
ficial to  the  country,  had  we  been  able  to  make  a 
treaty  to  suit  our  own  wishes  and  circumstances, 
he  should  have  been  more  happy,  but  this  was  to 
say  nothing  that  would  not  apply  to  every  treaty. 
But.  had  no  advantages  resulted  from  that  com- 
pact? Had  we  not  obtained  the  Western  posts  ? 
Has  not  at  least  a  partial  compensation  been 
made  for  the  spoliations  upon  our  commerce?  Is 
it  not  probable  that  we  have  been  saved  from  a 
war  with  that  nation,  whose  powerful  navy  would 
have  proved  more  formidable  to  our  commerce 
than  the  whole  force  of  any  other  nation  1    Or,  if 

fentlemen  now  believe  that  we  should  not  have 
een  at  open  war,  will  they  maintain  that  the 
British  depredations  would  not  have  swept  off  the 
greater  part  of  our  navigation  ?  On  the  contrary, 
we  have  gained  three  years  time,  in  the  course  of 
which  our  commerce  has  prospered  under  all  dis- 
advantages, and  in  the  last  of  which  our  revenue 
has  increased  by  nearly  two  millions  of  dollars. 
These  advantages  were  not  slight  or  contemptible ; 
but  a  more  important  acquisition  had  been  secured 
by  means  of  that  treaty.  It  has  been  instrumental 
in  correcting  our  unfriendly  prejudices  against 
one  nation,  and  our  blind  admiration  and  affection 
for  another.  It  has  restored  the  equilibrium  of 
sober  judgment.  It  has  given  scope  for  the  Amer- 
ican character  to  unfold  itself,  and  taught  us  the 
value  of  our  own  rights,  in  preference  to  those  of 
any  other  nation. 

Thirdly,  Spain.    He  believed  that  the  advanta- 

fes  secured  to  us  by  the  Spanish  Treaty  had  never 
een  doubted  or  denied.  It  bad  been  said  that,  for 
this  we  are  indebted  to  an  Envoy  Extraordinary, 
and  not  a  stationary  Minister;  but  who  can  say, 
that  the  talents  and  address  of  his  respectable 
friend  from  South  Carolina  (who  was  not  then  in 
his  place)  could  have  accomplished  this  object 
with  the  same  facility,  had  not  the  good  will  of 
the  Spanish  cabinet  been  conciliated  by  familiar 
discussions  of  the  controverted  points  with  our 
Minister  Resident  ?  Or  who  will  pretend  that  oar 
interest  does  not  require  us  to  preserve  the  benefi- 
cial relations  of  that  treaty,  at  the  expense  of  sap- 
porting  a  Minister  constantly  at  that  Court  ?  This 
is  now  contemplated  by  the  amendment,  as  new- 
modelled,  but  the  arguments  originally  applied 
against  this  establishment  in  common  with  others. 
Fourthly,  Portugal.  Lisbon  is  the  observatory 
from  which  we  must  watch  the  variable  aspects  of 
the  Barbary  Powers,  and  protect  our  increasing 
commerce  to  the  Mediterranean  ;  by  our  connex- 
ion with  that  country,  we  had  procured  the  advan- 
tage of  pacifying  those  Powers.   She  also  accord- 
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d  an  asylum  to  our  vessels  in  time  of  war  with 
hose  States,  and  not  unfrequently  the  protection 
»fa  convoy. 

Fifthly,  Prussia.  What  employment  can  we 
tave  for  a  Minister  ai  Berlin  ?  He  would  mention 
ome  of  the  useful  provisions  to  be  found  in  our 
reaty  with  Prussia — it  stipulates  to  grant  convoy 
n  certain  cases ;  it  contains  no  list  of  contraband 
rticles;  it  agrees  that  the  effects  of  our  merchants 
ying  in  that  country  shall  not  be  confiscated. 
Lnd  this  treaty,  in  common  with  the  treaty  with 
Iweden,  recognises  the  great  and  important  prin- 
iple  that  "  free  bottoms  make  free  goods,"  a  prin- 
iple  which  is  allowed  to  be  of  the  highest  import- 
ace  to  the  commerce  of  the  country,  and  the  de- 
elictioD  of  which  in  another  case,  had  drawn  forth 
be  heaviest  censures.  But  other  reasons. for  re- 
lewing  these  treaties  had  been  assigned  by  the 
'resident,  in  his  Message  at  the  last  session, 
rhich  he  considered  deserving  the  highest  atten- 
ion.  But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
jallatin)  had  asserted  that  this  Message  was  at 
ariance  with  the  Valedictory  Address  of  the  late 
'resident,  and,  to  prove  his  assertion,  he  had  gross- 
er perverted  the  meaning  of  the  Message.  The 
'resident  had  never  intimated  that  we  should  in- 
erfere  in  the  adjustment  of  the  political  balance 
if  Europe ;  but  that  caution  was  proper  to  pre- 
en t  our  being  thrown  into  the  scale  of  either  of 
he  Europeau  Powers.  A  sentiment  perfectly  in 
toison  with  the  whole  tenor  of  the  Address,  and 
vith  the  system  of  his  predecessor,  in  whose  time  ! 
he  grade  of  the  Minister  at  Lisbon  was  advanced, 
md  whose  advice  was,  that  in  extending  our 
omraercial  connexions,  we  should  beware  of  po- 
itical  compacts. 

•  It  is  for  the  public  to  decide  upon  the  motives 
if  that  gentleman,  in  attempting  to  prove  the  ex- 
stence  of  a  different  policy  under  the  late  and  pre- 
en t  Administration. 

The  same  gentleman  had  allowed  that  it  might 
e  necessary  to  maintain  Ministers  at  all  the 
Courts  with  which  we  have  commercial  treaties, 
mt  that  Consuls  are  adequate  to  all  purposes  in 
>ther  countries.  We  have  treaties  of  commerce, 
►r  of  friendship,  with  all  the  countries  to  which 
ve  have  sent  Ministers,  except  only  with  Russia. 
the  treaty  with  which  has  lately  expired,  ana 
>ught  to  be  renewed,)  and  Portugal,  where  the 
[entleman  himself  would  not  seriously  contend 
hat  a  CodsuI  would  be  competent  to  the  business, 
t  is  well  known  that  Consuls  are  intended  merely 
o  accommodate  private  disputes,  and  are  not  under 
he  protection  of  the  law  of  nations.  Whenever 
hey  receive  credentials  for  transacting  public  bu- 
ioess,  they  are  Ministers  and  not  Consuls. 

But,  sav  gentlemen,  Ministers  Resident,  or  Min- 
sters with  reduced  salaries,  will  be  adequate  to 
he  management  of  our  affairs  at  Lisbon  and  Ber- 
in.  He  wished  to  know  from  what  source  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  derived  this  informa- 
ion?  Did  he  correspond  with  the  Prince  of 
'eace,  or  the  Cardinals  or  grandees  of  those  coun- 
ries?  Or  did  he  acquire  his  knowledge  from  the 
captains  of  his  own  vessels  or  any  of  the  passen- 
gers?   He  wished,  at  least,  for  more  precise  infor- 


mation on  this  subject,  and  thought  the  change 
ought  not  to  be  made  upon  slight  suggestions,  or 
on  account  of  personal  prejudices  against  either  of 
the  persons  now  in  office ;  he  added  that  Ministers 
Resident  were  going  out  of  fashion.  Holland 
alone  gave  commissions  of  that  grade.  The  low- 
est diplomatic  rank  now  usual,  istbat  of  Ministers 
Plenipotentiary;  and  if  we  mean  to  preserve  any 
foreign  intercourse,  it  must  be  done  by  such  agents 
as  are  accredited  at  the  Courts  near  which  they 
reside,  who  can  have  ready  access  to  the  foun- 
tains of  power  in  those  countries,  and  be  placed 
on  a  footing  in  rank  and  consequence  with  their 
associates. 

The  project  of  totally  abolishing  our  foreign 
intercourse,  he  considered:  as  perfectly  chimerical, 
and  when  a  resolution  should  be  offered  to  that 
effect,  it  should  be  accompanied  by  a  proposal  to 
encompass  our  seaboard  by  a  magic  circle,  and  to 
build  a  Chinese  wall  on  our  frontier.  We  are  a 
member  of  the  great  family  of  nations,  and  our 
comfort  and  convenience  require,  no  less  than 
the  genius  of  our  people,  an  extensive  com- 
mercial intercourse  with  other  countries ;  and  this 
gives  rise  to  rights,  regulations,  and  controversies 
which  must  be  explained  and  adjusted  by  such 
Ministers  as,  by  the  customs  of  those  countries, 
have  a  claim  to  attention  and  respect.  It  has 
already  been  shown  that  our  Ministers  sent  for 
the  purposes  of  commerce,  and  of  acquiring  infor- 
mation, would  not  increase  our  political  connex- 
ions with  Europe;  but,  said  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  "  it  is  natural  for  man  to  act  in 
whatever  sphere  he  is  placed,  and  if  they  cannot 
do  good,  they  will  do  harm  ;"  Mr.  O.  believed  that 
this  principle  might  be  more  applicable  to  indi- 
viduals in  a  Legislature,  where  responsibility  was 
divided,  than  to  a  public  and  responsible  Min- 
ister. 

Mr.  O.  contended  that  this  view  of  the  question 
was  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  calm  and  dispassion- 
ate inquiries  of  those  who  limited  their  right  to 
interfere  with  this  power  of  the  Executive  to  cases 
of  actual  abuse.  It  would  be  satisfactory  to  say  to 
those,  point  out  the  abuse,  and  we  will  unite  with 
you  in  devising  a  remedy ;  and  where  they  failed 
to  do  this,  it  would  be  more  than  satisfactory  to 
assume  the  burden  of  proof,  and  demonstrate  that 
the  authority  has  been  exercised  for  the  public  ad- 
vantage. But  there  are  other  men  whose  enjoy- 
ment of  the  present  is  always  clouded  by  a  gloomy 
anticipation  of  the  future,  and  who  are  never  con- 
tented with  the  most  ample  measure  of  present 
liberty  and  security ;  but  brood  over  the  histories 
of  Kings  and  the  oppressions  of  arbitrary  power, 
until  their  imaginations  are  heated  by  day  ana 
their  visions  disturbed  by  night,  by  the  spectre  of 
tyranny  stalking  over  their  country :  "whence 
and  what  art  thou,  execrable  shape?"  is  the  ques- 
tion proposed  by  their  startled  fancy  to  every  pro- 
position and  measure  of  the  Executive.  This 
jealousy  is  uncomfortable  to  themselves,  and  in- 
convenient to  those  with  whom  they  are  called  to 
act,  but  it  is  sincere;  it  therefore  deserves  to  be 
reasoned  with,  to  be  pitied  and  forgiven.  There 
are  also  other  men,  much  less  innocent,  who  real- 
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ly  feel  no  such  jealousy,  but  who  expect  to  pro- 
mote their  views  by  an  apparently  noble  and  pa- 
triotic affectation  of  it.  These  are  the  exclusive 
guardians  of  the  public  welfare,  the  sentinels  who 
forewarn  us  of  future  danger,  the  political  quacks 
who  acknowledge  the  body  politic  to  be  in  perfect 
health,  but  at  the  same  time  foretell  its  untimely 
dissolution,  unless  they  are  permitted  to  surfeit  it 
with  their  nostrums,  and  to  bleed  and  blister  it 
into  long  life.  These  men  make  a  loud  outcry 
against  ail  influence  which  they  do  not  share,  and 
all  patronage  under  which  they  do  not  bask. 
Now,  between  these  two  descriptions,  these  over- 
heated believers  and  hypocritical  professors,  it  is 
extremely  difficult  to  distinguish.  They  utter 
their  lamentations  in  the  same  language,  and  they 
avail  themselves  of  the  same  occasions.  In  times 
of  alarm  and  danger,  when  the  public  mind  is 
agitated,  when  the  storm  approaches  and  men 
grow  anxious  for  the  safety  of  their  families  and 
their  country,  these  two  orders  of  men  are  ever 
found  to  talk  loudest  and  increase  the  exist- 
ing ferment.  He  had  no  doubt  that  some  men 
of  this  latter  description  had  insinuated  them- 
selves into  every  Legislature  but  the  present.  If 
he  supposed  that  any  of  them  were  in  that  House, 
he  should  deem  all  argument  lost  upon  them.  He 
should  merely  say  to  them,  "  Gentlemen,  go  on 
with  your  speeches ;  they  are  the  same  in  sub- 
stance that  were  made  two  thousand  years  ago. 
Show  me  a  well  assorted  library,  or  even  a  set  of 
the  Parliamentary  Debates,  and  I  will  find  you  an 
hundred  models  of  such  speeches.  They  are  the 
same  which  banished  from  Greece  her  best  and 
most  virtuous  citizens,  which  filled  Rome  with 

Inscriptions  and  bloodshed ;  which  excited  revo- 
utions  in  England,  and  turned  Paris  into  a  char- 
nel-house; which  have  done  some  mischief  in 
our  town  meetings  and  State-house  yards,  but 
which,  upon  the  sober  sense  and  cool  reflection  of 
the  American  people,  produce  no  impression  that 
is  deep  or  visible."  He  should  say  to  them,  "  you 
declaim  against  corruption,  and  profess  views  of 
alleviating  the  burdens  of  the  people — so  did  the 
tribunes  of  the  Roman  people  and  all  the  race  of 
reformers  from  their  times  to  the  present.  This 
was  the  language  of  Oliver  Cromwell,  who  was 
once  a  leader  of  a  feeble  minority ;  it  was  the 
language  of  Sidney,  whose  book  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  nas  read, and  who, after  writing 
the  fine  things  in  that  book,  has  left  an  equivocal 
character,  and  has  been  charged  by  the  pen  of  his- 
tory with  receiving  bribes  from  the  French.  It  is 
the  same  language  that  is  used  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons  by  Sheridan  and  Fox,  pos- 
sibly with  good  intentions ;  and  it  was  the  favorite 
theme  of  Marat  and  Robespierre,  in  the  French 
Convention,  who  certainly  had  tne  very  worst 
intentions.  Perhaps  your  meaning  is  perfectly 
honest ;  but  no  faith  is  due  to  professions ;  we 
must  adhere  to  the  old  standard  of  truth, '  by  their 
works  shall  ye  know  them.' " 

But,  upon  the  presumption,  that  there  are  some 
in  that  House  who  are  seriously  alarmed  upon  the 
subject  of  Executive  patronage,  and  who  pro- 
phesy future  danger  from  that  source,  he  begged 


leave  to  ask  for  a  precise  definition  of  the  mean- 
ing of  those  words.  Do  these  gentlemen  mean 
by  patronage,  the  right  vested  in  the  President  by 
the  Constitution  of  nominating  to  certain  offices  ? 
Surely  not;  for  this  would  be  an  insidious  re- 
proacn  upon  the  Constitution  itself.  Do  thev 
then  mean  the  natural  influence  acquired  by  a  fair 
exercise  of  that  power?  They  will  not  allow 
this  to  be  their  meaning ;  for  the  influence  to  a 
certain  extent  being  the  inevitable  consequence  of 
the  right,  an  objection  to  one  is  an  objection  to 
the  other,  and  both  again  are  objections  to  the 
Constitution.  The  only  obnoxious  meaning  which, 
in  his  view,  could  be  applied  to  Executive  patron- 
age, was  an  undue  influence  arising  from  an  im- 
proper and  unconstitutional  exercise  of  that  power, 
and  this  could  happen  but  in  two  modes,  either 
by  the  appointment  of  improper  characters,  or  by 
making  tne  appointments  too  numerous.  With 
respect  to  the  characters  of  the  persons  appointed; 
it  was  not  suggested  by  any  gentleman  that  the 
President,  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate,  had 
not  a  Constitutional  discretion ;  it  was  not  con- 
tended that  the  authority  of  the  House  extended 
to  that  point ;  no  person  had  vet  openly  avowed 
this  design  of  breaking  down  all  the  barriers  of  the 
Constitution,  of  opening  all  the  flood-gates  of  in- 
novation; if  any.  gentleman  would  hazard  such  a 
pretension,  he  must  be  prepared  to  order  the  Pre- 
sident and  Senate  to  take  their  seats  in  this 
House.  Had,  then,  the  appointments  been  too  nu- 
merous ?  He  had  attempted  to  show  that  our  con- 
nexion with  other  countries  required  them  all; 
but  if  he  had  failed  to  convince  gentlemen  of  this 
truth,  it  would  not  follow  that  the  Executive  was 
solely  culpable  on  this  score ;  for,  upon  their  prin- 
ciples, the  House  could  have  refused  an  appropria- 
tion in  the  first  instance,  and  they  were,  there- 
fore, self-convicted  as  accessaries  before  the  fact. 
Further,  the  amendment  would  not  diminish  the 
number,  or  the  patronage.  The  present  Minis- 
ters might,  indeed,  resign,  and  the  vacant  offices 
might  gain  over,  or  confirm  two  other  proselytes 
to  Administration. 

But  we  are  directed  to  take  precautions  against 
the  future  abuse  of  powers  that  are  at  present  used 
with  wisdom  and  moderation.  So,  then,  we  most 
do  evil  that  good  may  come  of  it.  This  may  be 
agreeable  to  the  modern  theories  of  political 
justice.  We  must,  also,  bind  our  successors,  and 
legislate  for  the  next  generation.  This  *was  not 
consonant  to  the  modern  theories  of  the  rights  of 
man.  Gentlemen  must  be  careful,  lest  their  fa- 
vorite authors  betray  them  into  contradictory 
theses.  Did  not  the  framers  of  the  Constitution 
foresee  that  all  its  powers  were  liable  to  abuse  ? 
Did  they  attempt  to  change  the  nature  of  the  hu- 
man passions?  No ;  they  were  content  to  furnish 
the  departments  with  checks  sufficient  to  preveat 
instant  danger,  and  to  remedy  actual  abuse  ;  bat 
tbey  never  intended  that  they  should  speculate 
beforehand  upon  the  mischief  which  they  might 
respectively  do  each  other.  To  anticipate  such 
cases,  was  to  amend  the  Constitution;  and  if  gen- 
tlemen could  be  indulged,  there  would  be  no  end 
to  the  passion  for  amendment,  every  seam  in  tke 
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institution  would  be  unripped,  every  ornament 
apped  off,  new  cloth  would  be  added  to  the  old 
arment,  and  the  rent  would  be  made  worse. 

Again,  said  Mr.  O.,  it  is  edifying  and  amusing 
d  remark  the  great  uneasiness  entertained  by 
entlemen  at  the  danger  of  the  Executive  power, 
nd  the  composure  with  which  they  regard  the 
owers  id  their  own  bands ;  it  was  another  proof 
f  the  control  of  prejudice  over  the  imagination. 
'he  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  according  to 
lie  humor  of  the  moment,  might  imagine  a  pe- 
iod  in  which  the  Executive  should  arrogate  all 
tie  powers  of  that  House,  and  make  treaties  and 
aise  armies  without  their  consent.  On  the  con- 
rary,  with  a  less  violent  effort  of  the  imagina- 
ion,  he  could  suppose,  that,  at  some  future  day, 
here  might  exist  within  the  walls  of  that  House 

furious  and  inveterate  party,  whose  ruling  pas* 
ion  should  be  an  invincible  hatred  of  a  wise  and ' 
irtuous  Administration ;  a  party  opposed  to  every 
aeasure  calculated  to  raise  the  drooping  honor  of 
heir  country  ;  a  party  infatuated  by  the  politics 
•f  another  nation,  and  indifferent  to  the  degrada- 
ion  of  their  own ;  a  party  forever  active  to  em- 
arrass  and  divide  the  people,  and  always  invent- 
og  .means  to  distract  the  public  councils,  and  to 
ever  the  Union.  ^But  as  there  was  room  for  im- 
igination,  there  might  be  some  for  hope ;  he  there- 
ore  invited  that  gentleman  to  hope  for,  and  to 
oin  in,  promoting  a  better  state  of  affairs ;  and  to 
dace  before  bis  view  the  picture  of  an  Adminis- 
ratioo  full  of  energy ;  a  Legislature  harmoniously 
Doying  within  its  appropriate  sphere;  looking  to 
heir  Government  with  confidence  and  affection  in 
rying  exigencies;  a  Government  organizing,  by 
irompt  and  vigorous  operations,  the  resources  of 
he  country  for  the  protection  of  its  liberties ;  be- 
oved  and  prosperous  at  home,  respected  and 
eared  abroad.  This  was  the  prospect  on  which 
ie  delighted  to  dwell  ;  this  was  the  nope  he  some- 
iraes  cherished  at  his  heart. 

Let  us,  said  he,  descend  from  the  regions  of 
magination,  and  reason  from  analogy  and  facts. 
Ie  believed  the  position  to  be  sound  and  tenable, 
bat  in  a  Government  constituted  like  ours,  the 
langer  of  an  unjust  assumption  of  power  was  on 
he  side  of  the  popular  branch,  and  did  not  arise 
rom  the  Executive — and  for  this  opinion,  he 
fould  submit  a  few  obvious  reasons.  In  the  first 
face,  a  House  of  Representatives  has  stronger 
nducements  to  extend  its  powers.  The  love  of 
wwer,  he  would  suppose  equal  in  all  men ;  and 
his  fondness  arises,  not  merely  from  the  pleasure 
»f  possessing  it,  but  from  the  satisfaction  of  dis- 
maying what  we  possess.  The  ordinary  busi- 
iess  of  legislation  is  a  remote  operation,  the  ex- 
ecution of  the  laws  is  a  direct  operation.  In  the 
alter,  the  hand  that  moves  is  more  visible,  more 
eared,  more  respected  ;  and  as  men  affect  power, 
»ot  only  for  the  sake  of  strength,  but  ostentation, 
i  House  of  Representatives  is  not  likely  to  be  in- 
ensible  to  this  charm.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
executive  possessing  this  advantage  under  the 
constitution,  has  no  motive  to  enlarge  the  bounds 
)f  his  authority. 

Again,  a  House  of  Representatives  would  gen- 
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erally  possess  a  greater  share  of  the  confidence  of 
the  people.  Its  members,  chosen  from  the  body  of 
the  people,  are  presumed  to  be  actuated  by  the 
same  feelings  and  interests  with  their  constitu- 
ents ;  and  in  doubtful  cases,  they  have  the  daily 
advantage  of  pleading  their  own  causes  before 
the  tribunal  of  the  public,  while  the  Executive 
is  heard  only  in  formal  messages  and  addresses. 
This  advantage  inspires  them,  in  the  third  place, 
with  greater  confidence  in  themselves,  and,  their 
responsibility  being  divided,  bold  pretensions  are 
advanced  by  individuals,  the  merits  of  which,  if 
successful,  they  claim  for  themselves,  while  the 
discredit  of  a  bad  experiment  is  divided  among 
their  companions.  One  other  reason  had  been 
often  mentioned,  to  which  he  would  slightly  allude, 
though  it  was  very  important  and  conclusive: 
the  greater  facility  of  extending  the  legislative 
power,  by  reason  of  its  general  and  comprehen- 
sive character.  The  power  of  the  popular  branch 
was,  in  this  respect,  like  a  river  whicn  sometimes 
overflows  and  sometimes  undermines  its  banks: 
while  that  of  the  Legislature  might  be  compared 
to  a  lake  whose  margin  was  denned,  and  which 
never  rose  above  a  certain  level. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  ven- 
tured an  assertion  repugnant  to  this  doctrine,  and 
bad  assigned  two  reasons  that  should  render  the 
popular  branch  le?s  able  to  usurp  an  excess  of 
power  than  the  Executive  department.  It  had 
not  the  esprit  de  corps ;  and  the  privilege  of  im- 
posing taxes  was  odious  in  its  nature.  He  utter- 
ly denied  the  fact,  that  no  esprit  de  corps  exist- 
ed in  such  bodies  as  that  House.  On  the  contra- 
ry, it  was  always  clear  and  undeniable.  Did  not 
that  spirit  exist  in  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  and  was  there  not  another  House  in  which 
a  party  was  seen  obedient  to  the  very  wink  of  its 
corporals  ?  There  was  not  more  weight  in  the 
other  objections ;  for  those  members  of  a  House 
of  Representatives  who  were  most  ambitious  of 
popularity  and  influence,  had  the  address  to  be 
in  a  minority  upon  all  questions  of  taxation,  and 
to  escape  the  odium  attached  to  the  imposition 
of  public  burdens. 

He  would  not  follow  gentlemen  who  had  pre- 
ceded him  in  their  illustration  of  this  doctrine, 
by  examples  taken  from  the  Republics  of  Greece 
and  Rome.  It  was  true,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  had  asserted,  that  no  great  resem- 
blance could  be  found  between  those  States  where 
the  principle  of  representation  was  unknown, 
and  a  representative  Government  constituted  like 
ours.  But  the  comparison  might  become  just, 
when  a  House  of  Representatives  should  engross 
the  whole  power  or  the  country.  Representa- 
tion was  the  greatest  improvement  in  the  science 
of  government,  when  modified  and  divided  into 
different  departments ;  but  he  could  see  no  dif- 
ference between  a  single  House  of  Representa- 
tives and'  the  Comitice  of  Rome,  or  the  popular 
assemblies  of  Athens,  except  as  the  former  would 
unite  greater  abilities  and  address,  faction  might 
seize  its  prey  with  greater  certainty. 

But  if  the  resemblance  did  not  hold  between 
ancient  and  modern  Republics,  there  was  still  1 
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between  our  Government  and  the  feudal  Govern- 
ment of  Europe.  He  would  however  quote  one 
or  two  examples  from  history,  which  he  thought 
applicable  to  this  position.  In  the  time  of 
Charles  the  First  of  England,  the  Parliament  con- 
ceived the  design  of  reducing  the  undue  influence 
of  the  Crown.  They  began  with  abolishing  the 
more  odious  and  oppressive  prerogatives ;  but  did 
they  content  themselves  with  a  wise  and  neces- 
sary reform  ?  No,  the  work  of  reformation  was 
taken  from  the  hands  of  those  who  began  it,  and 
was  prosecuted  by  one  set  of  fanatics  succeeding 
another,  until  the  constitution  was  subverted,  the 
monarch  was  brought  to  the  scaffold,  and  the 
Government  fell  first  into  the  hands  of  the  Parlia- 
ment, who  were  deprived  of  it  by  Cromwell ;  and 
after  the  people  had  groaned  for  years  under  the 
despotism  of  this  patriotic  and  republican  reform- 
er, they  called  in  their  young  king,  who  became 
more  arbitrary  than  his  father ;  and  so  disgusted 
were  all  ranks  of  men  with  the  abuses  of  usurpa- 
tion, that  though  some  concessions  favorable  to 
liberty  were  obtained  at  the  accession  of  the 
Prince  of  Orange,  yet  the  Crown  has  acquired  an 
influence  which  is  now  truly  overbearing;  but 
which  could  not,  perhaps,  be  reduced  with  safety 
to  the  country. 

But  why  do  we  refuse  to  go  for  instruction  to 
France  1  Is  it  from  motives  of  policy  that  we 
decline  to  moralize  upon  the  scenes  which  have 
happened  in  our  time  ?  Or  does  not  the  instance 
apply  ?  It  is  well  known,  that  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  first  National  Convention  consisted 
of  men  whose  intentions  were  very  distant  from 
a  destruction  of  the  regal  power.  They  intended 
to  limit  that  power  within  wholesome  bounds, 
and  to  reform  the  great  and  enormous  abuses  of 
the  old  Government.  They  attempted  to  frame 
a  constitution,  after  deciding  in  favor  of  a  legis- 
lature with  one  branch,  which  destroyed  the  hope 
and  possibility  of  a  constitution,  and  when*  the 
wretched  instrument  that  was  called  by  that  name 
was  produced,  and  the  only  good  feature  which 
it  contained  was,  the  negative  given  to  the  King ; 
the  legislative  body,  intoxicated  with  power,  and 
impelled  by  its  furious  leaders,  compelled  the 
monarch  to  renounce  it.  This  sacrifice  was  soon 
sealed  with  his  blood  ?  Popular  leaders  then  squab- 
bled for  the  supreme  power;  the  people  looked  on 
with  horror.  Robespierre  prevailed;  the  same 
Robespierre  who  had  so  often  ranted  against  cor- 
ruption and  waste  of  public  money.  I  draw  a  veil 
over  the  mournful,  well  known  scenes  that  followed. 
It  is  sufficient,  that  the  people,  flying  for  refuge 
from  anarchy  back  to  despotism,  have  permitted 
the  Executive  Directory  to  take  all  the  powers  of 
the  nation  into  their  hands,  to  hold  the  prize,  to 
command  the  Army,  and  to  dispose  of  the  lives 
of  the  citizens.  It  is,  therefore,  for  our  common 
interest,  to  extend  the  powers  of  the  House  with 
tile  greatest  caution,  otherwise  precedent  will  fol- 
low precedent,  one  innovation  will  lead  to  another, 
and  when  the  people  see  their  Executive  prostrate, 
they  may  come  in  to  his  protection,  and  furnish 
him  with  means  of  supporting  himself  that  would 
be  truly  formidable. 


Mr.  O.  observed  that  he  should  hare  attempted 
to  show  that  these  Legislative  encroachments  bad 
sometimes  happened  in  our  own  country ;  but  toe 
gentleman  from  New  Jersey  (Mr.  Imlay)  hid 
read  the  authority  on  which  he  meant  to  rely.  It 
was  Mr.  Jefferson's  Notes  on  Virginia.  He  would, 
however,  take  occasion  to  read  another  passage  to 
another  point.  When  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land (Mr.  Smith)  was  pleased  to  compliment  tie 
Virginia  members  with  the  puff  direct,  he  did  not 
know  but  that  some  invidious  reflections  had  been 
made  upon  that  State.  The  design,  however,  was 
understood  by  him,  when  he  perceived  that  a  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  (Mr.  T.  Claiborne)  by  a 
rider  annexed  to  his  written  speech,  returned  the 
compliment  to  the  people  of  Maryland.  Forhu 
part,  he  thought  it  hignly  improper  to  criminate 
the  designs  of  the  people  of  any  one  State.  He 
presumed  the  people  of  Virginia  were  like  other 
people^  and  with  some  of  their  Representatives  it 
was  his  pride  and  his  pleasure  to  think  and  to  act 
There  were  others  from  whom  he  differed  in  pol- 
itics, and  whose  measures  and  opinions  of  Gov- 
ernment he  believed  to  be  pernicious  and  unsound. 
But  for  them  he  found  an  apology  in  that  book. 
Mr.  O.  then  read  the  passage  in  Jefferson's  Notes, 
page  194,  where  it  is  hinted  that  the  Government 
of  Virginia  is  an  elective  despotism  ;  and  a  passage, 
page  195,  to  this  effect :  "  that  the  direction  of  the 
Executive  during  the  whole  time  of  their  session 
has  become  habitual  and  familiar."  It  was,  there- 
fore, natural  for  gentlemen  educated  in  those  hab- 
its of  dictating  to  their  Executive  upon  all  occa- 
sions to  form  erroneous  ideas  of  Government  and 
of  the  Federal  Constitution.  Mr.  Jefferson  has 
indeed  remarked,  in  the  same  book,  that  this  con- 
duct of  the  Legislature  of  Virginia  "  proceeded 
from  the  best  intentions,  and  that  they  were  misled 
by  art  and  Resign  in  others."  He  did  not  mean 
to  dispute  upon  the  subject  of  their  intentions,  but 
their  measures  he  could  never  approve. 

After  so  much  had  been  said  upon  the  subject 
of  Executive  patronage,  Mr.  O.  would  add  but  a 
few  observations.  The  patronage  of  the  Executive 
was  fairly  presumed  to  be  the  patronage  of  the 
people.  When  a  man,  after  rendering  the  most 
important  services  to  his  country  for  a  series  oi 
years,  is  elected  at  an  important  crisis  of  national 
affairs  to  the  high  office  of  President  of  these 
States,  his  political  opinions,  in  genenal^and  his 
sentiments  upon  the  existing  state  of  affiurs,  must 
have  been  known  to  the  people  by  whom  he  was 
elected.  It  must  also  have  been  foreseen  that  he 
would  pursue  such  a  system  of  administration,  aad 
by  the  aid  of  such  means  and  agents^  as  would  be 
best  calculated  to  give  efficacy  to  his  own  senti- 
ments and  system.  His  system,  therefore,  may  he 
considered  as  sanctioned  by  the  previous  assent 
of  the  majority  of  the  people.  His  Constitutional 
patronage  is  the  patronage  of  that  majority,  aad 
to  increase  that  majority,  by  all  fair  means,  is  tc 
increase  the  chance  of  public  tranquillity.  It  t? 
an  important  duty,  that  should  be  judiciously  ex- 
ercised, and  not  an  offence  to  be  disavowed. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  as  a  proof 
of  the  patronage  already  enjoyed  by  the  Execo- 
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tive,  had  exhibited  an  aggregate  amount  of  the 
salaries  of  the  public  officers  and  contractors  in  the 
United  States.  But  a  large  proportion  of  these 
officers  were  not  appointed  by  the  Executive,  nor 
did  they  feel  any  dependence  upon  him.  In  many 
instances  they  would  be  found  among  the  most 
zealous  opposers  of  his  measures,  and  enlisted  un- 
der the  banners  of  his  adversaries.  Numbers  of 
them,  appointed  by  the  heads  of  departments,  were 
unknown  to  the  President,  and  feeling  morally 
sure  of  retaining  their  offices,  except  in  cases  of 
gross  misbehaviour,  they  were  often  led,  by  the 
violence  of  opposition,  to  prepare  for  a  change  of 
men  and  measures,  and  to  be  more  solicitous  for 
the  favor  of  members  in  that  House,  who  might 
attempt  to  raise  or  diminish  their  salaries,  than  of 
the  Executive  himself. 

After  so  much  had  been  said  respecting  the  Con- 
stitutional right  of  the  House  to  refuse  an  appro- 
priation, Mr.  O.  observed  that  he  should  add  but  a 
lew  remarks.  To  prevent  confusion  on  this  sub- 
ject, it  might  be  well  to  state  the  points  in  which 
both  sides  of  the  House  were  agreed,  and  those  in 
which  they  dissented.  It  was  not  denied  that  the 
President  had  the  right  of  nominating  public 
Ministers;  nor  had  it  been  contended  that  the 
House  possessed  the  right  of  fixing  their  salaries ; 
the  doctrine  of  his  friends  was  merely  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Minister  imposed  a  moral  obliga- 
tion to  give  a  reasonable  salary,  and  that  being 
once  determined,  it  was  uojust  to  reduce  it  with- 
out the  best  reasons.  It  was  doubted  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  whether  the  office  of 
Minister  was  created  by  the  Constitution,  and 
whether  it  was  not  competent  for  this  House  to 
fix  the  destination  of  a  Minister,  and  it  was  as- 
serted by  him  that  in  all  cases  the  House  had  an 
authority  to  refuse  every  appropriation.  On  these 
last  points  they  were  at  issue.  To  explain  the 
reason  of  his  doubt  respecting  the  right  of  the  Pre- 
sident to  designate  the  Courts  to  which  the  Min- 
isters should  oe  sent,  that  gentleman  had  relied 
that  the  same  clause  in  the  Constitution  which 

fives  the  power  of  appointing  Ministers  to  the 
Executive,  also  gives  that  of  appointing  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  which  he  never  pretended 
to  exercise  until  the  number  of  Judges  had  been 
ascertained  by  law.  In  this  argument  he  hardly 
appeared  to  be  serious;  but  he  would  answer, 
that  the  same  Constitution  provides  that  "  a  Su- 

Cetne  Court  shall  be  established  by  law,"  and  it 
s  no  existence  until  created  by  law.  A  Court 
b  a  jurisdiction  committed  to  one  or  more  per- 
sons; the  jurisdiction  is  constituted  by  a  law, 
which  describes  the  number  of  persons  to  whom 
it  shall  be  committed ;  the  Executive  then  ap- 

5 pints  those  who  are  to  exercise  this  legal  juris- 
iction.  In  case  of  foreign  Ministers,  if  their  des- 
tination must  be  established  by  the  Legislature, 
the  objects  of  their  mission  must  also  be  under- 
stood and  ratified  by  the  same  authority,  or  it 
most  be  exercised  without  discretion;  and  the 
whole  power  of  negotiation  would  thus  be  attract- 
ed as  incident  to  the  other. 

It  was  further  urged  by  the  same  gentleman, 
that  in  all  cases  the  House  might  refuse  to  ap- 


propriate ;  otherwise  the  Executive  might  absorb 
all  the  powers  of  the  Legislature,  might  form  trea- 
ties of  alliance,  maintain  an  Army  and  Navy,  and 
expend  all  the  public  treasure. 

Let  us  consider,  on  the  other  hand,  the  conse- 
quence of  that  gentleman's  doctrine.  Every  ap- 
pointment made  by  the  Executive  becomes  a 
nullity,  unless  ratified  by  that  House ;  in  the  face 
of  the  Constitution  which  excludes  them,  and 
confines  this  duty  to  the  President,  with  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Senate. 

It  was  owing  to  the  apparent  contradictions 
arising  from  a  theoretical  view  of  Constitutions 
like  ours,  that  they  were  pronounced  to  be  im- 
practicable by  some  of  the  best  writers  of  antiqui- 
ty. And  these  abstract  questions  and  extreme 
cases  were  not  calculated  to  reconcile  the  minds 
of  our  citizens  to  our  excellent  form  of  Govern- 
ment. It  is  a  plain  and  conclusive  reply,  by 
which  all  such  objections  are  obviated,  that  the 
Constitution  is  not  predicated  upon  a  presumed 
abuse  of  power  by  any  department ;  but  on  the 
more  reasonable  confidence  that  each  will  perform 
its  doty  within  its  own  sphere  with  sincerity,  that 
division  of  sentiment  will  yield  to  reason  and  ex- 
planation, and  that  extreme  cases  are  not  likely 
to  happen. 

One  word  in  relation  to  the  motives  of  gentle- 
men, and  he  would  finish  his  observations,  which, 
be  was  admonished,  by  his  voice  and  feelings,  had 
been  too  much  extended.  Why,  said  gentlemen, 
do  you  charge  us  with  designs  to  subvert  the  Con- 
stitution ?  Have  we  not  our  share  of  wealth  and 
of  power?  He  was  not  one  of  those  who  had 
imputed  such  designs  to  gentlemen ;  nor  would 
he  pretend  to  say  whether  the  part  of  the  Union 
represented  by  those  gentlemen  was  rich  or  gen- 
erally involved  in  debt.  But  he  would  say.  that 
wealth  was  not  always  a  security  for  public  or 
private  virtue.  Was  not  the  Duke  of  Orleans 
rich  ?  Was  not  his  income  equal  to  the  revenue 
of  a  kingdom  ?  But  he  was  not  satisfied  with  his 
elevated  rank  or  princely  fortune;  he  conspired 
with  others,  men  high  in  station,  who  possessed 
both  riches  and  their  share  of  power,  and  promo- 
ted a  revolution,  which,  like  a  whirlwind,  swept 
them  off  into  swift  destruction.  It  is  not  easy  to 
discern,  and  therefore  not  always  necessary  to 
impeach,  the  motives  of  men.  When,  therefore, 
a  gentleman  exclaims,  we  want  no  revolution,  we 
wish  for  no  change,  we  wish  to  keep  things  quiet, 
he  was  not  authorized  to  dispute  the  assurance, 
and  say  it  was  not  true. 

But  when,  in  the  same  breath,  he  heard  insin- 
uations comparing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  Charles  I.,  and  the  mild  exercise  of  a 
Constitutional  power  to  the  odious  claim  of  ship- 
money j  in  that  reign ;  and  when  he  beard  further, 
the  opposition  to  the  present  bill  compared  to  an 
opposition  to  that  odious  measure,  he  would  not 
say  that  he  discredited  the  professions  of  gentle- 
men ;  Qod  only  knew  their  hearts,  hut  their  lan- 
guage was  full  of  danger. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had  conclu- 
ded with  an  invitation  to  his  friends  to  unite  with 
him  in  two  objects — in  preventing  the  increase  of 


1159 


HISTORY  OF  CONGRESS. 


H.  or  R.] 


Foreign  Intercourse. 


1160 

[March,  1796. 


foreign  influence,  and  in  diminishing  the  expen- 
diture of  the  public  money.  He  would  meet  that 
gentleman;  and,  if  he  and  his  friends  would  dis- 
cover a  real  disposition  to  join  in  measures  to  pre- 
vent the  increase  of  foreign  influence,  he  should 
almost  be  inclined  to  secure  that  advantage,  by 
consenting,  for  himself,  that  they  should  dispose 
of  the  money  upon  their  own  plans. 

When  Mr.  Otis  had  concluded, 

Mr.  Harper  rose. — It  was  my  wish  and  my 
hope,  Mr.  Chairman,  when  this  subject  was  again 
called  up,  some  days  ago,  after  an  intermission  of 
three  weeks  or  more,  that  we  should  at  length  be 
permitted  to  come  to  a  decision  without  further  de- 
Date,  on  a  question  which  had  so  lone  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  already,  perhaps, 
exhausted  the  patience  of  the  public.  I,  and  those 
with  whom  I  think  on  this  occasion,  were  willing, 
for  the  sake  of  an  early  decision,  to  pass  by,  unan- 
swered, many  things  which,  though  susceptible,  in 
our  opinion,  of  an  easy  refutation,  were  calculated 
to  make  an  impression  to  our  disadvantage.  We 
were  even  content  to  leave  unnoticed  the  violent 
philippic  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Nicholas,)  who  introduced  this  motion,  and  who, 
in  support  of  it,  has  allowed  himself  so  great  a 
latitude  of  invective  against  its  opposers  and  their 
adherents.  We,  therefore,  repeatedly  called  for 
the  question,  and  did  all  in  our  power  to  close  a 
debate  in  which  such  immoderate  use  had  already 
been  made  of  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 

But  it  did  not  seem  good  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin.)    He,  yesterday, 

{>ronounced  a  discourse  of  three  hours  and  a  half 
ong,  in  which  he  repeated  assertions  formerly  re- 
futed, and  made  them  the  ground  of  a  long  train 
of  reasoning;  and  advanced  many  new  positions 
equally  untenable,  but  equally  capable,  if  left  un- 
detected and  unexposed,  of  misleading  the  mind. 
These  assertions,  which  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania has  not  attempted  to  prove,  though  they 
are  the  ground-work  of  all  his  reasonings,  were 
advanced  with  a  boldness  which  nothing  but  a  be- 
lief that  he  was  to  remain  unanswered,  could 
have  produced.  His  speech,  when  prepared  in 
his  closet,  was  evidently  intended  for  a  concluding 
speech ;  and  hence  he  has  laid  down  positions 
which  he  knew  to  be  unfounded,  with  a  boldness 
whereof  even  he  himself  has  heretofore  exhibited 
no  example.  On  these  positions,  he  has  built  a 
gigantic  structure  of  argument  to  support  the  pre- 
sent motion ;  a  structure  which,  like  a  vast  edi- 
fice resting  on  loose  blocks,  must  fall  and  crumble 
in  the  dust,  as  soon  as  some  person  shall  take  the 
trouble  to  discover  and  knock  away  its  frail  and 
temporary  props. 

It  is  for  this  purpose,  that  I  now  rise  once  more 
to  trespass  on  the  indulgence  of  the  committee. 
The  loose  blocks  which  support  this  edifice  I  mean 
to  knock  away ;  an  operation  which  requires  nei- 
ther strength  nor  skill,  which  may  be  performed 
by  any  person  who  stands  near  enough  to  discover 
the  defect ;  and  then  it  will  be  seen  with  what 
speedy  ruin  a  structure  so  large,  and  appearing  so 
■olid,  when  viewed  from  a  distance,  will  tumble 
to  the  earth. 


Though  called  up,  however,  Mr.  Chairman,  by 
the  assertions  of  the  gentleman  from.  Pennsylva- 
nia, I  shall  not  confine  myself  wholly  to  them, 
but  shall  incidentally  notice  such  observations  of 
other  gentlemen  as  may  appear  reducible  to  toy 
head  of  argument  There  are  some  parts  of  the 
last  speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Nicholas,)  on  which,  though  they  appear  to  have 
no  necessary  connexion  with  the  subject,  I  cannot 
omit  to  make  some  animadversions.  Those  I  shall 
in  the  first  place,  submit  to  the  committee,  and 
then  proceed  to  other  and  more  important  parts  of 
the  discussion. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Nicholas,) 
perhaps,  foreseeing  that  ample  retribution  of  praise 
which  he  has  since  received,  employed  a  consid- 
erable part  of  his  last  speech  in  a  most  pompous 
panegyric  on  his  friend  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr. 
Gallatin.)  Had  he  stopped  here,  Mr.  Chairman; 
bad  he  contented  himself  with  extolling  the  vir- 
tues and  talents  of  his  friend  and  political  associ- 
ate, even  at  the  expense  of  every  body  else,  I 
should  have  been  disposed  to  pass  it  by  unnoticed. 
The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  no  doubt,  enter- 
tains this  exalted  opinion  of  his  friend  from  Penn- 
sylvania, and  I  should  never  deny  him  the  right, 
or  begrudge  him  the  pleasure  of  expressing  it ;  nor 
navel  any  disposition  to  detract  from  the  merit 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  or  diminish 
the  reputation  which  he  may  be  supposed  to  pos- 
sess. But  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  did  sot 
stop  here.  Not  content  with  extolling  bis  friend 
above  all  that  is  great  and  distinguished  in  the 
country,  he  went  on  to  impute  the  worst  of  mo- 
tives, the  most  base  and  contemptible  passions,  to 
those  who  do  not  partake  in  his  enthusiastic  ad- 
miration. He  told  us  that  frequent  attacks  were 
made,  in  this  House,  on  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, and  that  those  attacks,  proceeding  from 
envy  of  nis  superior  talents,  were  a  tacit  acknowl- 
edgment of  that  pre-eminence  of  ability,  which 
every  day's  debate  rendered  more  and  more  con- 
spicuous. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  might,  I  know,  be  excused 
from  taking  any  part  of  this  observation  to  myself 
personally  ;  for  it  will  be  remembered  that  I  have 
made  none  of  those  attacks  which  are  spoken  of 
on  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania.  Perhaps 
this  has  been  because  I  have,  tor  my  part,  never 
felt  that  superiority,  never  perceived  that  pre- 
eminence, from  which  the  attacks  are  supposed  to 
proceed.  That  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
nia has  merit  nobody  will  deny,  and  nobody  can 
be  less  disposed  to  deny  it  than  me  ;  but  I  confess 
that  I  have  never  observed  that  superiority  over 
many  other  members  of  this  House,  much  less 
over  all,  whereby  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
has  been  so  much  dazzled.  And  I  would  remind 
that  gentleman,  that  all  greatness  is  by  compari- 
son, and  that  the  comparison,  in  cases  of  this  kind, 
is  generally  made,  not  between  a  man  and  his  an- 
tagonists, but  between  him  and  his  associates. 
Even  a  rush-light  may  seem  a  resplendent  lumi- 
nary, when  compared  to  a  glow-worm ;  and  in  s 
dark  room,  the  smallest  spark  becomes  bright  and 
distinguished.    I  would  submit  it  to  the  gentle- 
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man  from  Virginia  whether  he  has  not  commit- 
ted some  mistake  of  this  kind.  Amidst  the  thick 
gloom  that  is  observed  to  rest  on  a  certain  descrip- 
tion of  persons,  a  certain  class  of  political  opinions 
in  this  country,  I  will  not  say  in  tins  House,  is  it  to 
be  wondered  at,  if  the  glimmerings  of  sense  and 
capacity  which  are  sometimes  emitted  from  that 
quarter  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
should  dazzle  the  eyes  of  his  associates?  But 
they  must  not  judge  of  the  eyes  of  the  commu- 
nity by  their  own  eyes,  nor  conclude  that  the 
brightness  of  the  sun  is  to  be  found  in  those  flash- 
es of  light  which,  undiscernable  amidst  the  full 
blaze  of  day,  are  indebted  for  all  their  apparent 
resplendency  to  the  blackness  of  that  night  from 
whose  bosom  they  are  sent  forth.  Let  me  advise 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  Mr.  Chairman,  to 
forbear  his  panegyrics.  They  produce  no  effect 
on  the  decision  ot  the  American  public,  before 
which  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  with 
his  associates,  and  his  opponents,  stands  to  be 
judged.  This  judgment  will  be  formed  on  better 
premises  than  the  panegyrics  or  the  invectives 
pronounced  in  this  House.  It  will  place  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  and  those  who  appear 
with  him  on  the  political  scene,  in  their  true  po- 
sitions ;  it  will  not  only  be  impartial,  but  final  and 
conclusive ;  and  to  it  all  of  us,  whatever  we  may 
think  or  say  of  ourselves,  or  of  each  other,  must 
implicitly  submit. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  having  paid  this 
large  tribute  of  flatter v  to  his  friend  from  Penn- 
sylvania, who,  to  do  him  justice,  has  not  been  un- 
mindful of  the  proper  retribution,  went  on  to  se- 
lect from  among  his  political  associates  another 
object  of  enthusiastic  adulation,  whom  he  has 
extolled  in  terms  still  more  extravagant,  and  with 
allusions  still  more  offensive.  I  mean,  sir,  the  late 
Minister  to  France  ;  and  as  I  shall  have  occasion 
to  make  some  observations,  of  no  very  startling 
nature,  on  the  conduct  of  that  gentleman,  I  beg 
leave  to  remark,  in  the  first  place,  that  for  any- 
thing which  I  may  say  here,  I  shall  not  claim  the 
protection  of  my  seat,  or  shelter  myself  under  its 
privileges. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  represented 
the  talents  and  accomplishments  of  this  person, 
the  late  Minister  to  France,  as  so  pre-eminently  su- 
perior, not  only  to  the  distinguished  character 
(General  Pinckney)  who  was  sent  to  succeed  him, 
but  to  every  other  character  in  this  country,  to  any 
person  who  might  have  been  sent,  his  qualifica- 
tions as  so  extraordinary,  his  services  as  so  great, 
and  his  conduct  as  so  exemplary,  that  his  recall 
could  be  considered  in  no  other  light,  than,  as  the 
act  of  an  assassin.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  has  declared  that  the  recall 
of  the  late  Minister  to  France,  was  the  act  of  an 
assassin.    And  who  is  this  assassin  ?    It  is  Wash- 

• 

mgton :  for  by  Washington,  this  Minister  was  re- 
called ;  and  for  this  exercise  of  his  Constitution- 
al powers  as  President,  he  is  branded  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  with  the  name  or  assassin. 
Mr.  Chairman,  were  I  to  jjive  way  to  the  feel- 
togs  which  naturally  arise  in  the  breast  of  an 
American,  at  hearing  the  epithet  assassin  affixed  to 


the  name  of  Washington,  I  should  apply  expres- 
sions to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  little  suitable 
to  the  dignity  of  this  place,  and  little  consonant 
with  the  respect  which  I  entertain  for  his  person- 
al character.  But  I  will  repress  them;  and  in- 
stead of  giving  vent  to  a  just  and  natural  indigna- 
tion, I  will  content  myself  with  repelling  this 
rude,  this  unlooked-for  attack  upon  the  administra- 
tion of  this  Government,  and  its  late  venerable  and 
illustrious  Chief. 

This  I  am  fortunately  enabled  to  do,  in  a  man- 
ner the  most  easy  and  complete;  for  the  late  Minis- 
ter to  France  has  written  a  book.  "  O  that  mine 
enemy  might  write  a  book  /"  was  the  affecting  ex- 
clamation of  a  virtuous  and  suffering  man  oi  old. 
unjustly  accused,  but  conscious  of  rectitude,  and 
wishing  ardently  for  an  opportunity  of  confound- 
ing his  accusers  out  of  their  own  mouths !  "  Oh 
that  mine  enemy  might  write  a  book  /"  ought  also 
to  be  the  exclamation  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment ;  which,  to  use  the  expression  of  its  late  il- 
lustrious Chief,  u  requires  nothing  but  a  knowledge 
of  the  truth  to  justify  its  measures,  and  cannot  but 
be  desirous  of  having  this  truth  frankly  and  fully 
displayed."  The  American  Government  has  been 
more  fortunate  than  Job.  His  enemies  wisely 
confined  themselves  to  the  strongholds  of  dark, 
vague,  and  general  abuse.  They  practised  the 
"  Ambiguas  in  vulgumspargere  voces19  of  the  poet, 
and  wisely  avoided  the  open  field  of  facts  ana 
specific  accusations.  But  not  so  the  late  Min- 
ister to  France.  Prompted  by  that  restless  vani- 
ty for  which  demagogues  of  an  inferior  order  are 
always  remarkable,  he  has  rashly  and  foolishly 
challenged  his  enemy  to  combat  on  the  open  plain 
of  dates  and  facts,  and  has  written  a  book.  In 
this  book  is  to  be  found  the  most  complete  justifi- 
cation of  the  Executive  for  his  recall,  in  every  re- 
spect, except  that  it  was  so  long  delayed ;  for  the 
most  singular  display  of  incapacity,  unfaithfulness 
and  presumption,  or  neglect  of  orders,  forgetful- 
ness  of  the  dignity,  rights,  and  interests  of  his  own 
country,  and  servile  devotedness  to  the  Govern- 
ment ot  the  country  to  which  he  was  sent,  that 
can  be  found  in  the  history  of  diplomacy.  By  this 
book,  it  appears  that  the  late  Minister  to  France 
took  every  occasion  of  thwarting  the  views  of  the 
Government  by  which  he  was  sent,  that  he  fore- 
bore  to  do  much  that  he  was  ordered,  and  did  much 
that  he  was  expressly  forbidden;  that  he,  in  all 
cases,  set  up  his  own  judgment  above  the  judge- 
ment of  his  Government;  that  he  assured  France, 
"that  this  country  was  ready  to  submit  to  any  vi- 
olation of  its  rights,  to  any  infractions  of  its  trea- 
ties which  she  might  think  fit  to  practise,  and 
that,  if  she  thought  these  violations  and  infractions 
advantageous  to  herself,  she  ought  to  persist  in 
them,  for  in  that  case,  we  should  not  only  submit, 
but  acquiesce  with  cheerfulness  and  pleasure:" 
that  he  made  a  direct  attempt  to  render  this  coun- 
try tributary  to  France,  in  order  to  gain  her  assist- 
ance for  accomplishing,  by  force,  objects  which 
our  Government  was  then  striving  to  accomplish, 
and  actually  did  accomplish,  by  amicable  nego- 
tiation :  that  he  did  everything,  in  his  power,  to 
involve  this  country  in  a  war  against  England, 
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Sursuant  to  the  wishes  and  policy  of  France,  and 
irectly  contrary,  not  only  to  what  he  knew  to  be 
the  desire  and  determination  of  our  Government, 
but  to  the  express  letter  of  bis  instructions.  All 
this,  Mr.  Chiarman,  appears  from  this  book ;  and 
it  is  but  a  small  part  of  the  catalogue  which 
might  be  presented.  The  book  lies  before  me ; 
its  disgusting  pages  I  will  not  open  to  the  House ; 
the  members,  no  doubt,  have  perused  it,  and  to 
their  own  recollection  I  refer  for  the  truth  of  all 
that  I  have  advanced.  The  late  Minister  to 
France  stands  self-convicted  of  everything  short 
of  selling  his  country  for  a  price.  Of  this  1  do  not 
accuse  him,  but  nothing  else,  which  his  incapacity 
permitted  him  to  do,  has  he  left  undone. 

And  this,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  man,  for  recall- 
ing whom  the  epithet  of  assassin  is  applied  to  the 
name  of  Washington ! 

[Mr.  Nicholas  explained,  by  saying,  that  he 
had  said  that  after  the  full  disclosure  of  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Monroe,  he  was  sorry  to  find  that 
gentlemen  thought  it  necessary  to  make  insinua- 
tions against  him  ;  but  that  .since  gentlemen  made 
it  necessary  to  give  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  declaring  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  publication  had  proved  that  it  was  in  the  pow- 
er of  the  Executive  to  have  preserved  peace  with 
France,  but  that  they  had  wantonly  thrown  it 
from  us.  He  had  said  that  he  was  convinced  that 
the  discovery  was  a  very  unpleasant  one  to  gen- 
tlemen who  had  advocated  certain  measures ;  but 
he  thought  it  could  not  be  condemned  after  the 
attacks  made  on  that  gentleman;  and  that  the 
effect  was  like  the  wounds  of  the  assassin,  who 
finds  his  enemy  unexpectedly  prepared.] 

I  do  not  think  (continued  Mr.  Harper)  that 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  made  the  matter 
better  by  his  explanation.  It  appears,  by  that  very 
explanation,  that  he  did  apply  the  term  assassin 
to  General  Washington  tor  having  recalled  the 
late  Minister  to  France;  a  term  which,  some  years 
ago,  surely  could  not  have  been  expected  ever  to 
be  applied  to  that  name  within  the  United  States, 
mucn  less  within  these  walls. 

I  must  beg  leave,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  conclude 
these  remarks  with  the  declaration  wherewith  I 
began  them,  that  I  do  not  intend  to  shelter  myself 
under  the  privileges  of  my  place  for  anything 
that  I  have  said  on  this  subject.  If  the  remarks 
which  I  have  made  on  his  friend  should  appear 
harsh  to  che  gentleman  from  Virginia,  let  him  re- 
collect that  he  himself  provoked  and  gave  occasion 
for  them,  by  declaring  that  General  Washington 
had  acted  the  part  of  an  assassin. 

Having  disposed,  Mr.  Chairman,  of  this  part  of 
the  subject,  I  will  next  advert  to  the  Constitu- 
tional ground  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania (Mr.  Gallatin.)  That  gentlemen  pre- 
faced his  observations  by  declaring  that  the 
amendment  under  consideration  went  no  further 
than  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  certain  Ministers 
Plenipotentiary  from  $9,000  to  $4,500 ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, he  forgot  his  tenet  before  he  arrived 
at  the  midale  of  his  speech,  for  he  soon  confessed 
that  the  object  of  the  amendment  was  to  restrain 
and  control  the  Executive  in  the  exercise  of  the 


power  of  appointing  foreign  Ministers,  which  is 
vested  in  it  by  the  Constitution ;  and,  having 
made  this  acknowledgment,  so  contradictory  to  his 
first  position,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
proceeded  to  show,  by  the  utmost  exertion  of  his 
powers,  that  it  was  right  and  proper  for  the  House 
thus  to  interfere,  thus  to  control  the  Executive, 
and  to  use  its  power  over  appropriations  for  ef- 
fecting that  purpose.  Indeed,  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  (Mr.  Nicholas,)  at  the  outset  of  the 
business,  expressly  stated  this  to  be  the  sole  ob- 
ject of  his  amendment.  With  a  candor  and 
openness  characteristic  of  his  usual  conduct  he 
avowed  that  his  object  was  not  to  save  money, 
but  to  restrict  the  President  in  the  exercise  of 
this  power.  He  told  us  that  the  diplomatic  corps 
had  been  improperly  increased ;  that  the  number 
of  Ministers  had  been  improperly  extended ;  that 
there  was  danger  of  a  further  extension,  whereby 
a  dangerous  Executive  influence  in  the  House 
was  likely  to  be  produced;  and  that  it  was  right 
for  the  House  to  interfere,  prevent  this  ex  tension, 
and  brine  back  the  establishment  to  its  original 
limits.  This  he  stated  to  be  the  object  of  his 
amendment.  Hence,  then,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
manifest,  not  only  from  the  arguments  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  but  from  the  express 
declaration  of  the  mover  ot  this  amendment  him- 
self, that  the  question  now  agitated  is  a  ques- 
tion of  power,  and  not  a  question  of  money.  It 
is  manifestly  not  a  question  to  know  whether  a 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  shall  have  this,  that,  or 
the  other  salary,  but  whether  this  House  shall  di- 
rect the  President  where  he  shall  appoint  Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary,  where  Ministers  Resident, 
and  where  no  Ministers  at  all.  The  question  goes 
this  whole  length ;  for  if  the  House  say,  as  the 
amendment  declares  it  can  and  ought,  that  no 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  is  necessary  at  Lisbon 
or  Berlin,  it  can  say,  with  the  same  propriety,  and 
on  the  same  principle,  that  no  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary is  necessary  at  London,  Paris,  or  Madrid, 
or  that  no  Minister  is  necessary  anywhere 

That  such  is  the  object  of  the  amendment,  that 
the  question  between  us  is  a  question  of  power, 
and  not  of  money,  is  further  evident  from  the 
mode  of  argument  whereby  the  amendment  is 
supported.  Gentlemen  do  not  pretend  that  nine 
thousand  dollars  is  too  much  for  a  Minister  Plen- 
ipotentiary at  Lisbon,  or  Berlin — on  that  ground 
we  should  cheerfully  meet  them,  and  agree  to  a 
reduction  of  the  salary,  if  it  should  appear  to  be 
too  high;  but  they  tell  us,  and  attempt  to  prove, 
that  there  is  no  need  of  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
at  Lisbon,  or  Berlin.  In  answer  we  allege,  that 
by  the  Constitution,  the  President  and  Senate  are 
solely  authorized  to  judge  where  Ministers  of  this, 
that,  or  the  other  grade  ought  to  be  employed,  and 
that  this  House  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  busi- 
ness but  to  fix  their  salaries,  which  it  is  bound  to 
do  in  a  suitable  manner.  This  gentlemen  deny ; 
and  thus  the  question  of  power,  the  sole  question 
which  has  been  agitated,  or  is  considered  of  any 
importance,  arises  between  us. 

I  say  "  the  only  question  which  is  considered  as 
important ;"  because  the  supporters  of  the  amend- 
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merit  have  laid  no  stress  whatsoever  on  the  ques- 
tion of  expense.    They  have,  on  the  contrary, 
shown  themselves  ready  to  abandon  it,  for  the 
sake  of  gaining  the  least  additional  chance  of  sup- 
port in  the  great  question,  the  question  of  power. 
This  is  manifest  from  the  motion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Maryland,  (Mr.  S.  Smith,)  which  was 
immediately  agreed  to  by  the  mover  of  the  amend- 
ment.   By  the  amendment,  as  first  proposed,  Min- 
isters Plenipotentiary  were  to  be  allowed  only  at 
London  and  Paris.    The  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land proposed  to  allow  one  at  Madrid  also,  because 
he  had  ooserved  that  the  impropriety  of  recalling 
our  Minister  from  that  Court  had  been  particu- 
larly insisted  on  by  some  who  opposed  the  amend- 
ment. The  gentleman  from  Virginia  immediately 
consented  to  modify  his  amendment,  so  as  to  locate 
a  Minister  Plenipotentiary  at  Madrid.  From  which 
it  would  appear  most  evidently,  if  we  did  not  know 
it  before,  that  gentlemen  care  not  how  many  Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary  there  are,  nor  how  much  money 
is  spent  in  maintaining  them,  provided  the  House 
of  Representatives  can  obtain  the  power  of  con- 
trolling and  directing  the  appointment.    It  is  to  ob- 
tain this  power,  and  not  to  save  public  money,  that 
gentlemen  struggle ;  and.  provided  the  principle 
can  but  be  established,  they  are  content  to  have 
as  many  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  as  anybody 
pleases ;  for  they  know  that  the  principle  may  be 
as  completely  established  in  the  case  of  one  Min- 
ister, as  by   turning  out  the  whole  diplomatic 
corps. 

And,  notwithstanding  all  this,  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gallatin)  tells  us  that 
this  is  merely  a  question  about  salaries,  a  question 
of  saving  nine  thousand  dollars,  and  wonders  how 
it  could  lead  to  a  controversy  about  the  Constitu- 
tional powers  of  the  President  and  the  House! 
This  proves  that  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
intended  his  speech  for  a  concluding  speech,  or 
that  he  entertains  a  most  contemptuous  opinion  of 
the  understanding  of  the  House. 

I  shall,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  consider  this 
amendment  as  having  for  its  object,  and  its  sole 
obiect,  too,  the  establishment  of  this  principle: 
"that  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  its  power 
over  appropriations,  has  a  right  to  control  and  di- 
rect the  Executive  in  the  appointment  of  foreign 
Ministers."  I  shall  treat  the  question  which  arises 
upon  this  amendment  as  a  question  of  power  be- 
tween this^House  and  the  President  and  Senate, 
and  I  shall  endeavor  to  show  that  the  amend- 
ment, if  carried,  would  be  a  direct  breach  of  the 
Constitution,  an  alarming  usurpation  by  this 
branch  on  the  Constitutional  powers  of  the  Exe- 
cutive Department. 

The  supporters  of  this  amendment,  avowing  its 
object  to  be  the  establishment  of  a  control  over 
the  appointment  of  foreign  Ministers,  contend  that 
this  House  have  a  right  to  exercise  that  control, 
and  rely  on  that  part  of  the  Constitution  which 
provides  that  "no  money  shall  be  issued  from  the 
Treasury  without  an  appropriation  by  law."  As 
this  House,  say  gentlemen,  must  concur  in  pass- 
ing all  laws,  it  follows  that  it  may  refuse  its  assent 
to  appropriations.     In  judging  whether.it  will 


give  or  refuse  this  assent,  it  must  be  guided  solely 
by  its  own  discretion,  by  its  own  opinion  about 
the  necessity  or  utility  of  the  object  for  which  an 
appropriation  is  wanted.  If  it  should  think  this 
object  unnecessary,  or  hurtful,  it  is  bound  in  duty 
to  withhold  the  appropriation.  Consequently,  it 
may  refuse  to  appropriate  for  a  Minister  to  Lis- 
bon, Berlin,  or  any  other  place,  if  it  should  think 
such  Minister,  though  appointed  by  the  President 
and  Senate,  unnecessary  or  injurious.  This  I 
take  to  be  a  fair  state  of  the  argument. 

But  gentlemen,  while  they  lay  such  stress  upon 
this  part  of  the  Constitution,  seem  entirely  to  for- 
get another  part — that  part  which  provides  that 
"the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  shall  appoint  foreign  Ministers 
and  Consuls."  It  will,  however,  be  admitted  that 
these  two  parts  of  the  Constitution  are  equally  au- 
thoritative, and  must  both  have  effect ;  that  the 
whole  instrument,  like  all  other  instruments,  must 
be  taken  together,  and  so  construed  that  none  of 
its  provisions  may  be  defeated  or  rendered  nuga- 
tory. These  two  powers,  therefore — the  power 
of  appointment  by  the  President  and  the  Senate, 
and  the  power  of  appropriation  in  the  House, 
must  be  reconciled  to  each  other — must  be  made 
to  act  as  mutual  helps,  not  as  mutual  obstructions. 
How  is  this  to  be  done?  Certainly  not  by  admit- 
ting the  doctrine  of  this  amendment,  which  would 
utterly  destroy  one  of  the  powers — would  give  the 
House  an  absolute  control  over  the  appointment 
of  Ministers,  and  reduce  the  President  and  Senate 
to  the  mere  power  of  making  a  nomination,  which 
the  House  might  refuse  or  agree  to,  according  to 
its  good  pleasure.  This  is  the  plain  and  necessary 
consequence  of  admitting  the  principle,  contended 
for  in  support  of  this  amendment,  that  the  House, 
when  called  on  to  appropriate  for  an  officer,  legal- 
ly appointed,  may,  in  the  first  place,  inquire  whe- 
ther the  appointment  is  necessary. 

Some  other  way  of  reconciling  these  powers 
must,  therefore,  be  found  out ;  and  which  is  it  ? 
We  contend.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  it  is  thus :  An 
office  must  first  be  authorized  by  law ;  for  nobody 
pretends  that  the  President  and  Senate  can  create 
offices.  When  the  office  is  thus  authorized,  the 
President  and  Senate  exercise  their  power  of  ap- 
pointment, and  fill  the  office.  The  House  of  Re- 
presentatives then  exercises  its  Constitutional 
power  over  appropriations,  by  providing  an  ade- 
quate compensation  for  the  officer.  In  the  exer- 
cise of  this  power,  they  cannot  inquire  whether 
the  office  was  necessary  or  not;  for  that  has 
already  been  determined  by  the  law  which  autho- 
rized it.  Neither  can  they  inquire  whether  the 
office  was  properly  filled ;  for  that  would  be  to  in- 
vade the  powers  of  the  President  and  Senate,  to 
whom,  by  the  Constitution,  the  right  of  choosing 
the  officer  is  exclusively  referred.  What,  then,  is 
their  power,  and  into  what  may  they  inquire? 
They  may  inquire  what  is  a  proper  and  adequate 
compensation  for  such  an  officer.  They  may  fix 
the  amount  of  his  salary ;  and,  in  fixing  it,  they 
must  be  guided  by  a  proper  discretion,  by  a  sense 
of  duty,  by  the  nature  of  the  office,  the  circum- 
stances or  the  country,  and  the  public  service. 
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Thus  the  Constitution  would  be  reconciled,  and 
each  department  would  act  within  its  proper 
sphere.  The  President  and  Senate  could  make 
no  appointment  till  the  office  should  be  authorized 
by  law,  consequently  there  would  be  no  danger  of 
atmse.  When  they  had  made  the  appointment, 
they  could  not  fix  the  amount  of  salary,  or  order 
the  money  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Treasury — ano- 
ther guaru  against  the  danger  of  abuse.  When 
the  appointment  should  be  duly  made,  the  House, 
on  the  other  hand,  would  be  bound  to  provide  an 
adequate  salary,  and  could  not,  by  refusing  it,  de- 
feat the  law  and  the  appointment,  because  they 
might  think  the  one  unnecessary,  or  the  other  un- 
wise, and  this  principle  would  be  a  guard  against 
any  abuse  of  the  powers  of  the  House,  would  pre- 
vent it  from  invading  the  province  of  the  other 
departments,  and  subverting  the  principles  of  the 
Constitution. 

Had  gentlemen  confined  themselves  within 
these  limits — had  they  carried  their  inquiries  no 
farther  than  to  the  adequacy  of  this  or  that  sala- 
ry— this  debate  would  never  have  existed.  We 
snould  have  met  them  on  the  ground  of  sufficien- 
cy of  salaries,  without  any  reference  to  Constitu- 
tional points,  or  contention  about  Constitutional 
powers.  But  this  was  not  their  conduct.  They 
expressly  declared,  not  that  the  salaries  were  too 
high,  and  ought  to  be  reduced,  but  that  the  ap- 
pointments themselves  were  unnecessary,  and 
ought  to  be  abridged ;  and  thus  they  drove  us  into 
the  Constitutional  question,  and  compelled  us  to 
defend  the  Executive  powers  against  their  attacks 
in  this  House. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  is  the  House  always  bound 
to  appropriate?  If  the  President  should  appoint 
an  hundred  Ministers  Plenipotentiary,  must  the 
House,  without  inquiry,  give  money  to  support 
them  all  ?  What  guard  would  there  then  be,  they 
exclaim,  against  an  enormous  and  abusive  exten- 
sion of  the  diplomatic  establishment  ? 

To  this  I  answer,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  first 
place,  that  we  have  a  security  in  the  responsibility 
of  the  President.  He  is  elected  by  the  people,  and 
elected  every  four  years.  All  these  appointments, 
though  sanctioned  by  the  Senate,  must  originate 
with  him,  and  therefore  he  is  particularly,  and 
almost  solely,  responsible.  His  character  is  at 
stake.  He  is  a  single  actor  on  a  most  conspicuous 
theatre,  and  all  eyes  are  upon  him.  He  is  watched 
with  all  the  jealousy  which,  in  this  country  parti- 
cularly, is  entertained  of  Executive  power.  He 
is  watched  by  the  gentlemen  themselves  who  sup- 
port this  amendment,  and  who  are  sufficiently 
prone  to  find  fault. with  him  and  abuse  him,  even 
when  he  acts  properly.  This  he  well  knows,  and 
consequently  will  take  care  to  do  nothing  which 
may  strengthen  their  hands  by  giving  them  ground 
for  censure.  Should  he  act  improperly,  make 
foolish  or  unnecessary  appointments,  he  must  dis- 
gust his  friends  and  supporters,  forfeit  the  public 
esteem,  and  lose  his  election.  He  may  be  even 
turned  out  by  impeachment  before  the  time  for 
a  new  election  arrives.  These,  I  apprehend,  are 
sufficient  securities  against  wanton  misconduct. 

I  answer,  in  the  next  place,  that  if  the  President 


should  think  fit  to  abuse  his  powers,  it  is  his  own 
concern,  and  no  business  of  this  House,  nolos 
indeed,  we  choose  to  impeach  him.  We  are  seal 
here  by  the  people  to  exercise  our  own  powers, 
and  not  to  watch  over  the  President,  who  equally 
with  us  derives  his  powers  from  the  people,  and 
is  amenable  to  them  and  not  to  this  House  for  the 
exercise  of  those  powers.  We  may,  indeed,  is 
individuals,  censure  his  conduct,  as  we  may  that 
of  any  member  on  this  floor,  and  endeavor  to  pre- 
vent the  people  from  re-electing  him ;  but,  as  a 
body,  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  him  or  his  con- 
duct but  impeach  him.  If  he  proposes  measures 
to  us  which  we  do  not  approve,  we  may  reject 
them,  in  the  same  manner  as  he  may  reject  bills 
whicn  we  send  up  to  him  ;  but  we  have  no  more 
right  to  prevent  him,  either  directly  or  indirectly, 
from  making  such  appointments  as  he  pleases 
than  he  has  to  prevent  us  from  passing  suchrotes 
or  resolutions  as  we  please.  The  interference  in 
one  case  is  equally  unconstitutional  with  the  other. 
It  has,  indeed j  become  fashionable  with  some  gen- 
tlemen on  this  floor,  to  consider  this  House  as 
"  the  people,"  and  to  speak  and  act  as  if  the  people 
had  delegated  to  us  their  general  superintending 
power  over  the  other  departments ;  but  this  doc- 
trine  is  unknown  to  the  Constitution,  to  the  utter 
subversion  of  which  it  directly  leads.  It  directly 
leads  to  that  concentration  of  powers  in  one  popu- 
lar body,  which  it  was  the  main  object  of  the 
Constitution  to  prevent,  and  which  it  was  and  is 
the  main  object  of  those  gentlemen  to  introduce; 
that  concentration  whereto  this  amendment  is 
considered  and  intended,  by  its  supporters,  as  an 
introductory  step. 

I  answer,  in  the  last  place,  Mr.  Chairman,  that 
if  the  President  should  appoint  an  hundred  Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary,  or  commit  any  other  such 
wanton  and  foolish  abuse  of  his  power,  it  would 
be  an  extreme  case,  which  would  speak  for  itself, 
and  dictate  the  line  of  conduct  which  this  House 
and  the  country  ought  to  pursue.  But  we  never 
can  legislate  on  extreme  cases.  They  must  be 
left  to  suggest  and  provide  their  own  remedies 
when  they  occur.  Suppose  two-thirds  of  both 
Houses,  under  the  influence  of  some  unaccounta- 
ble madness,  should  pass  a  law,  in  spite  of  the 
President,  for  building  fifty  ships  of  the  line,  to  be 
given  to  France  in  order  to  augment  her  Nary, 
or  for  any  other  violent  purpose,  how  ought  the 
President  and  the  country  to  act  ?  I  do  not  know; 
these  would  be  extreme  cases,  and  they  would 
carry  their  own  evidence  and  the  indication  of 
their  own  remedies  with  them.  We  may  as  well 
suppose  extreme  cases  of  one  kind  as  of  another, 
and  however  our  own  self-love  may  induce  us  to 
think  that  there  is  less  danger  from  us  than  from 
the  President  and  Senate,  and  that  power,  however 
dangerous  in  their  hands,  is  perfectly  safe  as  soon 
as  it  comes  into  ours,  the  Constitution,  and  the 
framers  of  it,  judged  otherwise,  and  they  judged 
rightly.  It  is  infinitely  more  dangerous  in  our 
hands  when  uncontrolled,  because  we  have  less 
personal  responsibility,  and  are  far  more  liable  to 
the  influence  of  passion.  When,  therefore,  these 
extreme*  cases  occur,  we  will  act  accordingly,  and 
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bould  they  obviously  require  the  breach  of  a  law, 
tie  necessity  will  be  universally  felt  and  acknow- 
;d<red,  and  we  must  break  it.  All  that  I  contend 
3r  is,  that  the  present  is  not  an  extreme  case,  and 
bat  these  appointments  being  authorized  by  law, 
law  must  be  broken  before  we  can  defeat  the 
ppointments,  according  to  the  avowed  object  of 
his  amendment.  I  contend  that  when  we  under- 
ake  to  defeat  these  appointments  we  must  con- 
ider  them  as  authorized  by  Jaw,  is  much  as  the 
ippointment  of  a  Judge  or  a  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  and  must  inquire  whether  the  motives 
ire  sufficiently  urgent,  the  case  sufficiently  ex- 
reme,  to  induce  the  necessity  of  breaking  a  law. 
This  is  denied  by  gentlemen  wbo  support  the 
amendment.  They  contend  that  these  appoint- 
ments of  foreign  Ministers  are  not  to  be  consi- 
dered as  completely  authorized  by  law,  and  con- 
sequently that  the  House  may  witnhold  the  appro- 
priation without  breaking  any  law.  This  is  the 
very  point  in  dispute,  and  to  this  point  I  shall 
direct  such  remaining  observations  as  seem  neces- 
sary to  be  made  on  the  Constitutional  question. 

The  question  then  is,  Mr.  Chairman,  from  what 
source  is  the  office  of  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  or 
any  other  foreign  Minister  derived  ?  The  officer, 
we  well  know,  must  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent and  Senate ;  but  the  office  and  the  officer  are 
distinct  things;  and  before  an  officer  can  be  ap- 
pointed an  office  must  exist,  unless  gentlemen  are 
disposed  to  admit,  what  I  certainly  am  not,  that 
the  President  and  Senate  can  create  offices.  The- 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Gallatin,) 
well  aware  that  if  the  office  of  foreign  Minister 
could  be  considered  as  legally  existing  previous 
to  the  appointment  by  the  President  and  Senate, 
and  independently  of  it,  the  conclusion  that  we 
contend  for  woula  irresistibly  follow,  has  denied 
this  position  ;  has  denied  that  the  office  of  foreign 
Minister  becomes  a  complete  and  legal  office. as 
soon  as  the  officer  is  appointed  by  the  President 
and  Senate. 

[Mr.  Gallatin  explained.  He  had  asserted, 
he  said,  the  very  contrary  j  and  had  admitted, 
though  he  considered  it  as  a  disputable  point,  that 
the  office  was  like  that  of  a  Judge,  and  became 
complete  on  the  appointment  by  the  President. 
But  he  had  denied  that  the  House  was  bound  to 
appropriate  for  the  officer.] 

Mr.  Harper  continued.  I  know,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, what  the  gentleman  denied  and  what  he  ad- 
mitted ;  and  it  appears,  by  his  explanation,  that  I 
was  right  in  my  nrst  statement.  The  gentleman 
contended,  and  that  was  the  leading  point  in  his 
argument,  that  the  office  of  foreign  Minister  was 
derived  from  the  appointment  of  the  President; 
and  why  did  he  contend  for  this  ?  Because  he 
knows  that  the  President  cannot  erect  offices; 
and,  consequently,  if  the  office  of  foreign  Minister 
had  no  other  origin  than  the  appointment  of  the 
President,  it  could  not  be  considered  as  a  legally 
existing  and  complete  office  until  this  House  had 
concurred  in  it.  This  was  the  scope  and  object 
of  the  gentleman's  argument,  and  hence  his  soli- 
citude to  establish  the  position,  that  the  office  of 
foreign  Minister  originates  in  the  appointment  of 


the  President.  He  said,  indeed,  that  he  would 
admit  these  offices  to  be  analogous  to  those  of 
judges;  but  be  immediately  denied  it  again,  by 
denying  that  the  House  was  bound  by  any  law  to 
appropriate  for  these  offices,  as  they  evidently  are 
forjudges;  and  in  denying  this  he  denied  every- 
thing. The  gentleman  admitted  in  form  but  de- 
nied in  substance,  and  contended  for  principles 
directly  at  war  with  his  seeming  admission. 
These  are  complete  offices,  according  to  the  gen- 
tleman, but  they  were  derived  from  no  legal  au- 
thority,  nor  is  the  House  bound  by  any  law  to  ap- 
propriate for  their  support.  That  is,  they  are 
legal  and  they  are  not  legal ;  they  are  offices  and 
they  are  not  offices ;  and  that  is  the  amount  of  the 
gentleman's  admission  and  of  his  explanation. 
Thus  he  told  the  House,  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  he  did  not  dispute  the  power  of  the  President 
and  Senate  to  make  treaties ;  he  only  contended 
that  those  treaties,  when  made,  were  not  binding 
till  the  House  had  concurred  in  them  by  granting 
appropriations :  in  other  words,  that  the  President 
and  Senate  could  make  treaties,  which,  however, 
though  made,  were  in  fact  not  treaties  till  ratified 
by  the  House;  that  is,  that  there  might  be  treaties, 
which  were  not  treaties.  This  was  the  substance 
and  amount  of  that  gentleman's  reasoning  on  a 
former  occasion;  and  it  exceedingly  resembles 
his  present  argument,  as  just  now  explained  by 
himself. 

The  question,  therefore,  between  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  and  us,  is  whether  the  office  of 
foreign  Minister  be  derived  from  the  appointment 
of  the  President  and  Senate,  concurred  in  by  this 
House;  or  whether  it  must  oe  traced  to  a  higher 
origin,  and  considered  as  completely  existing  be- 
fore the  appointment  takes  place,  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  office  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
or  of  State,  which  completely  existed  as  soon  as 
the  law  was  passed  establishing  those  depart- 
ments, and  before  any  officer  was  appointed? 
We  contend  for  the  latter  doctrine,  and  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  for  the  former.  If  he 
be  right,  it  follows  that  the  appointment  is  incom- 
plete until  this  House  gives  its  sanction;  for  we 
well  know  that  the  President  and  Senate  cannot 
of  themselves  create  an  office.  If  we  be  right,  it 
follows  that  as  soon  as  an  appointment  is  made  to 
fill  this  office,  this  House  is  legally  bound  to  sup- 
ply an  adequate  salary,  in  the  same  manner  as  for 
any  other  office  created  by  law. 

There  are  two  modes.  Mr.  Chairman,  by  which 
an  office  may  exist ;  either  by  law,  or  by  tie  Con- 
stitution; and  from  one  or  the  other  of  these 
sources  the  office  of  foreign  Minister  must  be  de- 
rived. It  is  not  derived  from  the  Constitution, 
like  the  office  of  President.  Vice  President,  or 
Speaker  of  the  House:  for  the  Constitution  speaks 
or  it  as  already  in  existence.  The  Constitution 
does  not  say  there  shall  be  foreign  Ministers,  and 
then  go  on  to  direct  how  they  shall  be  appointed, 
as  in  the  case  of  President ?  but,  considering  the 
office  as  already  existing,  it  merely  directs  how  it 
shall  be  filled.  "  The  President  (it  says)  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  shall 
appoint  foreign  Ministers  and  Consuls."    Unless, 


1171 


HISTORY  OP  CONGRESS. 


1172 


H.  op  R.] 


Foreign  Intercourse. 


[March,  1796. 


then,  gentlemen  are  disposed  to  deny  that  there 
were  foreign  Ministers  previous  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, they  cannot  contend  that  the  office  of  foreign 
Minister  is  derived  from  the  Constitution".  It 
must,  therefore,  be  derived  from  the  law. 

But  from  what  law?  Not  from  any  act  of 
Congress;  for  we  know  there  is  no  such  act. 
Congress  has  never  done  anything  more  than  to 
fix  salaries  for  foreign  Ministers,  and  vote  money 
to  pay  them ;  and  besides,  the  Constitution,  which 
is  previous  to  all  acts  of  Congress,  recognises  the 
office  of  foreign  Minister  as  already  existing,  and 
directs  in  what  manner  the  appointments  to  fill 
it  shall  be  made.  From  what  law,  then,  is  this 
office  derived?  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  derived  from 
the  law  of  nations. 

In  every  civilized  state  there  are  two  sorts  of 
law,  derived  from  two  distinct  sources ;  the  mu- 
nicipal law  and  the  law  of  nations.  The  law  of 
nations,  deriving  its  origin  and  its  force  from  the 
consent  of  nations  themselves,  mutually  given  to 
each  other,  is  independent  of  their  municipal  laws. 
which  have  relation  to  their  own  internal  affairs, 
and  depend  upon  the  acts  of  their  respective  Gov- 
eraments.  The  municipal  laws  of  the  United 
States  consist  in  our  acts  of  Congress,  and  are  de- 
rived from  the  authority  given  by  the  Constitu- 
tion. The  law  of  nations,  as  it  respects  us,  has  a 
higher  origin,  and  became  binding  on  us  from  the 
moment  when  we  erected  ourselves  into  an  inde- 
pendent State,  and  entered  into  the  pale  of  civilized 
nations.  We  then  gave  our  consent  to  that  law, 
when  we  began  to  send  and  receive  Ambassadors 
and  to  form  treaties  with  other  Powers.  This 
law,  then,  became  binding  on  us  by  our  own  con- 
sent and  our  own  acts ;  and  this  law  establishes 
the  office,  regulates  the  duties,  and  defines  the  pri- 
vileges of  foreign  Ministers.  That  office,  conse- 
quently, was  established  among  us  as  soon  as  we 
submitted  ourselves  to  the  law  of  nations.  Ac- 
cordingly we  had  foreign  Ministers  before  we  had 
a  President,  before  we  had  a  Congress,  and  before 
we  had  a  Constitution.  Even  before  the  first  ar- 
ticles of  Confederation  were  entered  into,  we  con- 
sidered this  office  as  existing;  for  those  articles  do 
not  establish  the  office,  but  merely  declare  how  it 
shall  be  filled,  by  whom  foreign  Ministers  shall  be 
tent,  by  whom  they  shall  be  appointed. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  indeed,  has 
told  us  tnat  the  office  of  foreign  Minister  originated 
in  the  appointment  of  the  President  and  Senate.  But 
where  did  that  gentleman  learn  that  the  President 
and  Senate  can  create  or  originate  offices  ?  He  has 
said  that  the  office  becomes  complete  when  sanc- 
tioned by  an  appropriation  in  this  House.  But  all 
offices,  not  existing  by  the  Constitution,  must  be 
created  by  law ;  and  where  did  he  learn  that  this 
House  could  concur  in  a  law  by  any  other  means 
than  by  having  a  bill  before  them  and  passing  it 
with  the  usualforms?  Where  did  he  learn  that 
this  House  could,  in  this  indirect  way,  by  voting 
a  sum  of  money,  legalize  an  act  not  otherwise 
legal,  and  give  the  force  of  a  law  to  what  other- 
wise would  not  be  a  law  ?  The  gentleman  has 
neither  learned  this  in  the  Constitution,  nor  in  the 
proceedings  of  the  House ;  but  though  we  know 


not  where  he  learned  it,  we  are  well  apprized  of 
the  purpose  for  which  he  introduced  it  here.  That 
purpose  I  have  already  explained. 

It  being  manifest,  then,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
office  of  foreign  Minister  is  established  by  the  law 
of  nations,  it  only  remains  to  inquire  whether  that 
law  is  complete  and  binding.  Can  there  be  a 
doubt  that  it  is  so,  within  its  proper  sphere  ?  Do 
not  our  Courts  of  Justice  acknowledge  its  exist- 
ence, and  yield  to  its  authority  as  to  ail  objects  on 
which  it  is  calculated  to  act  ?  Is  any  aid  required 
from  acts  of  Congress  or  other  municipal  laws,  in 
order  to  give  it  efficacy  ?  Certainly  not.  These 
two  kinds  of  law,  the  law  of  nations,  and  the  mu- 
nicipal law,  are  each  supreme  in  their  respective 
spheres.  They  operate,  indeed,  upon  different  ob- 
jects, and  are  executed  in  different  modes ;  but 
each  is  complete  in  its  operation.  From  hence  it 
results  that  an  office  existing  by  the  law  of  na- 
tions, has  an  existence  as  completely  legal  as  one 
which  exists  by  act  of  Congress ;  that  the  office 
of  foreign  Minister  is  as  much  a  legal  office,  exists 
as  much  by  the  laws  of  this  country,  as  the  office 
of  Chief  Justice,  or  Secretary  of  State ;  and  that 
when  one  of  these  offices  is  filled  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  President  and  Senate,  the  House  is 
under  as  complete  a  legal  obligation  to  provide  aa 
adequate  salary  for  it  as  for  the  other.  This  House 
can  no  more  say  this,  that,  or  the  other  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  is  unnecessary,  and  we  will  not 
provide  fjpr  him,  than  it  can  say  a  Chief  Justice  or 
a  Secretary  of  State  is  unnecessary,  and  we  will 
not  provide  for  him.  It  would  as  much  be  guilty 
of  a  violation  of  law  in  one  case  as  in  the  other. 

But.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  these  conclusions  and  the 
premises  whereon  they  are  founded  should  be  er- 
roneous, if  the  doctrines  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  should  be  correct,  still  this  amend- 
ment cannot  be  supported.  It  is  in  direct  contra- 
diction with  the  principles  whereon  its  supporters 
rely,  and  is  refuted  by  the  very  arguments  addu- 
ced to  defend  it. 

What  is  the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  ?  That  the  office  of  foreign  Minis- 
ter originates  with  the  appointment  of  the  Presi- 
dent, and  becomes  completely  established  when 
this  House  has  sanctioned  it  t>y  an  appropriation. 
I  state  this  to  be  his  doctrine,  though  he  did  not 
lay  it  down  in  these  express  words.  This  is  the 
substance,  for  otherwise  he  must  admit,  in  direct 
contradiction  to  his  whole  argument  that  the  of- 
fice not  only  originates,  as  he  says,  but  also  be- 
comes complete,  by  the  appointment  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  Senate :  in  other  words,  that  the  Presi- 
dent and  Senate  can  create  offices.  When  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  therefore,  told  us 
that,  although  the  office  of  foreign  Minister  origi- 
nates with  the  appointment  of  the  President  and 
Senate,  yet  the  House  is  not  bound  to  appropriate 
a  proper  salary,  as  he  admits  it  to  be  bound  in 
case  of  an  office  erected  by  law — the  office  of 
Chief  Justice,  for  instance — he  told  us,  in  substance, 
that  this  office,  though  originating  with  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  President  and  Senate,  remained 
tnchoate,  did  not  become  a  complete  and  legal  of- 
fice, till  sanctioned  by  an  appropriation  in  this 
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louse.  This,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  true  doctrine 
if  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania ;  and  it  is 
precisely  analogous  to  his  doctrine  of  inchoate 
reaties,  about  which  we  heard  so  much  on  a  for- 
ner  occasion.  His  doctrine  about  treaties  was 
his :  that  a  treaty,  though  made  by  the  President 
ud  Senate,  is  but  an  inchoate  act,  till  completed  by 
he  assent  and  sanction  of  this  House.  The  House, 
ic  said,  was  in  nowise  bound  to  give  this  assent ; 
Kit  when  it  should  be  given,  the  treaty  would 
hen  become  complete.  Accordingly,  after  this 
louse  had  assented  to  the  British  Treaty,  by  pass- 
ng  an  appropriation  for  carrying  it  into  effect  the 
gentleman  told  us  that  the  treaty  was  complete, 
nd  had  become  as  much  the  act  of  this  House 
is  of  the  President  and  Senate.  This  position  he 
as  repeated  more  than  once ;  and  in  the  debates 
m  the  President's  Speech,  during  the  Summer  ses- 
ion.  he  laid  it  down  in  the  most  emphatic  manner. 
!  presume,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  an  "  inchoate  of- 
ice"  is  like  an  inchoate  treaty,  and  may  become 
ttrfect  in  the  same  manner.  The  gentleman  ad- 
nits,  nay  contends,  that  what  he  calls  an  inchoate 
reaty,  becomes  perfect  and  binding,  to  all  intents 
ind  purposes,  on  this  House  and  everybody  else, 
is  soon  as  the  House  gives  it  its  sanction  by  an 
tppropriation.  Hence  it  irresistibly  follows  that 
his  inchoate  office  of  foreign  Minister — this  office 
originating,  according  to  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  in  the  appointment  of  the  President 
ind  Senate,  but  not  binding  on  the  IJouse,  and 
herefore  not  complete — must  become  complete 
ind  binding  from  the  moment  when  it  receives 
he  sanction  of  the  House.  If  not,  it  never  can 
k  complete  and  binding — must  always  remain  an 
nchoate  thing,  which  would  be  a  most  manifest 
tbsurdity. 

If,  therefore,  the  sanction  of  the  House  can  le- 
galize and  complete  the  office  of  foreign  Minister, 
vhich  originates  in  the  appointment  of  the  Presi- 
lent,  this  sanction  has  already  been  given,  and 
hese  offices  of  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Lisbon 
ind  Berlin,  which  it  is  the  object  of  this  amend- 
nent  to  destroy,  have  already  been  legalized  and 
om  pie  ted  by  the  assent  of  this  House.  They  are, 
onsequently,  at  this  time,  according  to  the  princi- 
ples of  gentlemen  themselves,  completely  legal 
iffices— as  much  so  as  those  of  President,  Chief 
tastice,  or  Secretary  of  State ;  and  these  gentle- 
nen,  in  attempting  to  destroy  them,  by  withhold- 
ng  an  appropriation,  are  guilty  of  as  direct,  and 
»  great  an  infraction  of  the  law  and  the  Consti- 
ution,  as  if  they  were  to  attempt  to  drive  the 
'resident  of  the  United  States  from  his  office,  by 
efusing  the  annual  appropriation  for  the  payment 
>f  his  salary.  An  office  must  either  be  legal  or 
tot  legal.  If  legal,  it  is  equally  binding  in  what- 
ever mode  it  become  so,  whether  by  the  law  of  na- 
ions,  an  act  of  Congress,  or  the  appointment  of 
he  President  and  Senate,  sanctioned  by  this 
iouse.  And  there  exists  the  same  obligation  on 
his  House  to  provide  an  adequate  salary  in  one 
ase  as  in  the  other. 

Will  gentlemen  ask  when  these  offices  of  Min- 
ster Plenipotentiary  to  Lisbon  and  Berlin  received 
he  sanction  of  this  House?     Lest  they  should 


have  forgotten,  I  will  tell  them.  The  first  received 
it  in  May,  1796,  and  the  second  from  this  present 
Congress,  in  June,  1797.  It  will  appear,  by  a  ref- 
erence to  the  files  of  the  House,  that  on  the  28th 
May,  1796,  the  President  of  the  United  States  sent 
a  Message  to  the  House,  informing  it  that  he  had 
appointed  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  to  Madrid  and 
Lisbon,  instead  of  Ministers  Resident,  and  that 
this  augmentation  of  the  grade  would  require  an 
additional  appropriation.  In  consequence  of  this 
Message, -a  bill  was  passed  on  the  5th  June  follow- 
ing, by  which  the  necessary  appropriation  was 
made.  Thus,  the  office  of  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary to  Lisbon  received  the  express  sanction  of 
this  House. 

Surely  we  cannot  have  forgotten  what  passed 
in  this  House  hut  June,  during  the  first  session  of 
this  Congress.  We  were  i nfor med  by  the  estimates 
from  the  Department  of  State,  that  913,500  would 
be  wanted  for  the  salary  and  outfit  of  a  Minister 
Plenipotentiary  to  Berlin.  A  bill  was  brought  in 
containing  this  appropriation.  The  appropriation 
was  opposed,  but  after  full  discussion  it  was  car- 
ried bjr  a  great  majority,  and  the  bill  passed.  Thus, 
the  office  of  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  Berlin 
received  the  express  sanction  of  this  present  House 
of  Representatives. 

If  these  offices,  therefore,  were  inchoate  before, 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  they  became  complete,  on  his  own 
principles,  as  soon  as  these  appropriations  were 
consented  to  by  this  House ;  for  he  has  told  us, 
over  and  over,  that  an  inchoate  treaty  becomes 
complete  as  soon  as  this  House  gives  its  assent  by 
an  act  of  appropriation ;  and  by  the  whole  tenor, 
and  the  very  terms  of  his  argument,  he  places  an 
inchoate  treaty  and  an  inchoate  office  on  the  same 
footing ;  consequently,  he  is  now  bound  to  appro- 
priate for  this  office  as  much  as  he  admits  himself 
to  be  bound  to  appropriate  any  sums  which  may 
still  be  wanted  for  carrying  into  effect  a  treaty 
once  sanctioned  by  this  House  And  yet  that  gen- 
tleman, and  those  who  agree  with  him  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  are  content,  for  the  sake  of  effect- 
ing their  favorite  object,  the  establishment  of  a 
control  over  Executive  appointments,  to  act  in 
direct  opposition  to  their  own  principles— in  mani- 
fest inconsistency  with  those  very  doctrines  for 
which,  on  former  occasions,  they  nave  so  strenu- 
ously contended !  The  truth  is,  that  they  shape 
their  doctrines  to  the  purposes  of  the  moment,  and 
abandon  them,  without  difficulty,  when  those  pur- 
poses require  it.  When  they  had  resolved  to  defeat 
the  British  Treaty  in  this  House,  they  introduced 
the  doctrine  of  inchoate.  They  alleged  that  the 
House  was  under  no  obligation  to  carry  a  treaty 
into  effect,  because  it  was  only  an  inchoate  act  till 
sanctioned  by  this  House ;  but  they  admitted,  in 
the  most  explicit  manner,  (and  made  it  a  part  of 
their  doctrine  of  inchoate,)  that  when  this  House 
had  given  its  sanction,  the  treaty  became  complete 
and  obligatory.  Now,  that  their  object  is  to  turn 
certain  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  out  of  office,  and 
to  establish  a  precedent  of  the  control  of  this  House 
over  the  Executive,  in  the  exercise  of  its  Consti- 
tutional functions,  they  discard  their  favorite  doc- 
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trine  of  inchoate  which  is  no  longer  adequate  to 
the  purpose.  They  go  further,  and  contend  that 
the  House,  by  its  power  oyer  appropriations,  has  a 
right  to  control  all  the  acts;  to  stop  all  the  move- 
ments of  the  other  departments ;  that  it  may  with- 
hold appropriations,  in  all  cases,  according  to  its 
own  good  pleasure  or  caprice,  which  the  gentle- 
men dignify  with  the  name  of  discretion.  There 
cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  doctrine  now  contended 
for  would  enable  this  House  to  drive  the  Secre- 
taries, the  Judges,  and  even  the  President,  from 
office,  by  withholding  the  appropriation  for  their 
salaries,  if  ever  they  should  become  personally 
obnoxious  to  a  majority  of  this  House.  The  step 
from  the  present  doctrines  to  that  point  would  be 
far  shorter  than  from  inchoate  to  the  present  doc- 
trines j  and  the  right  of  encroachment  being  once 
established,  there  will  be  nothing  to  set  bounds  to 
it  but  the  good  pleasure  of  the  House.  I  have 
heard  it  avowed,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  affairs 
of  this  country  can  never  prosper  until  all  the  pre- 
sent Heads  of  Departments  shall  be  driven  from 
office;  and  I  have  do  doubt  that  the  means  of 
effecting  that  purpose  (so  desirable  to  these  gen- 
tlemen) are  intended  to  be  furnished  by  this  amend- 
ment. Should  it  prevail,  it  will  establish  a  pre- 
cedent that  may  easily  be  extended  to  that  or  any 
other  object ;  and  have  we  reason  to  believe,  from 
what  we  now  see  and  have  witnessed  on  former 
occasions,  that  the  extension  will  not  be  attempted  ? 

Let  not  gentlemen,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman, 
accuse  us  of  too  much  jealousy,  when  we  zealously 
oppose  these  attempts,  and  charge  them  with  sup- 
porting principles  which  lead  to  the  utter  over- 
throw of  the  Constitution.  I  view  their  principles 
in  that  light ;  and  in  this  view  I  am  fully  con- 
firmed by  the  most  mature  reflection,  not- only  on 
the  consequences  of  those  principles,  but  on  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  been  introduced  and 
supported  here. 

but,  say  gentlemen,  what  interest  can  we  have 
to  subvert  the  Constitution?  Why  should  we 
harbor  designs  of  overthrowing  the  Government 
and  introducing  anarchy  and  confusion?  Have 
we  not  as  much  at  stake,  as  much  to  lose,  as  you? 
Have  we  not  equally  concurred  in  the  establish- 
ment of  this  Government?  And  what  induce- 
ment can  we  have  to  wish  for  its  destruction  ? 

Since  gentlemen,  Mr.  Chairman,  make  this  ap- 
peal to  their  motives,  I  must  be  permitted  to  offer 
a  few  observations  on  that  subject,  before  I  dilate, 
as  it  is  my  intention  to  do,  on  the  object  and  ten- 
dency of  their  political  system. 

As  to  motives,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no  diffi- 
culty in  declaring  that  I  believe  the  far  greater 
part  of  these  gentlemen  to  be  actuated  by  the 
purest  motives.  I  do  not  say  all;  because  I  am 
not  bound  to  answer  for  the  motives  of  all.  There 
are  some  among  them  of  whose  motives  I  know 
nothing;  but  far  the  greater  part  of  those  who 
support  the  system  whereof  this  amendment  is  a 
leading  member  are  actuated,  in  my  opinion,  by 
motives  as  pure,  I  will  not  say  as  my  own,  be- 
cause, perhaps,  those  gentlemen  may  deny  me  the 
merit  of  pure  motives,  but  as  those  of  the  best  and 
purest  men  in  this  country ;  and,  if  I  could  find 


security  against  the  consequences  of  men's  actions 
in  the  uprightness  of  their  intentions,  I  never 
should  apprehend  harm  from  these  gentlemea. 
But,  Mr.  Chairman,  does  history,  experience,  a 
common  sense,  inform  us  that  such  security  can 
be  iound  ?  Do  we  not  confine  lunatics,  and  keep 
knives  and  razors  out  of  the  hands  of  children  ? 
Why  ?  Not  because  we  are  afraid  of  their  inten- 
tions, but  of  their  actions ;  because  we  are  justly 
apprehensive  of  their  doing  mischief  without  in- 
tending it.  Is  there  a  description  of  people  on 
earth,  who  have  inspired  the  world  with  a  firmer 
confidence  in  their  good  intentions  than  the  Qua- 
kers? And  yet  we  dread  the  consequences  of 
some  of  their  attempts.  This  society,  so  virtuous, 
so  praiseworthy,  and  whose  institutions  are  form- 
ed on  principles  so  beneficial  and  benevolent,  have, 
however,  adopted  it  as  part  of  their  creed,  hare 
made  it  a  tenet  of  their  religion,  that  personal 
slavery  ought  to  be  abolished ;  and  they  go  for- 
ward with  unwearied  perseverance  to  the  accom- 
plishment of  this  object,  without  regard  to  risks 
or  consequences.  In  vain  do  we  tell  them  that 
their  attempts,  if  successful,  must  render  the 
Southern  States  a  new  St.  Domingo — a  mournful 
scene  of  massacre,  pillage,  and  conflagration — must 
end  in  the  common  destruction  of  the  blacks  and 
whites,  the  slaves  and  their  masters.  In  vain  do 
we  hold  up  to  their  view  the  recent  and  neigh- 
boring example  of  the  French  Islands,  where 
similar  maxims  have  reduced  the  most  flourishing 
and  beautiful  provinces  to  one  great  slaughter- 

Een — have  everywhere  mingled  the  blood  and 
ones  of  the  wretched  inhabitants  with  the  ashes 
of  their  dwellings.  They  answer,  that  they  have 
no  intention  to  produce  these  consequences,  and 
do  not  apprehend  them ;  that  it  is  their  duty  to 
proceed,  and  that  the  consequences  are  with  God. 
Suppose  the  agents  and  missionaries  of  this  socie- 
ty, whom  we  see  so  often  attending  this  House, 
should  address  themselves  to  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  who  moved  this  amendment,  or  to  his 
friend  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Macon) — who 
claim  so  much  indulgence  for  their  system  on  the 
score  of  their  good  intentions — and  should  say : 
"  We  have  the  best  possible  intentions ;  nothing 
can  be  more  pure  than  our  motives.  We  mean, 
no  doubt,  to  free  all  your  slaves,  but  good,  not  eviL, 
will  result  from  the  measure.  We  can  have  no  in- 
terest to  produce  massacres,  plunder,  and  conflagra- 
tion,'throughout  your  country;  and  you  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  perfectly  easy  as  to  the  conse- 
quences of  our  attempts."  Those  gentlemen 
might  believe  all  this,  and,  no  doubt,  would  be- 
lieve it  as  firmly  as  I  believe  them  when  they 
make  similar  protestations ;  but  would  they  think 
it  sufficient  reason  for  indulging  the  Quakers  in 
their  wishes,  or  sufficient  security  against  the  con- 
sequences of  their  system  ?  I  believe  not.  I  be- 
lieve those  gentlemen  would  act  like  men  of  sense, 
and  would  say  to  the  Quakers :  "  We  have  no 
doubts  about  the  purity  of  your  motives;  bat 
while  we  remain  persuaded,  as  we  now  are,  that 
your  plans,  however  well-intentioned,  lead  to  the 
most  direful  calamities,  not  only  to  us  and  oar 
families  and  our  country,  but  also  to  the  objects 
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'your  care,  we  shall  oppose  them  with  all  our 
ight."  This  would,  no  doubt,  be  the  language 
*  the  gentlemen,  and  it  would  be  the  language 
"good  sense ;  and  this  same  language  I  now  ad- 
ess  to  them. 

Id  fact,  Mr.  Chairman,  does  not  history  teach 
$  there  is  nothing  more  common  than  for  men 
i  do  mischief  when  they  mean  to  do  good?  Did 
le  Lafayettes,  the  Rochefoucaulds,  the  Lian  courts, 
le  Lameihs,  and  the  Clermonts.  of  France,  when 
ley  first  taught  the  doctrines  or  insurrection,  and 
irred  up  the  mob  to  resist  the  Government,  in- 
•nd  to  pull  down  ruin  on  their  country,  tneir 
imilies,  and  themselves?  Did  they  intend  to 
roc u re  their  own  death  or  banishment,  and  the 
Mifiscation  of  their  estates;  to  send  to  the  guillo- 
ne  hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  best  citizens, 
lcluding  their  own  families  and  friends,  to  drench 
le  whole  country  in  blood,  and  transfer  the  most 
bsolute  power  into  the  hands  of  the  vilest  of 
lankind?  Certainly  they  had  no  such  intentions; 
nd  yet  we  find  that  these  consequences  did  re- 
nit  from  their  measures;  France  and  the  world 
ave  groaned  and  are  groaning  under  these  con- 
equences;  nor  are  they  less  real,  or  less  deplora- 
le,  because  their  authors  intended  to  do  good 
nd  not  mischief.  Fanatics  never,  or  very  rarely 
odeed,  intend  to  do  mischief;  and  yet  all  experi- 
nce  proves  that  no  description  of  men  is  half  so 
oischievous.  They  rush  blindly  on,  without 
eflection  or  hesitation,  and  aim  directly  at  the 
ccomplishment  of  their  designs,  without  being 
lelayed  or  turned  aside  by  any  considerations  of 
he  result. 

This,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  nature,  the  peculiar 
baracteristic  of  all  fanatics,  whether  religious  or 
political.  It  hurries  on  its  votaries  with  an  im- 
petuous and  inconsiderate  fury,  which  renders 
hem  equally  deaf  to  the  voice  of  reason,  and 
>lind  to  the  consequences  of  their  actions.  Thus 
he  Quakers  rush  forward  to  the  liberation  of  the 
tacks;  thus  the  falsely-named  philanthropists 
>f  France  involved  the  French  colonies  in  flames 
tod  slaughter;  and  thus  a  set  of  political  fanatics" 
d  the  same  country,  in  pursuit  of  their  wild  and 
isionary  theories,  put  arms  into  the  hands  of  the 
nob,  taught  the  populace  the  doctrine  and  prac- 
ice  of  insurrection,  overthrew  the  Government, 
nd  were  themselves,  with  their  families,  their 
ortunes,  and  their  country,  crushed  under  its 
oins.  Their  fanaticism  impelled  them  to  pull 
lown  a  stupendous  fabric,  the  work  of  fourteen 
stories;  which  by  its  fall  spread  death  and  de- 
ntation over  the  whole  extent  of  the  finest 
ouotry  on  earth. 

With  these  awful  examples  before  us,  shall  we 
*ust  fanatic  men  with  power  by  reason  of  their 
fright  motives;  or  sit  regardless  of  the  consc- 
iences of  their  actions,  because  we  are  convin- 
*d  that  their  intentions  are  pure?  So  far  other- 
wise, Mr.  Chairman,  that,  in  my  opinion,  their 
honesty  is  an  additional  reason  for  dreading  them, 
•"your  cool,  calculating,  political  knaves,  lam 
lever  afraid.  Such  meu  are  not  apt  to  be  much 
msted,  audj  moreover,  they  never  do  mischief 
tat  when  there  is  something  to  be  gained  by  it 


They  never  do  mischief  for  mischiefs  sake;  and 
being,  for  the  most  part,  men  of  sense  and  reflec- 
tion, you  may  generally  convince  them  that  their 
own  interest  lies  in  avoiding?  mischief.  But  it  is 
the  sincere,  the  honest  fanatic  whom  I  dread,  and 
whom  I  think  myself  bound  to  restrain,  as  I  would 
confine  a  maniac.  His  honesty,  his  zeal,  and  his 
good  character,  enable  him  to  inspire  confidence 
and  gain  proselytes:  the  consciousness  of  upright 
intentions  renders  him  as  bold  as  he  is  blind.  He 
rushes  directly  forward,  without  looking  to  the 
right  hand  or  the  left ;  pulls  down  all  that  stands 
in  his  way,  regardless  on  whom  it  may  fall;  de- 
stroys a  country,  in  order  to  make  it  free;  inflicts 
unheard-of  calamities  on  the  present  generation, 
for  the  happiness  of  posterity;  and  makes  experi- 
ments on  Governments  and  nations,  with  the  sang 
froid  of  an  anatomist  dissecting  the  tody  of  a  male- 
factor. These  are  the  men  of  whom  I  am  afraid, 
and  whom  I  think  it  my  duty,  at  all  times  and 
places,  to  withstand :  men  whose  projects  and  ex- 
periments have  brought  ruin  on  other  countries, 
and  will  bring  it  on  this,  unless  they  are  resisted 
and  restrained  by  the  sober  and  reflecting  part  of 
the  community. 

After  all,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  not  much  afraid 
of  these  men.  There  was  indeed  a  time  when 
their  efforts  might  hare  been  formidable ;  because 
that  frenzy  of  revolution  which  seemed  to  have 
been  poured  out  upon  the  earth  like  a  vial  of  wrath, 
which  had  passed  upon  mankind  like  a  plague,  did 
once  extend  its  dreadful  influence  to  this  country, 
where,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  it  infected  every 
description  of  people,  and  made  them  eager  for 
change  and  ripe  for  revolution.  But  it  has  passed 
away  never  to  return.  Fortunately,  before  the 
disease  had  risen  to  its  height  here,  time  was  given 
for  observing  its  terrible  effects  elsewhere;  and 
the  American  people,  profiting  by  example,  and 
aided  by  the  peculiar  happiness  of  their  situation, 
first  resisted,  and  have  finally  subdued  this  dread- 
ful malady,  the  love  of  revolution. 

In  this,  I  repeat  again,  they  have  been  aided  no 
less  by  their  own  nappy  situation,  than  by  the 
mournful  experience  of  other  countries.  For 
revolutions,  Mr.  Chairman,  are  brought  about  in 
all  countries  by  three  descriptions  of  men;  philoso- 
phers, jacobins,  and  sane-culottes.  They  exist  in 
all  countries,  and  accordingly  in  all  countries 
are  to  be  found  the  materials  of  revolution ;  but 
they  exist  in  different  proportions,  and  according 
as  these  proportions  are  great  or  less  in  any  coun- 
try, so  is  the  danger  of  revolution  wherewith  it  is 
threatened. 

The  philosophers  are  the  pioneers  of  revolution. 
They  advance  always  in  front,  and  prepare  the 
way,  by  preaching  infidelity,  and  weakening  the 
respect  of  the  people  for  ancient  institutions. 
They  are,  for  the  most  part,  fanatics,  of  virtuous 
lives,  and  not  unfrequently,  of  specious  talents. 
They  have  always,  according  to  the  expression  of 
an  ancient  writer,  a  Satis  eloquentia,  varum  *a- 
pientia  ;"  eloquence  enough,  but  very  little  sense. 
They  declaim  with  warmth  on  the  miseries  of 
mankind,  the  abuses  of  government,  and  the 
vices  of  rulers ;  all  of  which  they  engage  to  remove, 
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provided  their  theories  should  ooce  be  adopted. 
They  talk  of  the  perfectibility  of  man,  of  the  dignity 
of  his  nature;  and  entirely  forgetting  what  he  is, de- 
claim perpetually  about  what  he  should  be.  Thus 
thev  allure  and  seduce  the  visionary,  the  superfi- 
cial, and  the  unthinking  part  of  mankind.  They 
are  for  the  most  part  honest,  always  zealous,  and 
always  plausible,  whereby  they  become  exceeding- 
ly formidable.  Of  the  three  classes  employed  in 
the  work  of  revolution,  thev  are  infinitely  the 
most  to  be  dreaded ;  for,  until  they  have  shaken 
the  foundations  of  order,  and  infused  a  spirit  of 
discontent  and  innovation  into  the  community, 
neither  the  jacobins  nor  the  sons-culottes  can 
produce  any  considerable  effect.  The  army  can- 
not find  entrance  until  these  forerunners  have 
corrupted  the  garrison  to  open  the  gates.  Of 
these  men  we,  in  this  country,  have  enough  and 
more  than  enough. 

Of  Jacobins  we  also  have  plenty.  They  follow 
close  in  the  train  of  the  philosophers,  and  profit 
by  all  their  labours.  This  class  is  composed  of 
that  daring,  ambitious,  and  unprincipled  set  of 
men,  who,  possessing  much  courage,  considerable 
talents,  but  no  character,  are  unable  to  obtain 
power,  the  object  of  all  their  designs,  by  regular 
means,  and,  therefore,  perpetually  attempt  to  seize 
it  by  violence.  Tyrants  when  in  power,  and 
demagogues  when  out,  they  lay  in  wait  for  every 
opportunity  of  seizing  on  the  Government,  per  fas 
out  nefaSj  and  for  this  purpose  use  all  implements 
which  come  to  their  hands,  neglect  no  means 
which  promise  success.  Unable  to  enter  at  the 
door  of  the  sheep-fold,  they  climb  in  at  the  win- 
dows, and  devour  the  flock.  Although  they  use 
the  assistance  of  the  philosophers  in  gaining  en- 
trance, they  dread  their  honesty,  their  zeal,  and 
their  influence  with  the  public,  and  accordingly 
the  first  use  they  make  or  power  when  they  can 
obtain  it,  is  to  destroy  the  philosophers  themselves. 

As  the  philosophers  are  the  pioneers,  these  men 
are  the  generals  of  the  army  of  revolution ;  but 
both  pioneers  and  generals  are  useless  without  an 
army ;  and,  fortunately,  the  army  does  not  exist 
in  this  country. 

This  army  is  composed  of  the  sane-culottes, 
that  class  of  idle,  indigent,  and  profligate  persons, 
who  so  greatly  abound  in  the  populous  countries 
of  Europe,  especially  the  large  towns ;  and,  being 
destitute  of  everything,  having  no  home,  no  fami- 
lies, no  regular  means  of  subsistence,  feel  no  at- 
tachment to  the  established  order,  which  they  are 
always  ready  to  join  in  subverting,  when  they 
find  any  one  to  pay  them  for  their  assistance. 
These  were  the  men.  who,  in  the  pay  of  a  wealthy 
Jacobin,  and  under  tne  guidance  of  fanatic  philo- 
sophers, overturned  all  order  and  Government  in 
France,  and  will  overturn  it  in  every  other  coun- 
try where  they  exist  in  great  numbers,  and  are 
not  opposed  with  great  force  and  unceasing  vigi- 
lance. 

But,  fortunately  for  America,  there  are  few 
sons-culottes  among  her  inhabitants,  very  few 
indeed.  Except  some  small  portions  of  rabble  in 
a  few  towns,  the  character  is  unknown  among  us ; 
and  hence  our  safety.    Our  people  are  all,  or  very 
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nearly  all,  proprietors  of  land,  spread  over  a  vast 
extent  of  country,  where  they  live  in  ease  and 
freedom;  strangers  alike  to  oppression  and  want. 
Those  who  reside  in  the  largest  towns  are  pos- 
sessed of  properly,  have  homes,  families,  and  regu- 
lar plantations,  and  among  such  a  people  the  prin- 
ciples of  sans-culottes  never  did  and  never  will 
make  much  progress.  If  a  new  Duke  of  Orleans 
were  here,  with  a  Mirabeau  for  his  privy-couasel- 
lor,  qnd  an  annual  revenue  of  three  hundred  thou- 
sand guineas  to  supply  the  means  of  corruption, 
he  could  not  raise  a  mob  sufficient  to  drive  this 
body  from  their  seats,  or  over-awe  their  delibera- 
tions. We  have  Jacobins  in  plenty,  and  philoso- 
phers not  a  few;  but  while  we  are  free  from  am- 
culottes,  and  it  is  probable  that  the  nature  of  oar 
Government  and  the  abundance  of  unfilled  land 
in  our  country  will  secure  us  from  them  for  ages, 
we  need  not  apprehend  great  danger.  We  ought, 
no  doubt,  to  watch  and  withstand  the  enterprises 
of  the  pioneers  and  generals ;  but  while  they  re- 
main without  troops  they  are  not  much  to  be 
dreaded. 

Having  made  these  observations  on  the  purity 
of  gentlemen's  motives,  observations  which  were 
due  not  only  to  candor  and  truth,  but  to  the  re- 
spect I  feel  for  their  personal  characters,  I* hold 
myself  at  full  liberty  to  explain  the  tendency  of 
the  present  amendment,  and  of  that  system  of 
policy  whereof  it  is  a  part ;  and  I  mean  not  to 
impute  any  ill  intentions  to  gentlemen  when  1 
declare,  and  attempt  to  prove,  that  this  tendency 
is  to  the  utter  subversion  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment. It  is  my  firm  and  most  deliberate  opinion. 
that  the  amendment  now  under  coosideration.and 
the  principles  of  that  system  to  which  it  belongs. 
lead  directly  to  the  introduction  of  anarchy  and 
revolution  in  this  country,  and  if  not  steadily  op- 
posed, must  sooner  or  later  produce  that  effect. 
This  opinion  it  is  my  purpose  to  support  by  the 
observations  which  I  am  about  to  offer ;  and  it  is 
by  a  full  conviction  of  its  truth  that  I  have  been 
yiduced  to  consider  it  as  a  most  sacred  duty,  to 
ombat  the  system  at  all  times,  and  by  all  the 
means  in  my  power. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gal- 
latin) has  denied  this  to  be  the  tendency  of  his 
system,  and  contends  that  our  principles,  not  his, 
lead  to  revolution  and  anarchy.  Revolution  and 
anarchy,  he  tells  us,  in  emphatic  language,  are 
the  results  of  a  system  of  expense,  of  war,  of  op- 
pression, and  of  arbitrary  sway;  the  last  leaf  of 
that  book  in  which  are  written  the  excesses  of 
tyranny.  I  agree  fully  with  the  gentleman  in 
this  position ;  but  there  is  another  question  ante- 
rior to  this,  which  he  has  omitted  to  discuss.  It 
is  by  what  means  tyranny,  by  what  means  the 
excesses  of  arbitrary  Government,  are  most  likely 
to  be  produced  ?  This  question  I  propose  to  dis- 
cuss with  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania ;  I 
mean  to  compare  his  system,  bis  principles,  with 
ours,  and  to  inquire  which  of  tne  two  is  most 
likely  to  introduce  arbitrary  Government  into  this 
country.  And  I  hope  to  convince,  not  that  gen- 
tleman himself,  but  the  House,  that  if  ever  arbi- 
trary Government  should  exist  here,  it  moat  oi 
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ts  existence  to  the  system  of  policy  which  that 
gentleman  supports. 

How,  let  me  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  have  the  Gov- 
ernments of  other  countries  been  converted  from 
ree  into  arbitrary  Governments  ?  By  one  of  two 
rays;  either  a  military  chief,  possessing  little 
political  authority,  but  hereditary,  and  having  at 
lis  disposal  the  military  force  of  the  State, lias 
Tailed  himself  of  the  frequent  wars,  whereby 
leigh boring  States  are  so  frequently  afflicted,  has 
ugmented  that  military  force,  and  finally  em- 
tio ved  it  in  extending  and  confirming  his  own 
uthority ;  or,  in  States  where  no  military  chief 
»f  this  description  existed,  popular  leaders,  pos- 
essed  of  talents,  and  actuated  by  an  inordinate 
imbition,  have  formed  a  strong  party  among  the 
«ople,  have  invaded  and  finally  subverted  the 
wthority  of  the  Government,  and  erected  to 
bemselves  an  absolute  dominion.  Every  State 
hat  has  lost  its  liberty  since  the  foundation  of  the 
vorld  to  the  present  day,  except  in  cases  of  con- 
|uest  by  a  foreign  Power,  has  lost  it  by  one  or  the 
>ther  of  these  two  methods.  The  first  is  the  natu- 
al  death  of  free  monarchies,  the  second  of  free  re- 
rablics;  and  both  ancient  and  modern  history  fur- 
lishes  many  examples  of  both.  It  was  by  the  first 
hat  all  the  feudal  States  were  converted,  into  ab- 
olute  monarchies  except  England  and  Poland, 
he  former  of  which  was  protected,  by  its  insular 
ituation,  from  the  necessity,  and  also  from  the 
onsequences,  of  a  great  military  power  in  the 
lands  of  its  chief,  and  thus  preserved  its  liberties, 
vhile  in  the  latter  powerful  individuals  retained 
he  military  force  in  their  own  hands,  divided  it 
mong  themselves,  kept  their  chief  in  subjection, 
od  at  length,  by  their  feuds  and  civil  broils,  de- 
frayed the  strength  of  the  State,  and  delivered  it 
•ver  to  be  subdued  and  divided  by  the  neiahbor- 
Qg  Powers.  It  was  by  the  concentration  and  exer- 
ise  of  military  force  in  the  hands  of  an  heredi- 
ty chief,  that  the  Cortes  of  Spain  were  broken 
inder  Ximines,  and  the  States  General  of  France 
mder  Richelieu  and  Mazarin.  It  was  thus  that 
be  great  princes  of  Germany  became  absolute  in 
beir  respective  dominions,  and  that  the  Russian 
lespotism  was  founded  on  the  ruins  of  feudal 
ristocracy. 

This  danger,  however,  does  not  exist  in  popular 
governments.  They  have  no  great  military  chief, 
f  hereditary  power,  who,  disposing  absolutely  of 
be  public  force,  may  use  it  for  the  extension  of 
is  own  authority ;  and  of  all  republics  that  ever 
ave  existed,  none  ever  was  so  little  threatened 
pith  danger  from  that  quarter  as  ours.  It  is  need- 
&ss  to  dwell  on  the  reasons  of  this  peculiar  ad- 
antage,  for  they  are  obvious  to  every  one.  When 
epublics  fall,  they  fall  by  other  means;  by  gradual 
aroads  on  the  principles  of  their  Governments } 
T  popular  encroachments  on  regular  authority ; 
y  the  concentration  of  their  powers  in  some 
opular  body,  where  artful,  able,  and  aspiring 
emagogues,  obtain  sway,  and  establish  arbitrary 
ower  under  the  name  ot  the  people.  This  is  the 
uarter  from  which  all  popular  Governments  have 
een  assailed,  for  the  most  part  with  success;  and 
rcm  which  ours  will  be  successfully  assailed  should 


the  principles  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania ever  be  adopted.  Thus  fell  Rome  under 
the  power  of  Cesar;  thus  fell  the  Republic  of 
England  under  the  power  of  Cromwell;  and  thus 
will  fall  the  United  States  under  tome  future 
Caesar  or  Cromwell,  unless  a  steady  opposition  be 
given  to  the  system  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, whereof  this  amendment,  let  it  be  re- 
peated, forms  a  part. 

When  the  examples  of  the  ancient  Republics 
was  adduced  by  my  friend  from  Massachusetts, 
(Mr.  Thatcher,)  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania denied  it  to  be  applicable,  because  the  Gov- 
ernments of  those  Republics  were  different  from 
ours.    I  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  our  country  is  different  from  that  of  Ath- 
ens or  Rome,  and  I  wish  to  keep  it  so.    That  is 
the  object  of  all  my  exertions — of  all  my  zealous 
opposition  to  motions  like  the  present.    To  make 
our  Government  like  those  of  Athens  or  Rome, 
is,  in  my  apprehension,  the  object  and  tendency  ot 
the  system  advocated  by  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania.   How  is  this  to  be  effected  ?    By  indu- 
cing this  House,  sometimes  under  this  and  some- 
times under  that  plausible  pretence,  to  establish 
precedents  of  encroachments  on  the  other  depart- 
ments ;  to  practise  on  these  precedents,  and  extend 
them  further  and  further,  until  at  length  all  power 
shall  be  concentrated  in  this  House,  and  exercised 
according  to  the  good  pleasure  of  those  numbers 
who  can  obtain  influence  here.     In  Athens,  all 
power  was  concentrated  in  the  hands  of  one  body, 
and  it  was  abused  at  the  pleasure  of  those  who. 
by  their  eloquence,  their  wealth,  or  by  any  other 
means,  could  obtain  the  confidence  and  influence 
the  determinations  of  that  body.    In  Rome,  the 
case  was  somewhat  different;  but  even  there,  for 
the  want  of  a  well-fixed  balance  in  her  Govern- 
ment, the  mass  of  the  people  gradually  usurped  all 
power,  and  transferred  it  to  their  favorites  or  their 
purchasers.     By  pursuing  the  principles  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  the  same  effect 
must  be  produced  here.    This  House  first  begins 
the  attack  on  the  President;  it  controls  his  ap- 
pointments, directs  his  measures,  gives  him  orders 
under  the  name  of  advice,  and  if  be  refuses  to 
obey  them,  withholds  all  the  supplies  for  the  sex* 
vice  of  the  Government    All  this  is  justified  under 
the  gentleman's  doctrine  of  appropriations.    A 
favorable  moment  is  seized  for  laying  the  corner* 
stone — for  fixing  the  principle — and  plausible  pre- 
texts are  adduced.    A  treaty  is  made,  and  a  pop* 
ular  clamor  is  excited  against  it.    Advantage  is 
taken  of  this  clamor  to  refuse  an  appropriation  for 
carrying  the  treaty  into  effect,  and  thus  a  prece- 
dent of  interfering  in  treaties  is  attempted  to  be 
established.    A  foreign  Minister  is  appointed,  the 
reasons  for  whose  appoin  tment  are  capable  of  being 
obscured  or  misrepresented.  The  occasion  is  seized 
to  deny  an  appropriation ;  and,  under  the  pretence 
of  saving  public  money,  and  preventing  the  ex- 
pense of  an  useless  appointment,  an  attempt  is 
made  to  acquire  a  control  over  the  appointments  of 
officers.     These  points  being  carried,  the  prece- 
dents are  soon  drawn  into  practice,  and  further 
enterprizes  are  undertaken  in  due  season.    Every 
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success  gives  further  strength  and  boldness  for  new 
assaults ;  the  cannon  of  every  bastion  that  is  taken 
is  immediately  turned  on  the  remaining  works ; 
and,  finally,  the  President  is  reduced  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the 'chief  officer  of  this  House,  and  the 
Heads  of  Departments  become  the  first  clerks  of 
its  committees. 

The  President  being  demolished,  the  party  pro- 
ceeds with  new  vigor  and  greater  forces  to  at- 
tack the  Senate,  which,  deprived  of  the  support  of 
the  Executive,  is  speedily  overthrown.  The  House 
says  to  the  Senate,  u  Unless  you  conform  to  our 
will,  we  lay  our  hands  on  the  purse-strings,  and 
stop  the  wheels  of  Government.  Should  a  contest 
ensue,  we  are  sure  to  be  uppermost ;  for  we  are  the 
immediate  representatives  of  the  people ;  we  adore 
the  people ;  nay,  we  are  the  people  themselves. 
Therefore,  beware  of  a  contest  in  which  you  have 
everything  to  lose,  and  we  are  certain  of  gaining." 

Tne  Senate,  enfeebled  and  dismayed,  yields  by 
degrees  to  these  powerful  arguments,  and  this 
House  remains  victorious  with  all  power  in  its 
hands.  It  proceeds  to  appoint  a  Committee  of 
Exterior  Relations,  a  Committee  of  Interior  Rela- 
tions, a  Committee  of  Justice,  a  Committee  of 
Finance,  and  so  on,  and  a  new  French  Convention 
arises  to  view,  where  principles  are  set  at  naught, 
caprice  is  law,  and  the  whim  of  the  moment  dis- 
poses of  all  public  and  private  rights.  Then  fol- 
low confiscations  and  banishments,  and  the  long 
train  of  tyrannical  excesses  ever  attendant  on 
popular  bodies  in  whose  hands  the  whole  powers 
of  Government  have  been  concentrated,  from  the 
assemblies  of  the  people  at  Athens,  and  the  Conti- 
tice  at  Rome,  down  to  the  Rump  Parliament  of  En- 
gland and  the  French  Convention.  Then  will  the 
member  who  shall  possess  the  most  art,  the  great- 
est eloquence,  and  the  most  daring  spirit  of  enter- 
prise, speedily  form  a  party,  by  means  of  which 
he  will  enslave  the  House  and  rule  the  country. 
Should  there  be  several  of  equal  or  nearly  equal 
strength,  they  will  first  divide  the  power  among 
themselves;  but  their  union  will  be  fallacious  and 
short.  They  will  be  employed  in  attempting  to 
circumvent  or  undermine  each  other;  divisions 
will  soon  arise  and  mortal  quarrels  will  ensue ; 
till  at  length  the  rest  will  sink  beneath  the  over- 
bearing genius  of  one,  and  he  will  establish  his 
dominion  uncontrolled.  This  is  the  liberty  which 
gentlemen,  should  their  schemes  succeed  will, 
sooner  or  later,  bestow  on  the  country ;  the  liberty 
of  a  few  bold,  able,  ambitious  men,  to  do  what 
they  please,  and  of  the  rest  of  the  community  to 
obey  them.  This,  Mr.  Chairman,  may  be  very 
pleasant  liberty  for  those  who  are  to  be  possessed 
of  power;  but  for 'me.  and  the  rest  of  the  commu- 
nity, it  has  no  charms  ;  and  I  shall,  therefore,  omit 
no  opportunity  of  resisting  its  first  and  most  dis- 
tant approaches. 

Should  any  one  object  that  this  state  of  things 
must  be  extremely  distant,  I  beg  him  to  recollect 
how  short  a  space  intervened  between  the  throne 
of  Louis  the  Sixteenth  and  the  scaffold  on  which 
he  bled ;  between  the  absolute  power  of  Neckar 
and  the  despotism  of  Marat ;  between  the  splendid 
fortune  of  so  many  distinguished  families  and  the 


dungeon  or  the  guillotine.  Governments  like 
ours,  Mr.  Chairman,  may  be  compared  to  the 
planetary  system,  whose  preservation  depends 
entirely  on  the  exact  preservation  of  its  balance. 
The  exact  balance  between  the  centrifugal  force 
and  the  power  of  gravitation,  retains  the  planets 
in  their  orbits ;  but  should  some  angel  of  destruc- 
tion push  them  out  of  those  orbits,  though  in  ever 
so  small  a  degree,  the  balance  is  lost;  one  power 
gains  what  is  taken  from  the  other ;  and  these  im- 
mense bodies,  whose  beautiful  and  regular  play 
furnishes  the  greatest  wonder  of  creation,  fly  out 
and  are  lost  in  boundless  space,  or  rush  to  the  sun 
with  increasing  and  incalculable  velocity,  and 
there  are  mingled  in  one  mighty  ruin.  Should 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  succeed  in  his 
present  attempt,  he  becomes  the  angel  of  destruc- 
tion to  our  beautiful  Constitution.  He  destroys 
the  happy  balance  of  its  powers ;  and  the  approxi- 
mation of  the  different  departments,  though  slow 
and  gradual  at  first,  would  become  more  rapid  as 
it  advanced,  and  speedily  produce  that  concentra- 
tion of  power  in  this  House,  which  seems  to  be 
the  object  of  all  that  gentleman's  labors  and  cares. 

It  is  this  view  of  the  subject,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  stimulates  me  to  oppose  this  amendment 
with  the  utmost  perseverance  and  zeal;  not  that  I 
apprehend  great  mischief  from  this  particular 
measure,  could  it  be  viewed  singly  and  by  itself; 
but  that  I  regard  it  as  a  part  of  a  system  wholly  in- 
compatible with  the  existence  of  this  Govern? 
ment,  or  the  happiness  of  this  country.  I  regard 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  and  his  friends, 
in  the  light  of  an  enemy  who  has  commenced  a 
siege  against  the  fortress  of  the  Constitution.  He 
proceeds  at  first  by  cautious  steps,  and  endeavors 
to  make  a  lodgment  by  surprise  in  some  strong 
and  advantageous  outwork,  from  whence  he  may 
direct  a  more  efficacious  attack  against  the  citadel 
itself.  On  this  advanced  ground,  in  this  outwork, 
I  hold  it  wise  to  resist  him;  convinced  as  I  am 
that  success  here  would  be  the  prelude  to  a  bolder 
and  more  dangerous  assault,  and  that  all  the  guns 
which  he  can  now  command  will  immediately  be 
turned  upon  our  remaining  fortifications. 

I  must  now  be  allowed,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  the  expediency  of  this  mea- 
sure— as  to  the  utility  of  foreign  Ministers.  To 
one  side  of  the  House,  to  myself  and  those  with 
whom  1  usually  act,  it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the 
President  has  thought  fit  to  appoint  foreign  Min- 
isters; for  we  are  convinced  that  the  right  of 
judging  on  this  subject  has  been  given  exclusive- 
ly to  him  and  the  Senate  by  the  people  of  this 
country,  and  that  when  he  and  the  Senate  have 
thought  fit  to  exercise  this  right  by  appointing  a 
Minister  to  this  or  that  place,  or  of  this  or  that 
grade,  nothing  is  left  for  this  House  but  to  provide 
an  adequate  salary.  But  other  gentlemen  hold  a 
different  opinion,  and  contend  that  we  may  not 
only  inquire  how  much  the  salary  ought  to  be,  but 
also  whether  the  appointment  itself  be  necessary. 
To  gentlemen  who  sincerely  hold  this  opinion  1 
address  my  remaining  observations. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gal- 
latin) nas  asserted  that  Ministers  have  nothing 
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j  do  with  the  interests  of  commerce  except  to 
lake  commercial  treaties ;  while  the  care  of  see- 
ig  those  treaties  duly  executed,  and  the  commer- 
iai  rights  of  individuals  properly  protected,  he- 
rags  to  Consuls.  Hence  he  infers  that  foreign 
linisters  are  useless,  because  we  have  no  need  to 
)rm  more  commercial  connexions,  and  ought  to 
ave  no  political  connexion,  with  foreign  nations. 
q  order  to  prove  that  we  ought  to  make  no  more 
ommercial  treaties  he  contends  that  we  have  re- 
eived  much  more  harm  than  good  from  those  al- 
eady  made.  This  is  the  whole  amount  of  this 
art  of  the  gentleman's  argument,  which  includes 
wo-thirds  of  his  long  and  ingenious  speech  ;  and 
:  is  wholly  built  on  the  assertion  that  "  commer- 
ial  interests  are  managed  by  Consuls,  while 
linisters  have  nothing  to  do  with  commerce  ex- 
ept  the  making  of  treaties  for  its  regulation." 
?his  assertion  has  been  already  refuted,  and  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  though  he  has 
aade  it  the  ground- wort  of  his  whole  reasoning, 
tas  not  attempted  to  prove  it.  For  this  he  had 
ery  good  reasons ;  for  he  well  knows  it  to  be 
vholly  unfounded ;  and  therefore  he  has  content- 
id  himself  with  asserting  it,  and  taking  it  for 
granted.  I  say  he  well  knows  it  to  be  unfounded, 
tecause  that  gentleman  is  well  read  in  the  law 
>f  nations,  the  writers  on  which,  as  well  as  its 
naxims  and  doctrines,  we  often  see  him  adduce 
vita  much  dexterity  and  learning  when  they  suit 
»is  purpose.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  1  may,  I  think, 
renture  to  affirm  that  there  is  no  student  in  any 
college,  who  has  read  the  indexes  of  some  ele- 
nentary  books  on  the  law  of  nations,  but  knows 
hat  it  is  the  peculiar  business  of  Ministers,  not 
>nly  to  make  commercial  treaties,  but  to  watch  over 
heir  execution,  and  to  take  care  that  the  commer- 
cial rights  of  their  country,  under  the  law  of  nations 
is  well  as  under  treaties,  are  preserved  inviolate. 
This  is  a  business  with  which  Consuls  never  m- 
erfere,  and  to  which  they  are  wholly  inadequate  ; 
lot  only  from  the  nature  and  powers  of  their  ap- 
wintment,  but  also  from  their  local  circumstan- 
ces and  situation.  All  this  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  well  knows ;  and  yet  he  has  assert- 
ed that  every  thing  respecting  the  interests  of  our 
commerce  in  foreign  countries,  except  the  for  ma- 
ion  of  commercial  treaties,  can  be,  and  is.  trans- 
ited by  Consuls,  without  the  interference  of 
Ministers.  This  assertion  is  the  loose  block 
vhereon,  for  want  of  a  better  foundatfop,  he  has 
ested  the  whole  edifice  of  his  reasonings  ;  and 
his  block  I  mean  to  knock  away.  A  very  slight 
troke  will  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
In  what  manner,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  observ- 
ance of  a  treaty  of  commerce  with  any  country  to 
*  enforced  ?  In  what  manner  are  infractions  of 
uch  a  treaty  or  of  the  laws  of  nations,  to  be  pre- 
sented or  redressed  ?  Is  it  not  by  applications  to 
he  Government  of  that  country — by  representa- 
10ns,  by  remonstadbes,  by  negotiations  ?  The  gen- 
leman  from  Pennsylvania  will  not  answer  in  the 
negative.  I  know  ne  will  not.  By  whom  then, 
ind  where,  are  these  applications  to  be  made,  these 
^presentations,  these  remonstrances,  to  be  present- 
ed, these  negotiations  to  be  carried  on  ?  Must  it 
5th  Con.— 38 


be  at  the  seat  of  Government,  by  agents  residing 
there ;  or  at  the  seaports  of  the  countries  where 
the  Consuls  reside  ?  If  the  former,  these  agents 
will  be  Ministers.  You  may  call  tnem  by  a  dif- 
ferent name,  but  the  thing  will  be  the  same ;  for 
a  public  agent  of  one  country,  charged  with  the 
management  of  its  affairs,  and  residing  at  the  seat 
of  Government  of  another,  is  the  very  definition 
of  a  foreign  Minister,  by  whatever  name  you  may 
think  fit  to  call  him.  As  these  transactions  are,  from 
their  very  nature,  to  be  with  the  Government  it- 
self, let  us  see  whether  they  could  possibly  be  man- 
aged by  Consuls. 

In  the  first  place,  Consuls,  by  the  established 
law  and  usage  of  nations,  have  no  public  official 
character,  and  cannot  be  admitted  to  any  inter- 
course whatever  with  the  Governments  of  the 
countries  where  they  reside.  We  may,  if  we 
please,  exclaim  against  this  usage,  and  call  it  ab- 
surd and  foolish ;  but  it  is  the  established  usage  of 
nations,  and  while  it  remains  so  we  must  conform 
to  it.  Suppose,  therefore,  that^ny  injury  should 
be  done  to  the  commerce  of  our  citizens  by  French 
privateers,  for  instance,  or  French  municipalities, 
in  contravention  of  our  treaty,  or  against  the  law 
of  nations,  but  under  color  of  certain  acts  of  the 
French  Government.  Could  redress  be  obtained 
by  means  of  Consuls?  So  far  from  it,  that  it 
could  not  even  be  applied  for,  since  the  Consuls 
could  have  no  access  to  the  Government.  And 
yet  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  tells  us  that 
the  interests  of  our  commerce  in  foreign  countries 
can  be  managed  by  Consuls ! 

In  the  next  place  our  Consuls  in  foreign  coun- 
tries are,  for  the  most  part,  natives  of  the  coun- 
tries where  they  reside.  With  a  very  few  excep- 
tions, they  are  mere  private  merchants ;  and,  ex- 
cept in  the  single  case  of  the  Consuls  to  the  Bar- 
bary  Powers,  who,  according  to  the  established 
usage,  are  a  species  of  Ministers,  they  receive  no 
salaries.  Are  men  of  this  description  adequate 
to  the  protection  of  our  commercial  interests? 
Can  they  be  expected  topossess  the  requisite  knowl- 
edge for  conducting  affairs  of  this  kind,  or  the  re- 
quisite influence  or  weight  of  character  ?  Will 
they  abandon  their  own  private  affairs  to  attend  at 
a  remote  capital,  and  solicit  the  restitution  of  ves- 
sels, the  revocation  of  injurious  orders,  or  indem- 
nification for  improper  seizures?  If  they  were 
qualified  for  this  business,  and  willing  to  under- 
take it,  they  certainly  would  not  do  so  at  their 
own  expense.  When  our  Consul  at  Bordeaux, 
Nantes,  or  Marseilles,  for  instance,  should  be  ap- 
plied to  on  any  business  which  would  require  an 
application  to  the  French  Government,  would  he 
go  to  Paris  and  remain  there  to  finish  the  business 
at  his  own  expense  ?  Certainly  not.  We  most 
pay  him,  not  only  his  expenses,  but  a  compensa- 
tion for  his  time  and  trouble.  As  these  applica- 
tions would  frequently  occur,  he  could  not  go  spe- 
cially for  each  one,  but  must  remain  always  there, 
and  we  must  give  him  a  salary  sufficient  to  induce 
him  to  do  so.  He  would  then  be  a  Minister  in 
fact,  and  in  expense.  He  would  want  nothing  of 
the  character  but  the  name,  and  the  capacity  of 
usefulness.    This  is  the  establishment  which  the 
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gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  wishes  to  substitute 
in  the  place  of  our  present  diplomatic  appoint- 
ments. The  Consuls,  in  order  to  perform  the  du- 
ties, which  he  says  ought  to  be  assigned  to  them, 
must  be  turned  into  Ministers,  equally  expensive 
with  the  present  .corps,  but  far  less  efficacious. 

In  the  third  place,  we  should  have  a  multitude 
of  these  new-fashioned  Consul  Ministers,  for  we 
have  a  variety  of  Consuls  in  each  of  the  great 
maritime  nations  of  Europe.  There  is  one  in 
every  considerable  trading  town.  In  France,  for 
instance,  we  have  six  or  seven ;  perhaps  a  much 
greater  number.  Each  of  these,  upon  the  plan  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  must  reside  at 
Pans;  for  it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  be 
perpetually  running  backward  and  forward  be- 
tween their  respective  seaports  and  Paris,  as  often 
as  any  affair  might  occur  requiring  an  application 
to  the  Government.  If  any  gentleman  should 
doubt  of  this,  let  him  look  at  the  list  now  on  the 
table,  of  between  (our  and  five  hundred  American 
vessels  carried  imto  the  different  ports  of  France, 
or  detained  there,  contrary  to  the  Treaty,  and  re- 
dress for  the  capture  and  detention  of  which  must 
be  obtained,  if  obtained  at  all,  from  the  French 
Government  by  means  of  either  a  Minister  or  of 
Consuls.  The  Consuls,  therefore,  if  they  are  to 
do  the  business,  must  all  reside  at  Paris ;  and,  in- 
stead of  one  Minister,  we  should  have  nine  or  ten ; 
perhaps  a  greater  number.  These  observations 
will  apply,  with  a  greater  or  less  degree  of  force, 
to  every  other  country  with  which  we  have  a  con- 
siderable commerce.  And  yet  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  tells  us  that  our  commercial  rela- 
tions ought  to  be  left  to  Consuls ! 

Having  seen,  Mr.  Chairman,  what  the  duty  of 
Consuls  is  not,  let  us  now  inquire,  for  a  moment, 
what  it  is.  We  shall  find  them  vrry  necessary 
agents,  though  wholly  inadequate  to  the  business 
usually  committed  to  Ministers. 

In  the  first  place,  it  is  their  duty  to  settle  dis- 
putes which  may  arise  between  seafaring  people 
of  their  own  nation,  arriving  in  the  foreign  ports 
where  they  respectively  reside.  These  disputes, 
we  know,  are  apt  to  arise  between  the  masters 
and  crews  of  ships;  and  these  the  Consuls  are  usually 
empowered  to  terminate  in  a  manner  less  tedious 
and  expensive  than  could  be  done  by  the  local 
laws  of  the  country. 

In  the  next  place,  they  are  to  assist  seafaring 
people  of  their  own  country,  who  may  happen  to 
nave  any  disputes  with  the  people  of  the  place ; 
they  are  to  make  advances  to  them  when  in  dis- 
tress, and  to  procure  redress  for  them  in  all  cases 
where  it  can  be  afforded  by  the  local  authorities 
of  their  respective  ports. 

And  lastly,  they  are  to  act  as  agents  between 
the  people  of  their  country  and  the  Minister ;  to 
inform  nim  of  cases  which  require  his  interfer- 
ence with  the  Government,  and  to  facilitate  to  the 
sufferers  the  means  of  applying  to  him.  They  are 
to  be  his  agents  in  all  the  seaports;  while  he  is 
the  general  and  immediate  agent  of  his  country 
with  the  Government.  They  are  to  keep  him  in- 
formed of  all  the  cases,  which  occur  in  their  re- 
spective ports,  of  violations  of  treaties  or  of  neu- 


tral rights;  so  that  he  may  be  enabled  to  take  the 
proper  steps  for  obtaining  redress. 

The  duties  of  these  agents,  whom  we  call  Con- 
suls, are,  therefore,  distinct  from  those  of  a  Min- 
ister, so  necessary  in  themselves,  and  so  incapable 
of  being  performed  except  by  persons  residing  a 
the  seaports,  that  were  all  the  present  Consuls, 
according  to  the  plan  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, to  be  immediately  -sent  to  the  capitals, 
and  converted  into  Ministers  under  a  new  name, 
their  place  must  instantly  be  supplied  by  other 
agents,  whom,  perhaps,  the  gentleman  would  not 
choose  to  call  Consuls,  but  who  must  be  invested 
with  the  same  powers  and  perform  the  same  do- 
ties.  Such  is  the  wise  and  notable  scheme  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania ;  and  thus  it  is  he 
is  to  rid  us  of  the  expense  of  Ministers ! 

Let  me  be  permitted,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  propose 
another  question  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
nia.  If  Ministers  have  nothing  to  do  with  com- 
mercial relations  except  making  treaties  of  com- 
merce, how  comes  it  to  pass  that  the  gentleman 
is  willing  for  us  to  have  Ministers  of  the  highest 
grade  with  those  two  nations  with  whom  we  have 
treaties  of  commerce,  and  where,  according  to 
him,  Ministers  can  have  nothing  to  do? — 1  mean 
France  and  England ;  with  both  of  which  nations 
we  have  commercial  treaties,  and  where  the  gen  tie- 
man  consents  to  our  retaining  Ministers  Plenipo- 
tentiary.' To  be  consistent  with  himself,  he  ought 
to  attempt  the  recall  of  these  two  Ministers,  by 
refusing  an  appropriation  for  their  salaries^  and  to 
leave  untbuched  inose  of  Lisbon  and  Berlin,  who 
may  possibly  have  something  to  do.  But  this  is 
not  the  gentleman's  object.  He  has  another; 
which  is  to  establish  the  principle  of  controlling 
the  Executive  in  the  exercise  of  this  part  of  his 
Constitutional  functions,  and  thus  effect  a  breach 
in  the  intrenchments  of  the  Constitution ;  and  he 
will  pardon  me  for  considering  this  doctrine,  about 
which  he  has  discoursed  so  much,  and  with  such 
ingenuity,  as  a  mere  pretext  to  cover  his  attack. 

So  much,  Mr.  Chairman,  for  the  utility  of  Min- 
isters in  general,  who  appear  to  me  essentially  ne- 
cessary, not  merely  for  making  commercial  trea- 
ties, but  for  protecting  the  rights  of  our  citizens  ia 
foreign  countries, according  to  treaties  where  there 
are  any,  and  under  the  law  of  nations,  where  there 
are  none. 

But  gentlemen  point  particularly  to  the  missioa 
to  Berlin,  and  triumphantly  demand  what  bene- 
fit is  to  be  expected  from  sending  a  Minister  re 
Berlin?  What  have  we  to  do,  say  gentlemen, 
with  the  King  of  Prussia,  or  the  politics  of  Ger- 
many ?  To  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  repeat  it, 
it  is  enough  that  the  President  has  judged  it 
proper  to  send  a  Minister  to  Berlin;  for  to  him 
and  the  Senate,  in  my  belief,  and  not  to  this  House 
has  the  Constitution  confided  the  right  to  decide 
on  this  subject.  But  to  gentlemen  who  are  not 
satisfied  with  this  answer,  I  will  give  another,  and 
one  which,  I  promise  myself,  they  will  find  satis- 
factory. Have  gentlemen,  who  object  to  this 
motion,  adverted  to  the  peculiar  situation  of  Eu- 
rope at  this  moment  ?  Have  they  adverted  to  oar 
own  peculiar  situation  ?  We  have  a  most  d it 
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ble  dispute  with  the  French  Republic.  France  has 
made  peace  with  the  Emperor ;  and  a  Congress  is 
now  sitting,  if  not  already  terminated,  to  settle  the 
affairs  of  Germany,  and  adjust  the  balance  of  Eu- 
rope.   In  this  Congress  interests  of  the  utmost 
magnitude  in  themselves,  and  in  the  highest  de- 
gree important  to  France,  are  to  be  discussed ;  no 
less  than  to  determine  whether  France  shall  ex- 
tend her  borders  to  the  Rhine,  or  be  restricted  to 
the  Meuse;  whether  more  than  two  millions  of 
souls,  formerly  subjects  of  the  German  empire, 
shall  become  citizens  of  the 'French  Republic,  In 
this  Congress  the  King  of  Prussia  is  mediator ;  a 
youthful  monarch,  enterprising,  warlike,  and  am- 
bitious, at  the  head  of  three  hundred  thousand  of 
the  finest  troops  in  Europe^  and  with  a  treasury 
replenished  by  four  years  of  peace,  while  the  cof- 
fers of  his  neighbors  are  in  a  most  exhausted  con- 
dition. .With  these  advantages,  joined  to  his  Ideal 
position,  he  holds  in  his  hands  the  balance  of 
France  and  Germany.  Prepared  to  strike  in  every 
direction,  he  is  dreaded  and  courted  by  all  parties; 
and  especially  by  France,  who  feels  that  after 
Austria,  now  exhausted  and  desirous  of  repose,  he 
is  the  only  Power  capable  of  checking  Jier  ambi- 
tious designs.    Hence  she  has  the  greatest  possible 
interest  to  soothe  and  conciliate  him.    This  mon- 
arch possesses  all  the  finest  ports  in  the  Baltic,  and 
a  great  extent  of  maritime  territory.    His  prede- 
cessor, the  great  Frederick,  sensible  that  commerce 
alone   can  supply  money,  the    sinews    of  mil- 
itary strength,  always  felt  the  greatest  solicitude 
to  render  his  States  commercial ;  and  one  of  the 
means  by  which  he  hoped  to  effect  this  purpose, 
was  to  form  connexions  with  commercial  nations. 
This  was  the  spirit  of  his  Government,  and  be- 
came a  standing  maxim  in  hissystem  of  policy.  Ac- 
cordingly, having  discovered   that    the    United 
States  must  speedily  become  a  great  commercial 
nation,  he  was  among  the  first  to  form  a  treaty  of 
commerce  with  us. 

Is  there  not  reason  to  expect  that  the  same 
riewa  may  be  entertained  by  his  successor  now 
on  the  throne  ?  And  was  it  not  wise  to  do  every 
thing  in  our  power  for  keeping  up  a  good  under- 
standing with  a  monarch  who  has  it  in  his  power 
to  serve  us  so  essentially?  How  is  this  to  be 
done  ?  By  sending  a  Minister  to  bis  Court,  re- 
newing our  treaty  with  him  which  is  about  to  ex- 
pire, and  holding  out  to  him  the  prospect  of  com- 
mercial arrangements,  not  injurious  to  us,  but 
perhaps  highly  desirable  to  him,  and  sufficient  to 
procure  his  good  offices  and  interference  in  the 
adjustment  of  our  differences  with  France.  Would 
this  interference  be  unavailing  ?  I  apprehend  not ; 
for  France  has  too  much  interest  in  keeping  well 
with  this  monarch  to  refuse  attention  to  his  me- 
diation. His  interference,  if  he  should  choose  to 
interfere  seriously,  would,  on  the  contrary,  be 
more  efficacious,  in  all  probability,  than  fifty  ships 
of  the  line. 

I  do  not  know,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  this  inter- 
ference will  be  obtained,  or  ought  much  to  be  ex- 
pected ;  but  I  am*  fully  persuaded  that  it  was  wise 
to  use  the  means,  to  send  the  Minister,  and  make 
the  attempt ;  from  which  I  have  no  idea  that  we 


ought  to  have  been  deterred  by  the  paltry  consid- 
eration of  saving  nine  or  ten  thousand  dollars. 

But  gentlemen  constantly  repeat  that  we  ought 
to  have  no  political  connexions  with  the  nations 
of  Europe.  This  is  about  as  wise  as  to  say  a  man 
ought  never  to  have  a  fever.  A  fever,  no  doubt, 
is  a  very  bad  thing,  and  political  connexions  may 
also  be  bad  things;  but  we  already  have  them, 
and  the  question  is  not  whether  they  are  good  or 
bad,  but  now  we  shall  get  rid  of  them.  We  not 
only  have  political  connexions,  but  disputes  of  a 
most  disagreeable  nature,  growing  out  of  those 
connexions.  This  is  attested  by  all  the  papers  on 
the  table,  by  various  acts  of  the  House,  ana,  more 
strongly  still,  by  the  universal  capture  and  con- 
demnation of  our  property.  It  is  vain  and  foolish, 
therefore,  to  repeat  continually  that  we  ought  not 
to  have  foreign  connexions ;  but  our  business  is 
to  inquire  how  they  may  be  best  got  rid  of.  How 
is  this  to  be  done  ?  I  answer,  by  settling  our  pre* 
sent  differences,  and  avoiding  new  ones.  Unless 
gentlemen  mean  to  submit,  and  if  they  do,  I  have 
nothing  to  say  to  them,  having  already  had  op- 
portunities, on  former  occasions,  to  say  all  that 
seemed  necessary  on  that  subject.  Unless  they 
now  mean  to  submit  I  repeat,  that  the  bnly 
method  of  getting  rid  ot  those  foreign  connexions, 
about  which  they  so  loudly  exclaim,  is  to  settle 
our  present  differences  in  the  best  manner  we  can, 
and  avoid  new  ones.  For  this  purpose  we  must 
employ  Ministers ;  and  none  could  be  more  wisely 
employed  than  the  one  to  Berlin. 

This  diplomatic  intercourse,  therefore,  about 
which  gentlemen  raise  so  great  an  outcry,  is  per- 
fectly consistent  with  a  wish  to  get  rid,  as  fast  as 
we  can.  of  foreign  connexions ;  and  if  gentlemen 
were  sincere  in  that  wish,  it  appears  to  me  that, 
instead  of  opposing  these  appointments,  they 
would  applaud  and  support  them.  Gentlemen 
must  excuse  me  if  I  say  1  do  not  think  them  sin- 
cere; that,  in  my  opinion,  foreign  relations  are 
merely  a  stalking-horse,  behind  which  they  ad- 
vance to  attack  the  Administration,  and  the  sys- 
tem of  policy  which  it  has  adopted.  To  foreign 
relations  and  foreign  intercourse,  in  my  opinion, 
gentlemen  have  no  objection,  provided  those  re- 
lations can  be  such  as  they  wish,  and  conducted 
in  the  manner  which  they  desire.  It  is  against 
the  nature  of  these  connexions,  and  not  to  foreign 
connexions  in  themselves,  that  the  hostility  of 
gentlemen  is  directed.  For  the  proof  of  this  posi- 
tion, I  appeal  to  the  history  of  the  measures  pur- 
sued by  those  gentlemen  since  the  commencement 
of  this  Government. 

I  a«k  gentlemen,  Mr.  Chairman,  who  think 
with  me  that  the  present  attempt  ought  to  be  re- 
sisted, whether  they  can  separate  it  from  that  system 
of  measures  which  its  supporters  have  so  zealous- 
ly and  persereringly  pursued  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war  between  France  and  Eng- 
land ?  I  cannot.  I  am  compelled  to  view  it  in 
connexion  with  that  system,  and  it  is  this  con- 
nexion which  makes  me  dread  it.  Viewing  it  in 
i his  connexion,  the  time  which  is  chosen  for  mak- 
ing the  attempt  is,  to  me,  its  most  alarming  fea- 
ture.  T his  extension  of  foreign  intercourse,  which 
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is  made  the  pretext  for  the  present  attempt,  is  not 
a  measure  of  this  day.  It  was  adopted  in  May,  1796, 
and  that  was  the  time  for  opposing  it,  if  tie  rea- 
sons for  the  opposition  were  really  such  as  gentle- 
men allege.  But  no  opposition,  or  at  least  none 
of  any  consequence,  was  made  at  that  time.  I 
have  looked  over  the  debate  which  took  place  on 
that  occasion,  and  I  find  that,  although  some  ob- 
jections were  made,  they  rested  on  a  ground 
wholly  different  from  that  now  taken.  They 
were  confined  to  the  expediency  of  the  measure; 
but  not  one  word  was  said  of  tne  danger  of  Ex- 
ecutive influence,  or  the  necessity  of  checking 
Executive  patronage.  Among  others,  I  was  most 
struck  by  tne  observations  of  a  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Findley,)  which  agree  pre- 
cisely with  our  present  doctrines,  and  appear  to 
me  so  solid  and  important,  that  I  cannot  forbear 
presenting  them  to  the  committee.  They  xare 
found  in  the  debate  of  May  30,  1796,  on  the  ex- 
tension of  foreign  intercourse,  and  in  these 
words : 

"  Mr.  Findley  said  that  he  had  voted  against  this  meas- 
ure, in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  he  thought 
he  was  right  in  doing  so  ;  bat  he  was  now  of  opin- 
ion, that  except  the  House  had  information  sufficient 
to  convince  them  that  the  appropriation  was  necessary, 
they  ought  to  grant  it  He  wished  as  much  as  any  one  to 
save  the  money  of  the  public,  but  be  believed  our  Gov- 
ernment was,  in  some  degree,  obliged  to  conform  to  Eu- 
ropean ^practices.  If  we  had  Ministers  Plenipotentiary  at 
one  Court,  he  did  not  know  where  to  draw  the  line.  He 
believed  they  should  do  best  in  leaving  the  Executive  to 
settle  this  matter." 

The  committee,  Mr.  Chairman,  will  doubtless 
be  struck,  as  I  have  been,  with  the  contrast  be- 
tween these  sentiments  and  those  which  the  same 
gentleman,  and  those  with  whom  he  acts,  have 
expressed  on  the  present  occasion.  The  gentle- 
man, no  doubt,  has  good  reasons  for  his  change  of 
opinion,  but  as  I  do  not  know  them,  I  must  seek 
for  them  in  the  change  of  our  situation.  I  should 
be  sorry  to  say,  or  believe,  that  it  is  to  be  found 
there ;  but  the  appearance  of  the  thing  to  my  mind 
is  so  singular,  and  so  alarming,  that  f  cannot  con- 
ceal it.  At  that  time  we  had  no  dispute  with 
France ;  now  we  have.  At  that  time  the  French 
Government  had  not  declared  us  to  be  a  people  di- 
vided from  our  Government ;  now  it  has.  At  that 
time  we  were  not  on  the  eve  of  a  conflict  in  which 
it  was  to  be  proved  whether  the  people  of  this 
country  shall  be  governed  by  France,  or  them- 
selves ;  now  it  is  to  be  feared  that  we  are.  In  this 
awful,  this  momentous  situation  of  our  country ; 
when  we  know  that  France,  in  her  hostile  meas- 
ures, proceeds  on  the  persuasion  that  our  people 
are  divided  from  our  Government,  and  this  House 
against  the  Executive;  when  we  see  measures 
here  introduced  and  prosecuted  with  unequalled 
zeal,  whose  plain  and  direct  tendency  is  to  set  this 
House  at  war  against  the  Executive ;  to  degrade 
the  President,  and  hold  him  up  to  public  view  as 
the  enemy  of  liberty,  and  unworthy  of  confidence; 
can  we  avoid  observing  how  exactly  these  at- 
tempts are  calculated  to  promote  the  views  of 
France  7    Can  we  avoid  the  impression  of  a  con* 


cert  with  those  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  the 
impression  that  gentlemen  are  playing  into  the 
hands  of  a  foreign  Government,  which  is  pursuing 
every  hostile  measure  against  this  country  1  This 
impression  1  wish  to  resist;  but  I  fear  that  the  pub- 
lic mind  will  not  resist  it ;  nor  can  I  easily  resist  it, 
when  I  advert  to  that  system  of  alliance  with 
France  and  war  against  England^  which  was  at 
an  early  period  imported  into  this  country,  and 
has  been  ever  since  pursued  with  so  much  activity 
and  perseverance  in  this  House. 

When  I  say  this  system  of  alliance  and  war 
was  imported  into  this  country,  I  have  no  allusion 
to  any  member  of  this  House.  I  have  no  doubt 
thai  it  was  imported  by  a  member  of  this  Govern- 
ment, but  not  of  this  House ;  and  it  was  a  part 
of  the  system  adopted  by  the  revolutionists  of 
France,  when  they  resolved  to  wage  war  against 
all  their  neighbor^  especially  England,*  for  the 
purpose  of  subverting  the  Government  of  their 
own  country,  and  gratifying  their  own  personal 
ambition.  This  war,  we  know,  was  resolred  on 
long  before  it  was  declared ;  and  it  was  then  de- 
termined that  the  United  States  should  engage  in 
it  on  the  part  of  France.  A  regular  scheme  was 
concerted,  according  to  every  appearance,  for 
drawing  them  into  it.  The  missionary  armed, 
who  was  to  convert  us  to  this  new  faith ;  and  this 
missionary  was  a  citizen  of  our  own,  who  was  re- 
called from  a  public  employment  in  that  country, 
to  fill  a  high  official  station  here.*  Not  long  after, 
a  French  Minister  was  sent  over  to  second  his 
efforts,  and  he  came  furnished  with  ample 
instructions,  and  fortified  with  ample  means  of 
seduction. 

Before  this  Minister  arrived,  accounts  reached 
us  that  the  war  between  England  and  France  was 
commenced.  As  we  had  extensive  and  important 
relations,  both  of  a  commercial  and  political  na- 
ture, with  these  two  nations,  it  immediately  lie- 
came  a  question  of  the  greatest  importance  and 
solicitude,  how  we  should  act  in  this  critical  situ- 
ation. In  the  deliberations  which  took  place  on 
this  subject,  in  the  cabinet  of  the  Executive,  two 
very  opposite  opinions  immediately  appeared  j  one 
for  war  on  the  side  of  France,  and  the  other  for 
a  firm  neutrality :  and  there  were  twomenf  at  that 
time  in  the  councils  of  the  President,  who  sup- 
ported these  two  opinions.  The  advocate  of  the 
war  system  did  not  venture  openly  to  oppose  the 
system  of  neutrality,  which  ne  knew  to  be  the 


•  For  avoiding  mistakes,  Tdeclare,  that  in  this  and  the  nccart- 
log  passages,  1  allude  to  the  present  Vice  President  of  the  Unaea 
States,  whom  I  consider  as  the  author  and  secret  mover  of \xm  in- 
tern of  war  against  England,  and  alliance  offensive  and  defea*™ 
with  France— a  system  which,  far  from  being  abandoned,  is,  in  ay 
opinion,  now  pushed  with  more  seal  than  ever,  by  the  same  puy- 
Hence  all  their  efforts  to  keep  the  country  disarmed,  to d>pnvea» 
Government  of  the  public  confidence,  and  to  compel  i^ty**, 
means,  to  break  anew  with  England,  in  obedience  to  the  oraen  « 
France.  For  when  this  breach  Is  once  made,  they  know  that  a  w 
must  be  the  next  step,  and  then  the  alliance  with  France,  or  rauer 
subjection  to  her  under  the  name  of  an  alliance,  follows  of  awry  • 
mnA  tu*ma  gentlemen  would  rule  the  country  under  the  orders  « ■ 
inister,  as  is  now  actually  the  ease  in  Holland.    I 


and  these 
French  Minister. 


«*• 


sider  the  letter  to  Mazsei,  and  Genet's  charge  about  "  a  laagiag* 
official  and  a  language  confidential,"  joined  to  the  general  tea** 
this  gentleman's  conduct,  and  the  book  of  his  friend,  Mr.  moom 
as  full  proofs  that  my  opinion  is  well  founded.  *  --*__-« 
t  These  two  men  were  Jefferson  and  Hamilton.  The  fin*  *" 
for  war,  the  second  for  neutrality. 
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wish  of  the  country.  To  have  opposed  it  openly ; 
to  have  declared,  in  plain  terms,  that  we  ought 
lot  to  remain  neutral,  but  to  engage  in  the  war, 
pith  finances  so  deranged,  a  Government  so  im- 
perfectly established,  and  a  condition  of  affairs  so 
lnsettled,  would,  as  ne  well  knew,  have  disgusted 
ind  alarmed  the  people,  and  ruined  the  project. 
Fie  therefore  acted  with  more  art  and  address.  He 
abored  to  the  utmost  to  induce  the  President  not 
:o  decide,  himself,  upon  the  question  of  neu- 
trality, but  to  convene  Congress,  and  refer  the 
lecision  to  them.  Why  ?  Because  it  was  known 
that  a  popular  body,  like  Congress,  was  infinitely 
nore  susceptible  of  enthusiasm,  more  easily 
ivrought  on  by  management  and  intrigue,  more 
obnoxious  to  the  influence  of  popular  clamor, 
nobs,  and  venal  presses,  than  the  cool,  delibera- 
tive councils  of  the  President.  It  was  also  known 
that  in  case  of  a  reference  to  Congress,  the  neu- 
tral system  would  lose  the  aid  of  its  author's  tal- 
ints,  who  was  precluded,  by  his  official  station,  for 
1  seat  in  that  body.  To  this  point  then  the  author 
)f  the  war  system  directed  his  whole  force.  He 
abored  to  convince  the  President  that  it  did  not 
)elong  to  him  to  decide  the  question  of  neutrality, 
)ut  to  Congress,  to  whom  the  Constitution  re- 
[uired  it  to  be  referred ;  and  in  this  effort,  it  is 
veil  known  that  he  was  aided,  to  the  utmost,  by 
hat  description  of  people  who  have,  since  that 
ime,  omitted  no  opportunity. in  their  power  of 
lurrying  us  into  a  war  against  England. 

Fortunately,  however,  the  President  saw  and 
ivoided  the  snare.  His  sound  judgment,  and  pen- 
etrating discernment,  enabled  him  to  perceive  all 
he  hazards  of  such  a  reference ;  his  good  sense 
prevented  him  from  entertaining  a  doubt  about  his 
Constitutional  power  to  decide  this  question ;  and 
lis  firmness  enabled  him  to  make  and  support  the 
iecision.  The  Proclamation  of  Neutrality  accord- 
ngly  appeared. 

It  no  sooner  made  its  appearance,  than  the  war 
>arty  and  their  chief  raised  an  outcry  against  it 
rom  one  end  of  the  continent  to  the  other.  The 
**rench  Minister.  (Genet,)  who  arrived  soon  after, 
emonstrated ;  tne  popular  societies  formed  under 
lis  auspices,  published  resolutions ;  and  the  venal 
r esses,  the  principal  of  which*  was  under  the  irn- 
lediate  direction  of  the  author  of  the  war  system, 
oured  forth  abuse  against  the  Proclamation  of 
Neutrality,  the  Minister  who  advised  it,  and  the 
'resident  by  whom  it  was  issued.  In  short,  Mr. 
/hairman,  no  expedient  waich  disappointed  in- 
rigue  and  an  artful,  enraged  spirit  of  party  could 
evise,  was  omitted  for  raisins  a  universal  popular 
idignation  against  this  proclamation  of  neutrali- 
y,  and  for  preparing  Congress  to  condemn  and 
everse  it.  The  changes  were  rung  from  town  to 
)wn,  from  State  to  State,  and  from  one  end  of 
tie  Union  to  the  other,  on  pusillanimity,  on  na- 
onal  degradation,  on  ingratitude  to  France,  on 
srvile  submission  to  England.  And  this  procla- 
lation  was  furiously  assailed  with  the  very  same 
reapons  which  we  have  since  employed  against 

*  The  National  Gazette,  whose  editor,  Philip  Freneau,  was  a  cod- 
lential  clerk  of  Mr.  Jefferson.  This  paper  was  the  vehicle  of  all 
te  moot  violent  attack*  again*  the  Proclamation  of  Neutrality. 


the  British  Treaty,  which  was  justly  consider- 
ed as  a  part  of  the  same  system  of  neutrality. 
The  efforts  of  the  friends  of  war,  and  their  chief, 
were,  however,  unavailing.  The  people  of  Amer- 
ica, indeed  felt  a  warm,  an  almost  enthusiastic, 
partiality  for  France,  whom  they  considered  as 
contending  for  liberty,  and  on  this  partiality  the 
party  founded  strong  nopes  of  success.    But  the 

§ood  sense  of  the  people  enabled  them  to  discern 
lat,  whatever  might  be  their  wishes  for  the  suc- 
cess of  France,  the  interest  of  their  own  country 
lay  in  preserving  peace ;  and  they  gave,  through- 
out the  Union,  the  most  unequivocal  proofs  of 
approbation  to  the  proclamation  of  neutrality. 
When  Congress  met,  this  sentiment  had  become 
so  strong  and  universal  that  the  war  party  did  not 
dare  to  oppose  it.  The  proclamation  was  ap- 
proved of  by  Congress,  and  the  party  and  their 
chief  once  more  had  a  nook  put  into  their  nose. 

Though  a  second  time  disappointed,  they  did 
not,  however,  lose  courage,  nor  abandon  their 
schemes.  But,  as  a  system  of  neutrality  had  now 
been  adopted,  it  was  too  late  to  talk  of  war ;  and 
the  next  step,  therefore,  was  to  explain  this  neu- 
trality in  such  a  manner  as  would  render  it,  in 
effect,  an  alliance  with  France,  and  a  state  of  hos- 
tility against  England.  This  was  attempted  ac- 
cordingly; but,  as  the  author  of  the  war  system 
held  an  official  station  under  the  Executive,  he 
could  not  openly  appear  in  it.  The  French  Min- 
ister came  forward,  and  advanced  the  pretensions, 
which  it  was  the  part  of  the  other  personage  to 
second  and  support  in  the  President's  Council.  A 
right  was  claimed  on  the  part  of  France  to  arm, 
fit,  and  commission  ships  of  war  in  our  ports ;  to 
exclude  British  ships  of  war  under  pretences 
which  would  have  applied  to  every  possible  case; 
to  enlist  crews  among  our  citizens ;  to  raise  ar- 
mies in  our  country;  and  to  preclude  our  courts 
of  justice  from  all  cognizance  of  prizes  taken  and 
brought  in  by  vessels  acting  under  French  com- 
missions. It  was  contended  on  the  part  of  France, 
that  we  ought  to  resist,  by  force,  the  right  claimed 
by  England,  and  clearly  acknowledged  by  the  law 
of  nations,  to  take  the  goods  of  her  enemies  when 
found  on  board  of  our  neutral  vessels.  It  requires 
no  discernment,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  see  that  these 
pretensions,  had  they  been  agreed  to,  would  have 
placed  the  direction  of  our  affairs  in  the  hands  of 
France,  and  must  instantly  have  induced  a  state 
of  war  between  us  and  England.  This  was  well 
understood  by  the  war  party;  and,  therefore,  as 
everybody  recollects,  they  aided  and  supported  the 
French  Minister  to  the  utmost  of  their  power. 
These  pretensions,  indeed,  were  repelled  by  the 
President,  who  adopted  a  system  wholly  different— 
a  system  of  national  independence  and  fair  neu- 
trality; but  it  was  well  known  to  have  been 
adopted  contrary  to  the  opinion,  and  in  spite  of 
the  efforts,  of  the  chief  of  this  party.  When  it 
was  adopted,  he  did  indeed  defend  it,  in  his  offi- 
cial character ;  but  he  has  taken  care  to  declare* 
his  abhorrence  of  it,  and  the  French  Minister  did 


•  In  the  letter  to  Mauei,  where  he  stigmaUm  this  very  system, 
a*  a  system  of  Ingratitude  and  injustice  to  Fiance 
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not  fail  to  accuse  him  of  duplicity  for  having 
written  officially  in  its  defence.f 

While  officially  defended  by  their  chief,  the 
party  themselves  assailed  it  with  the  most  perse- 
vering violence.  The  haranguers  exclaimed,  the 
self-created  societies  resolved,  the  presses  devoted 
to  the  party  teemed  with  abuse ;  and  that,  in  par- 
ticular, which  was  under  the  immediate  direction 
of  the  chief,  poured  forth  one  continued  torrent  of 
virulent  invective.  Afraid  to  attack  the  head  of 
the  Executive  department  himself,  whose  tried 
virtue,  whose  splendid  services,  whose  great  and 
well-earned  popularity,  could  not  fail  to  rouse  the 
public  indignation  against  any  who  might  im- 
peach the  purity  of  his  conduct,  all  the  shafts  were 
levelled  at  the  counsellor  by  whose  advice  the 
system  was  supposed  to  have  been  adopted,  and 
by  whose  talents  it  was  ably  supported.  It  was 
everywhere  declared,  and  every  where  most  indus- 
triously propagated,  that  this  person  had  enslaved 
thecmnd  of  the  President,  and  misled  his  judg- 
ment. Everywhere,  by  every  press,  and  every 
club;  was  this  person  branded  as  a  speculator,  as 
a  thief,  a  plunderer  of  the  public  Treasury,  which 
was  under  his  superintendence — a  wretcn,  in  the 
pay  of  England ;  in  fine,  the  most  profligate  of 
traitors,  the  most  dangerous  of  public  enemies. 
These  calumnies,  asserted  within  these  walls,  cir- 
culated by  members  of  this  House,  were  industri- 
ously waited  from  State  to  State,  for  the  purpose 
of  overwhelming  with  obloquy  and  public  hatred 
the  author  and  prop  of  the  neutral  system,  as  an 
essential  step  towards  the  destruction  of  the  sys- 
tem itself. 

When  the  public  mind  was  thought  to  be  suffi- 
ciently prepared,  a  direct  attack  was  made  on  him 
in  this  House,  for  the  purpose  of  driving  him  from 
his  office,  so  that  the  President,  deprived  of  his 
counsels,  might  the  more  easily  be  brought  to 
concur  in  the  designs  of  the  war  party  and  of 
France.  The  charges,  before  circulated  in  a  vague 
and  indirect  form,  were  reduced  to  specific  accu- 
sations, and  brought  before  this  House,  as  the 
grounds  of  a  vote  of  impeachment.  But,  although 
the  party  had  met  with  some  success  while  they 
confined  themselves  to  their  stronghold,  to  the 
"ambigva&in  vulgum  epargere  wcei,"  which  I 
mentioned  in  the  beginning  of  my  observations, 
yet.  when  they  ventured  to  fight  on  the  open  plain 
of  tact  and  proof,  they  were  totally  routed;  when 
their  vague  calumnies  assumed  the  shape  of  reso- 
lutions, they  were  easily  refuted.  Every  charge 
was  repelled  by  a  vast  majority  of  this  House ; 
and  the  wise  and  virtuous  statesman,  to  whom  his 
country  is  so  much  indebted,  rising  triumphant 
from  the  contest,  established  his  fame  and  his 
system  on  a  basis  more  solid  than  ever — like 
some  mighty  oak,  whose  roots  are  more  strongly 
fixed,  and  new  vigor  added  to  its  growth,  by  those 
storms  which  seem  to  threaten  its  overthrow. 

Thus  the  war  party  were  again  di  scorn  fitted ; 
and,  in  spite  of  all  their  efforts,  aided  by  the  efforts 

f8ee  Genet's  letter  to  Mr.  Jefferson,  of  September 
18,  1793— pages  70  and  73,  of  the  printed  correspond- 


of  the  French  Minister,  a  system  of  fair  and  im- 
partial neutrality,  calculated  to  preserve  justice  to 
all,  and  keep  peace  with  all,  was  completely 
established. 

Though  beaten,  however,  Mr.  Chairman,  they 
were  not  subdued ;  nor  could  they  be  induced  to  re- 
linquish their  favorite  object  of  war  and  alliance. 
They  waited  for  a  more  favorable  opportunity 
of  renewing  the  attack,  and  that  opportunity  the 
unjust  aggressions  of  England  on  our  trade  too 
soon  supplied.  These  aggressions,  joined  to  the 
remembrance  of  our  former  contest  with  that 
Power,  and  the  resentments  remaining  from  her 
former  injuries,  raised  a  flame  of  indignation 
throughout  the  country,  which,  pervading  all 
classes  and  distinctions  of  people,  prepared  the 
public  mind  for  measures  of  Hostility.  The  occa- 
sion was  seized  by  the  war  party,  and  used  with 
an  activity  and  zeal  which  gave  them  the  fairest 
prospects  of  success.  The  attempts  were  not  di- 
rect ;  because  in  that  case  the  people  might  have 
been  brought  to  reflect.  The  great  object,  then, 
as  before,  was  war  against  England,  and  alliance 
with  France;  but  not  one  word  was  said  about 
war  or  alliance,  words  which  might  have  created 
alarm,  and  given  rise  to  hesitation.  But  measures 
were  proposed  whose  direct  and  inevitable  ten- 
dency was  to  widen  the  breach  with  England, 
and  inflame  the  two  countries  more  and  more 
against  each  other.  These  measures  assumed 
various  shapes,  to  suit  the  feelings  and  catch  the 
passions  of  particular  individuals,  or  classes  of 
men,  and  were  urged  with  unremitting  zeal  and 
indefatigable  industry.  Sometimes  commercial 
restrictions  on  the  trade  of  England  were  at- 
tempted ;  sometimes  the  intercourse  between  the 
two  countries  was  to  be  cut  off;  and  sometimes 
confiscation  and  sequestration  were  resorted  to. 
Many  of  our  best  citizens,  and  the  firmest  friends 
to  peace  and  neutrality,  were  impelled  by  the 
warmth  of  the  moment,  and  the  insinuations  of 
this  party,  to  favor,  and  even  to  propose  or  advo- 
cate, these  measures;  and  nothing  was  omitted 
to  raise  a  storm  of  popular  resentment  and  public 
odium  against  all  those  who  had  the  firmness  to 
withstand  them.  To  speak  of  negotiation  was 
branded  as  pusillanimity ;  to  speak  of  attempts  at 
amicable  adjustment,  was  pronounced  to  be  little 
short  of  treason.  Gentlemen,  for  their  opposition 
to  these  hostile  measures,  were  stigmatized  oa 
this  floor  as  the  agents  of  England ;  mobs  were 
hired  to  burn  them  in  effigy  in  various  towns  in 
the  Union ;  the  presses  devoted  to  the  war  party 
assailed  them  with  continued  volleys  of  calumny; 
their  names  were  coupled  with  every  disgraceful 
epithet,  with  every  vile  accusation,  in  the  toasts 
of  clubs  and  the  resolutions  of  societies;  and, 
finally,  by  all  these  means,  aided  by  the  continued 
aggressions  of  England,  an  universal  flame  was 
excited  in  the  country,  and  the  party  saw  itself 
approach  rapidly  to  the  moment  of  its  triumph 
over  the  system  of  peace  and  neutrality. 

When  tht  country  was  thus  on  the  point  of 
rushing  down  the  precipice,  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  destined  so  often  to  become  its  sa- 
viour, again  stretched  out  bis  paternal  band,  and 
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prevented  the  fall.  Interposing  the  powers  of  his 
office  and  his  immense  personal  popularity,  be- 
tween the  Legislature  and  the  gulf,  at  the  very 
brink  of  which  it  bad  almost  arrived,  he  arrested 
its  career,  and  afforded  the  country  time  to  re- 
cover from  its  delirium.  He  sent  an  Envoy  Ex- 
traordinary to  make  one  further  attempt  at  an 
amicable  adjustment  of  our  differences  with  Eng- 
land, before  we  should  resolve  to  terminate  them 
by  the  sword ;  and  by  this  step  he  again  broke  the 
measures  of  the  war  party. 

Their  rage  was  proportioned  to  their  disap- 
pointment, and  it  hurried  them  into  the  most  fu- 
rious invectives  against  the  President,  against  the 
Envoy,  and  against  all  who  were  understood  to 
Favor  the  measure.  Everybody  remembers,  Mr. 
Chairman,  bow  they  accused  tnis  Envoy  of  being 
i  tool  of  the  British  Ministry,  an  enemy  to  lib- 
erty, and  even  an  opposer  of  the  independence  of 
this  country.  Everybody  remembers  what  clam- 
m  were  raised  about  the  unconstitutionality  of 
lis  appointment ;  bow  the  clubs  toasted,  the  ora- 
tors harangued,  and  the  societies  resolved.  Every 
wdy  remembers  how  all  the  presses  under  the 
nfluence  of  this  party  loudly  alleged  that  the 
fiends  of  the  negotiation  were  a  faction  devoted 
:o  England,  and  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  by  sending  the  Envoy,  had  placed  himself 
it  the  head  of  this  faction.  Every  one  remembers 
low  the  leaders  of  this  party  did  not  refrain  from 
epeating  these  accusations  within  the  walls  of 
his  House,  and  even  on  this  floor.  It  was  in 
rain  that  the  friends  of  the  measure,  and  of  peace, 
poke  to  them  in  language  like  this :  "  Let  this 
ittempt  at  negotiation  be  made,  and  if  it  fails,  we 
vill  join  you  in  war.  Should  England  refuse  to 
b  us  justice,  when  thus  peaceably  applied  to,  we 
villjoin  you  in  every  measure  of  compulsion. 
We  consider  this  as  the  last  effort  at  negotiation ; 
ind  so  the  President  has  announced  it  in  his  Mes- 
age  for  nominating  the  Envoy."  No !  these  gen- 
lemen,  now  so  peaceable,  when  France  repels 
vith  contempt  two  successive  efforts  at  negotia- 
tor and  meets  all  our  advances  by  new  measures 
f  hostility,  could  then  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
ess  than  immediate  measures  of  coercion  and  ir- 
itation  against  England.  A  single  attempt  to 
egotiate  they  reprobated  as  pusillanimity,  and 
he  very  idea  of  a  compromise  they  treated  as  a 
arrender  of  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  country. 
Vhen  the  Envoy  arrived,  and  presented  a  memo- 
ial,  stating  all  our  claims,  and  urging  satisfac- 
ion^  but  urging  it  in  the  usual  forms  of  diplo- 
latic  civility,  these  forms  were  converted  into  a 
ause  of  accusation ;  a  most  violent  outcry  was 
lised  against  this  civility  by  the  very  gentlemen 
rho  now  proclaim  their  unbounded,  and  even  en- 
msiastic  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  late 
finister  to  France,  who,  in  his  first  address  to 
le  Government  of  that  Republic,  assured  it  so- 
imnly  and  publicly  that  this  country  was  ready 
>  submit,  and  to  submit  cheerfully,  to  any  infrac- 
ons  of  its  treaties  or  violation  of  its  rights,  which 
ranee  might  think  it  for  her  own  advantage  to 
>mmit!  Whence  this  strange  inconsistency, 
it  from  an  eager  desire  of  war  against  England, 


and  a  blind  servile  devotedness  to  France  ?  And 
will  gentlemen,  after  all  this,  deny  that  the  whole 
scope  of  the  measures,  the  whole  drift  of  the  sys- 
tem of  their  party,  has  been  war  against  England 
and  alliance  with  France  ?* 

The  Envoy,  however,  continued  to  negotiate, 
and  at  length  concluded  a  treaty,  whereby  an- 
cient difficulties  were  adjusted,  ana  the  foundation 
laid  for  amity  in  future*  No  sooner  did  this  treaty 
arrive  in  the  country  than  every  artifice  was  used 
to  inflame  the  public  mind,  and  excite  against  it 
the  popular  prejudices.  Nothing  was  omitted  to 
defeat  it  in  the  Senate,  and  when  ratified  by  that 
body,  it  was  attacked  by  every  coffee-house  poli- 
tician of  the  party  before  it  was  published,  by  all 
their  presses,  and  by  the  resolutions  of  all  the  clubs. 
When  made  public,  the  most  unheard  of  means 
were  used  to  overwhelm  it  with  general  odium, 
to  raise  an  universal  cry  against  it,  and  deter  the 
President  from  giving  it  his  sanction.  In  every 
town  mobs  were  assembled  under  the  more  re- 
spectable name  of  town  meetings ;  those  of  a  dif- 
ferent opinion  were  silenced  by  clamor,  intimi- 
dated by  threats,  or  actually  driven  away  by  vio- 
lence ;  and  all  opposition  or  discussion  being  thus 
J  prevented,  these  assemblages  of  ignorant  and  il- 
iterate  men  were  prevailed  upon  to  vote  by  ac- 
clamation for  resolutions  which  they  were  inca- 
pable of  understanding,  and  could  not  even  hear. 
Thus  the  appearance  of  a  formidable  popular 
rising  in  various  parts  of  the  continent  was  ex- 
hibitedj  and  the  frenzy  caught.  It  spread  wider 
and  wider,  and,  aided  by  various  auxiliary  pas- 
sions, drew  into  its  vortex  great  masses  of  the 
best  and  most  well-intentioned  citizens.  The 
country  again  seemed  on  the  point  of  rushing 
down  the  precipice ;  but  fortunately  its  guardian 
genius  yet  presided  over  its  affairs.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  again  placed  himself  in 
the  breach,  and  received  on  bis  buckler  all  the 
strokes  aimed  at  the  happiness  of  the  country.  He 
spoke  to  the  people ;  they  heard  the  voice  of  their 
father  ;  they  listened  and  became  calm.  He  rati- 
fied the  treaty,  and  the  people  said,  "  It  is  done, 
and  must  it  not  be  supported  ?  He  has  done  it, 
and  is  it  not  right  ?"  They  listened,  and  were  ap- 
peased ;  they  read,  and  were  convinced ;  they  dis- 
covered their  first  errors,  acknowledged  and  re- 
nounced them. 

But  not  so  the  party  whose  object  was  war 
against  England  at  all  events.  They  saw  in  this  • 
treaty  the  death  of  their  hopes,  the  final  frustra- 
tion of  all  their  projects  ;  for  this  treaty  took  away 
all  cause  of  quarrel  between  the  two  countries, 
and  they  resolved  to  make  one  grand  effort  for  its 
destruction;  which  being  accomplished,  all  the 
ancient  disputes  would  be  reinstated  with  new 
aggravation,  and  a  rupture  would  be  rendered  by 
$o  much  the  more  certain,  as  there  could  be  no 
faith  in  any  new  accommodation.  To  this  ob- 
ject they  bent  their  whole  force,  and  this  House 
was  the  place  for  the  attack.  When  the  treaty 
came  before  this  House  to  be  carried  into  effect, 

•  See  Mr.  Monroe's  book,  pages  10,  84,  and  36, 
where  this  declaration  is  acknowledged  and  justified* 
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doctrines  new  to  the  Constitution,  and  incompat- 
ible with  its  existence,  were  introduced  in  order 
to  destroy  it.  The  treaty-making  power  was  at- 
tempted to  be  rendered  subject  to  the  control  of 
this  House,  as  the  power  of  appointing  foreign 
Ministers  is  now  attempted  to  be  rendered  sub- 
ject. The  treaty  was  attacked  through  the  sides 
of  the  Constitution ;  a  war  was  sought  by  the 
overthrow  of  our  Government  and  the  violation  of 
our  plighted  faith.  But  a  firm  resistance  was 
given  to  these  attempts.  Enlightened  discussions 
spread  the  truth  before  the  eyes  of  the  people. 
Warned  by  the  errors  into  which  they  had  before 
been  drawn,  and  roused  by  the  magnitude  of  the 
danger,  they  rose  in  their  might,  and  the  party 
was  dismayed;  they  spoke  and  it  trembled ;  they 
put  forth  their  hand  and  touched  it,  and  it  sunk  to 
the  earth. 

Thus,  again,  Mr.  Chairman,  were  the  projects 
of  the  gentlemen  confounded.  Thus  again  were 
they  preveuted  from  effecting  their  purpose,  so 
much  desired,  of  driving  this  country  into  a  war 
with  England  and  the  fraternal  embraces  of 
France. 

The  remaining  history  is  known.  The  French, 
under  pretexts  so  frivolous  that  not  one  gentleman 
on  this  floor  had  been*fbund  hardy  enough  to  de- 
fend them,  have  quarrelled  with  us  on  account  of 
this  treaty,  because,  by  terminating  our  differences 
with  England,  it  cuts  off  all  hope  of  our  being 
drawn  into  the  war  against  her.  In  this  quarrel 
France,  proceeding  avowedly  on  the  ground  of 
our  being  a  divided  people,  opposed  to  our  own 
Government,  and  attached  to  her,  repels  all  our 
amicable  advances,  meets  them  with  new  injuries, 
and  declares  that  before  she  will  listen  to  us.  we 
must  tread  back  all  our  steps,  reverse  our  whole 
system  of  policy,  break  our  treaty  with  England, 
and  admit  her  own  construction  of  her  treaty  with 
us.  In  this  critical  and  alarming  situation  of  af- 
fairs, the  same  description  of  persons,  the  same  in- 
dividuals even,  who  havesoperseveringly  attempt- 
ed to  bring  us  into  a  war  against  England  accord- 
ing to  the  views  of  France,  who  have  so  uniform- 
ly, and  with  so  much  zeal,  supported  all  the  pre- 
tensions of  France,  now  come  forward  and  make 
a  direct  attack  on  the  Executive,  the  tendency  of 
which  necessarily  is  to  divide  it  from  this  House, 
when  there  is  the  utmost  need  of  union,  and  with- 
draw from  it  the  confidence  of  the  people,  when 
that  confidence  is  most  essential.  What  is  this 
but  a  continuation  of  the  same  system?  And  can 
we  be  blamed  for  seeing  in  this  attempt  a  new  ef- 
fort to  throw  this  country  into  the  arms  of  France, 
by  rendering  the  Government  unable  to  resist  her; 
by  forcing  it,  from  weakness,  to  submit  to  her 
mandates ;  to  break,  in  obedience  to  them,  its  trea- 
ty with  England,  and  substitute,  in  its  place,  an  al- 
liance offensive  and  defensive  with  her  ? 

If  this  be  not  the  object  of  gentlemen — if  it  be 
not  their  intention  thus  to  serve  their  country  by  re- 
ducing it  to  the  situation  of  Holland — how  are  we 
to  reconcile  their  present  with  their  former  con- 
duct; their  eagerness  for  hostile  measures  for- 
merly, with  their  tame  submissive  spirit  now; 
their  zealous  opposition  to  everything  like  negoti- 


ation formerly,  with  their  equally  zealous  oppo- 
sition to  everything  like  resistance  now  ?  If  this 
be  not  their  system,  then  all  I  can  say  about  their 
present  measures,  contrasted  with  those  pursued 
by  them  on  a  former  occasion,  about  their  former 
eagerness  for  alliance  with  one  foreign  nation 
and  war  with  another,  contrasted  with  their  pre- 
sent declamations  against  all  sorts  of  foreign  con- 
nexions or  intercourse,  is  to  exclaim,  in  the  elo- 
quent language  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, that  those  measures  form  the  last  leaf  of 
that  book  wherein  are  written  the  inconsistencies 
of  party. 

Whether  this  system  of  war  and  alliance,  this 
system  of  fraternity  with  France,  such  as  the 
Dutch  now  enjoy,  and  hostility,  under  her  orders, 
against  all  her  enemies ;  this  system,  so  steadily 
pursued,  but  so  often  defeated,  shall  now  at  length 
begin  to  triumph,  I  consider  as  the  question  now 
to  be  decided.  It  is  now  to  be  decided  whether 
an  important  step  shall  be  taken  towards  compell- 
ing our  Government,  through  debility,  to  submit 
implicitly  to  France,  towards  laying  tnis  country, 
bound  hand  and  foot,  at  the  feet  of  that  naughty, 
domineering  nation.  To  take  this  step,  to  com- 
mence the  triumph  of  the  fraternal  system,  I  take 
to  be  the  object,  as  I  know  it  to  be  the  tendency, 
of  the  inroad  on  the  Executive  power  attempted 
by  this  amendment.  Hence  it  is  that  I  oppose  it 
with  the  warmest  zeal  and  with  all  mv  might; 
and  if  my  opposition  shall  contribute  in  the  small- 
est degree  to  its  defeat,  I  shall  neither  regret  the 
time  f  have  occupied,  nor  apologize  for  the  trou- 
ble I  have  given  to  the  committee. 

At  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  Harper's  speech  the 
question  was  called  for;  but  on  motion  to  rise  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  it  was  carried  by  50  mem- 
bers rising. 

Monday,  March  5. 
ENCOURAGEMENT  OF  FINE  ARTS. 

Mr.  Dwight  Foster  observed,  that  he  thought 
it  proper  that  attention  should  be  paid  to  the  en- 
couragement of  the  fine  arts,  and  particularly  to  the 
arts  of  designing  and  engraving,  which  had  already 
made  considerable  progress  in  this  country.  The 
proper  way  of  doing  this,  he  supposed  would  be  to 
secure  to  artists  a  property  in  their  works.  In  order 
to  bring  this  business  before  the  House,  he  pro- 
posed a  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  propriety  of  passing  an  act  for  this 
purpose,  which  was  agreed  to,  and  a  committee  of 
three  appointed. 

RELATIONS  WITH  FRANCE. 

The  following  Message,  with  the  documents  ac- 
companying it,  were  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Senate f  and 

Gentlemen  of  the  House  of  Reprttentatwet  .- 

The  first  despatches  from  our  Envoys  Extraordinary, 
since  their  arrival  at  Paris,  were  received  at  the  Secretory 
of  Stated  office,  at  a  late  hour  the  last  evening.  Thtf 
are  all  in  a  character  which  will  require  some  diyitob* 
dacyphered,  except  the  last,  which  is  dated  the  8th  of 
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January,  1798.  The  contents  of  this  letter  are  of  so 
nuch  importance  to  be  immediately  made  known  to  Con. 
press,  and  to  the  public,  especially  to  the  mercantile  part 
>f  oar  fellow-citizens,  that  I  have  thought  it  my  duty  to 
jommunicate  them  to  both  Houses  without  loss  of  time. 

JOHN  ADAMS. 
UvrriD  Statm,  March  5th,  1798. 

Pabis,  January  8, 1798. 

Dear  Sim  :  We  embrace  an  unexpected  opportunity  to 
tend  you  the  "  Redacteur,"  of  the  fifth  instant,  containing 
the  Message  of  the  Directory  to  the  Council  of  Five  Hun- 
dred, urging  the  necessity  of  a  law  to  declare  as  good 
prize  all  neutral  ships  haying  on  board  merchandises  and 
»mmodities,  the  production  of  England,  or  of  the  En- 
glish possessions,  that  the  flag,  as  they  term  it,  may  no 
longer  cover  the  property.  And  declaring  farther  that 
the  ports  of  France,  except  in  case  of  distress,  shall  be 
ihut  against  all  neutral  ships,  which,  in  the  course  of 
their  voyage,  shall  have  touched  at  an  English  port.  A 
Commission  has  been  appointed  to  report  on  the  Message, 
and  it  is  expected  that  a  decree  will  be  passed  in  con- 
formity to  it. 

Nothing  new  has  occurred  since  our  last,  in  date  of 
the  twenty-fourth  ultimo.  We  can  only  repeat  that  there 
exists  no  hope  of  our  being  officially  received  by  this 
Government,  or  that  the  objects  of  our  mission  will  be  in 
uy  way  accomplished. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your 
most  obedient  servants, 

CHARLES  C.  PINCKNEY, 
J.  MARSHALL, 
E.  GERRY. 

Timothy  Pickibihg,  Esq. 

[tbavbiatiow.] 

Menage  of  the  Executive  Directory  to  the  Council  of 
Five  Hundred,  of  the  Ibth  Nivose,  6th  year,  (4/A 
January,  1798.) 

Citizen  Representatives:  To-day,  the  15th  Nivose, 
•nd  at  the  very  hour  at  which  the  Executive  Directory 
addresses  this  Message  to  you,  the  municipal  administra- 
tors, the  justices  of  the  peace,  the  commissaries  of  the 
Directory,  and  the  supervisors  of  the  customs,  are  pro- 
ceeding, in  all  the  chief  places  of  the  departments,  and 
in  all  the  principal  communes  of  the  Republic,  to  seize 
the  English  merchandise  now  in  France,  or  introduced 
upon  its  territory  in  contravention  of  the  law  of  the  10th 
Brumaire,  5th  year  (October  31,  1796.) 

Such  is  the  first  act  by  which,  when  peace  is  given 
to  the  Continent,  the  war  declared  a  long  time  since 
against  England  is  about  to  assume  its  genuine  character. 
The  French  will  not  suffer  a  Power,  which  strives  to 
found  its  prosperity  upon  the  misfortune  of  other  nations, 
to  raise  its  commerce  upon  the  ruin  of  that  of  other  peo- 
ple, and  which,  aspiring  to  the  domination  of  the  seas, 
wishes  to  introduce,  every  where,  articles  of  its  own 
manufacture,  and  to  receive  nothing  from  foreign  indus- 
try} any  longer  to  enjoy  the  fruit  of  its  culpable  specula- 
tions. 

The  English  Government  has  kept  in  pay,  during  the 
*ar,  the  coalesced  forces,  with  the  produce  of  her  manu- 
kctories.  It  has  violated  all  the  principles  of  the  law  of 
nations,  in  order  to  shackle  the  relations  of  neutral  Powers: 
it  has  caused  to  be  seized  the  provisions,  grain,  and  com- 
modities, which  it  supposed  to  be  destined  for  France: 


it  has  declared  contraband  everything  which  it  thought 
useful  to  the  Republic:  it  desired  to  starve  it  All  the 
citizens  demand  vengeance  upon  it. 

When  it  had  to  fear  the  capture  of  vessels  sailing  un- 
der its  flag,  it  corrupted  foreign  Captains  to  induce  them 
to  take  on  board  their  vessels  English  merchandise,  and 
thus  to  introduce  it,  by  cunning,  by  fraud  or  otherwise, 
into  foreign  8tates,  and  especially  into  the  French  Re- 
public. 

The  neutral  Powers  should  have  perceived,  that,  by 
this  conduct,  their  merchants  took  a  part  in  the  war,  and 
that  they  lent  assistance  to  one  of  the  belligerent  Powers. 
We  serve  a  party,  as  well  when  we  procure  for  him  the 
means  of  augmenting  his  forces,  as  when  we  unite  our- 
selves to  those  which  he  has.  The  neutral  Powers  should 
have  perceived,  that  England,  by  stopping  the  vessels  of 
other  Powers,  laden  in  their  respective  ports,  and  destined 
for  France,  by  permitting  articles  coming  from  her  own 
manufactories  alone  to  circulate,  aimed  at  an  extensive 
commerce,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  seek  repara- 
tion for  such  an  attempt 

The  ordinance  of  the  marine  and  the  regulation  of 
1794,  have  declared  to  be  good  prize,  the  vessels  and 
their  cargoes  in  which  is  found  English  merchandise 
belonging  to  enemies.  These  provisions  should  be  ex- 
tended.    The  interest  of  Europe  demands  it 

The  Directory  thinks  it  urgent  and  necessary  to  pass 
a  law  declaring  that  the  condition  of  vessels  in  what  con- 
cerns their  quality  of  neutral  or  enemy,  shall  be  deter- 
mined by  their  cargo,  and  that  the  cargo  shall  be  no 
longer  covered  by  the  flag ;  in  consequence,  that  every 
vessel  found  at  sea,  having  on  board  English  merchandise 
and  commodities,  as  her  cargo,  in  whole  or  in  part,  shall 
be  declared  to  be  good  prize,  whosoever  may  be  the  pro- 
prietor of  these  commodities  or  merchandise ;  which  shall 
be  reputed  contraband  for  this  cause  alone,  that  they 
come  from  England  or  her  possessions. 

It  would  be  useful  to  declare  at  the  same  time,  that, 
except  in  the  case  of  distress,  the  ports  of  the  Republic 
shall  be  shut  to  all  foreign  vessels,  which,  in  the  course 
of  the  voyage,  shall  have  entered  those  of  England. 

The  Executive  Directory  requests  you,  Citizen  Repre- 
sentatives, to  adopt  these  measures.  No  neutral  or  allied 
Power  can  mistake  their  object,  nor  complain  of  them, 
unless  it  be  already  delivered  up  to  England.  The  infal- 
lible effect  of  the  measure  is  to  enhance  the  value  of  the 
product  of  their  soil  and  of  their  industry,  to  increase  the 
prosperity  of  their  commerce,  to  repel  every  thing  that 
comes  from  England,  and  essentially  to  influence  the 
conclusion  of  the  war. 

Such  are  the  motives  which  induce  the  Executive  Di- 
rectory to  invite  you,  Citizen  Representatives,  to  take  the 
object  of  this  Message  into  the  most  prompt  consideration. 

P.  BARRAS,  President. 
LA6ARDE,  Sec  .Gen. 

This  Message,  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  to  provide  the  means 
of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations ;  when 

Mr.  Reed  rose  and  spoke  as  follows :  The  sub- 
ject before  the  committee,  I  believe,  is  perhaps 
generally  considered  as  nearly  or  quite  exhausted. 
Nothing  very  new  or  important  is  further  expect- 
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ed  :  however,  resolving,  so  far  as  possible,  to  avoid 
repeating  those  arguments  and  observations  which 
have  already,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  been  too 
often  repeated,  I  feel  disposed  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks. 

The  object  of  the  amendment  under  considera- 
tion, as  I  understand  it,  is  to  control,  or  restrain 
the  operations  of  the  Executive  Department,  with 
respect  to  Ministers  appointed  to  officiate  at  for- 
eign Courts;  and  this  restraint  of  Executive 
power  is  to  be  effected  by  reducing  the  sum,  or  by 
appropriating  a  less  sum  than  hath  been  heretofore 
appropriated  for  that  purpose. 

The  gentleman  who  brought  forward  this 
amendment,  and  they  who  have  joined  with  him 
in  the  support  of  it,  do  not  pretend  to  accuse  the 
President  of  having  violated  his  Constitutional 
trust,  nor  have  they  adduced  any  proof  to  show 
that  the  character  of  persons  appointed  to  the 
office  of  Ambassadors  is  such,  or  the  number  so 
great,  as  really  to  endanger  the  Constitution  or  the 
rights  and  liberties  of  our  country.  The  pretence 
is  a  fear  or  apprehension  of  abuse  in  future,  which, 
in  my  estimation,  is  very  far  from  being  a  reason 
sufficient  to  justify  the  measure  in  contemplation. 
Certainly  the  President  is  exclusively  authorized 
by  the  Constitution  to  nominate  Consuls  and  Am- 
bassadors, and,  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  has  an  exclusive  power  to  appoint  them. 
What  reason  have  we  to  think  that  this  duty  has 
not  been  or  will  not  be  discharged  faithfully  and 
properly  ?  What  reason  have  we  to  imagine  that 
if  the  superintendency  and  direction  of  this  busi- 
ness were  taken  into  our  own  hands,  it  would  then 
be  transacted  with  more  fidelity,  with  more  pro- 
priety, and  safety  to  our  constituents  ?  Have  we 
more  information  upon  this  subject  ?  are  we  more 
capable  of  judging  rightly  with  respect  to  the 
number,  the  character,  and  the  grade,  of  foreign 
Ministers  ?  Or,  is  there  a  greater  degree  of  re- 
sponsibility and  integrity  attached  to  our  station 
than  to  the  Executive  Department?  These  things 
will  not  be  pretended.  I  am  ready  to  acknowledge 
myself  deficient  in  point  of  suitable  information 
upon  this  subject,  nevertheless,  it  does  appear  to 
me  reasonable  to  suppose,  considering  the  present 
peculiar  state  of  Europe,  our  relation*  and  con- 
nexions with  the  European  nations,  that  the  num- 
ber of  Ambassadors  employed  abroad  is  not  too 
large,  nor  their  grade  too  high,  to  manage  well  the 
difficult  and  interesting  affairs  of  our  national  in- 
tercourse. 

Responsibility  is  evidently  a  very  important  and 
distinguishing  characteristic  in  a  representative 
Government;  and,  it  must  be  evident  to  every 
one  that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  this 
respect,  is  placed  in  a  different  situation  from  the 
House  of  Representatives.  It  is,  perhaps,  a  diffi- 
cult thing  to  render  so  numerous  a  body  as  the 
House  of  Representatives  sufficiently  responsible. 
If  a  majority,  or  less  number  of  individuals,  should 
at  any  time  be  guilty  of  improper  conduct  in  their 
Legislative  capacity,  the  blame  might  be  divided 
among  themselves,  or  possibly  be  shifted  from 
themselves  to  other  members ;  so  that  the  people 
at  large  could  not  easily  ascertain  who  the  persons 


really  bkmeable  were ;  besides,  members  who  be- 
long to  the  House  of  Representatives  are  chosen 
by  districts,  or  by  the  State  they  represent. 

The  circle  which  they  more  immediately  rente- 
sent,  and  to  which  they  are  more  particularly  re- 
sponsible, is  comparatively  small,  whereas  the 
President  is  chosen  by  the  United  States.  He 
represents  the  whole  Union,  and  to  the  whole 
Union  he  is  accountable  and  responsible.  His  re- 
sponsibility to  God  and  men  is  oi  the  most  serious 
and  solemn  nature;  his  obligations  to  the  faithful 
and  proper  discharge  of  duty  are  the  greatest  and 
motives  the  strongest  conceivable ;  and,  for  my  own 
part,  I  am  unwilling  to  diminish  that  responsibility, 
which  is,  in  some  sense,  our  national  security 
and  safeguard,  by  controlling  or  restraining  a 
power  which,  I  am  not  suspicious,  has  ever  been 
abused. 

I  am  sensible  it  has  been  insinuated  that  our 
political  intercourse  is  too  extensive.  That  this 
intercourse  always  has  and  ever  will  prove  disad- 
vantageous; but,  perhaps,  these  suggestions  are 
without  sufficient  foundation.  We  might  have 
been  subjected  to  much  greater  evils  without, 
and  for  the  want  of  this  intercourse  with  foreign 
nations,  than  we  have  suffered  in  consequence 
of  it. 

Political  as  well  as  commercial  intercourse  with 
other  nations  may  possibly  be  carried  to  such  ex- 
cess as  to  operate  disadvantageous^ ;  and,  when 
not  carried  to  excess,  it  may  be  the  means  of 
vitiating  and  injuring  some  individuals,  and,  per- 
haps, some  particular  places,  but  the  community 
at  large,  I  apprehend,  will  be  benefited. 

All  nations  have  their  improvements  and  vir- 
tues as  well  as  imperfections  and  vices ;  a  suitable 
degree  of  mutual  intercourse  would,  therefore,  in 
all  probability,  be  of  mutual  advantage.  In  this 
way  we  as  a  nation  may  be  rendered  more  re- 
spectable abroad;  and  I  am  persuaded  that  the 
more  our  foreign  Ministers,  and  also  the  more  the 
people  of  this  country  in  general,  see  and  know  of 
other  nations,  of  their  manners  and  customs,  ci 
the  nature  and  operations  of  their  Governments, 
the  more  highly  they  will  eventually  esteem  and 
admire  their  own. 

In  America  free  representative  Governments 
exist,  and  we  hope  their  existence  will  be  perpet- 
ual. This  extensive  Continent,  placed  at  so  great 
a  distance  from  other  Continents,  and  discovered 
in  so  late  a  period  of  time,  is  favorable  to  the 
cause  of  liberty ;  it  has  proved  an  asylum  for  the 
oppressed  and  persecuted  of  other  nations ;  and. 
from  our  political  as  well  as  commercial  inter- 
course with  other  nations  and  Governments,  they 
as  well  as  we  may  be  essentially  improved  and 
benefited. 

Gentlemen  in  favor  of  the  amendment  now  be- 
fore the  committee  have  urged  its  importance  and 
the  necessity  of  its  being  adopted  at  this  time,  in 
order  to  check?  as  they  pretend,  a  very  dangerous 
patronage  arising  from  the  exercise  of  Executive 
power,  in  appointing  foreign  Agents  and  Ambas- 
sadors. To  me  the  suspicion  appears  totally  un- 
founded. I  can  discover  no  alarming  prospect  <£ 
this  kind.    Corruption  is  not  congenial  to  our 
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government,  nor  is  it  requisite  to  support  and 
ender  popular  any  part  of  its  administration.  Our 
State  Governments  preclude  the  necessity  of  many 
rffices  in  the  General  Government.  These  offi- 
ces are,  comparatively,  but  few.  and  none  of  them 
rery  lucrative.  No  person,  in  or  out  of  office,  can 
easonably  expect  to  secure  any  real  and  lasting 
wpularity  by  corrupting  others,  or  by  being  him- 
elf  corrupted. 

If  our  Government  had  been  founded  in  usur- 
pation and  upon  arbitrary  and  oppressive  princi- 
tles,  then  it  might  have  needed  a  variety  of 
'icious  measures  for  its  establishment ;  then  we 
night  expect  that  the  administrators  would  ad- 
Iress  themselves  to  the  passions,  to  the  avarice, 
ud  ambition  of  its  subjects ;  then  every  species  of 
irtifice  and  intrigue,  political  and  religious  tests, 
vith  hereditary  and  exclusive  privileges,  might  be 
lecessary  for  trie  support  of  the  Administration. 

But  the  Constitution  and  Government  of  the 
Joked  States  need  none  of  these  means  for  its 
upport.  Formed  by  a  free  and  enlightened  peo- 
ple upon  the  noble  basis  of  equal  rights  and  priv- 
leges.  it  can  only  be  supported  by  just  and  equita- 
ble laws,  fairly  and  impartially  executed.  The 
itasident  in  his  appointments  cannot  be  supposed 
inder  the  influence  of  favoritism.  Every  motive 
rill  induce  him  to  have  a  proper  regard,  not  only 
o  abilities  and  information,  but  also  to  real  and 
ubstantial  merit  and  integrity  of  character.  I 
tpprehend  we  have  no  reason  to  doubt  but  that 
uch  men  will  be  appointed  by  the  Executive  to 
he  several  offices,  as,  in  their  honest  judgment, 
re  best  qualified  and  disposed  to  discharge  the 
espective  duties  with  the  greatest  propriety  and 
aost  general  acceptance  to  the  people. 

Under  these  and  similar  impressions  the  object 
>f  the  amendment  apppears  to  me  not  only  unne- 
cessary, but  improper,  and  accordingly  contrary 
o  the  intention  and  spirit  of  the  Constitution. 
rVe  find  no  violation  of  Constitutional  trust  in 
he  Executive;  no  flagrant  abuse  of  power  is 
iretended ;  no  instance  of  improper  conduct 
vhich  can,  in  the  least  degree,  justify  the  measure 
n  contemplation. 

The  method  which  gentlemen  who  advocate 
he  measure  propose  for  restraining  the  exercise  of 
Executive  power  is,  by  reducing  the  sum  hereto- 
bre  appropriated  for  the  support  of  foreign  Min- 
sters. In  considering  this  proposition,  a  Consti- 
utional  question  has  been  brought  into  view,  dif- 
erent  opinions  have  been  advanced,  and  these 
•pinions  have  been  variously  expressed.  I  feel, 
herefore,  disposed  to  express  my  own  opinion 
Iso,  and  in  my  own  way,  on  this  occasion,  with 
espect  to  the  doctrine  of  appropriations. 

The  Constitution  says,  no  appropriation  of  mo- 
tey  shall  be  made  but  by  law.  An  appropriation 
s  a  law,  or  act  of  the  Legislature,  appropriating 
i  sum  of  money  for  some  particular  purpose.  A 
egislative  act  is,  in  its  nature,  voluntary  and  de- 
iberative.  Every  member  of  the  Legislature 
possesses  the  right  of  deliberating  and  deciding 
or  himself. 

It  is  acknowledged  by  all  that  the  Legislature 
las  what  is  termed  the  physical  power  of  making 


or  of  refusing  to  make  appropriations ;  but  in  cer- 
tain cases,  and  in  the  present  case,  some  pretend 
this  House  has  not  the  moral  power  to  refuse,  or 
to  appropriate  a  less  sum  than  has  been  hereto- 
fore appropriated  for  the  like  purpose.  If  by  mo- 
ral power  is  here  meant  the  right  of  doing  a  wrong 
and  improper  action,  certainly  no  individual,  or 
body  of  men,  can  possess  this  right  in  any  case 
whatsoever.  There  is  no  dispute  here,  and  for 
myself  I  believe  it  would  be  wrong  and  highly 
improper  and  inexpedient  to  reduce  the  sum  pro- 
posed to  be  appropriated,  according  to  the  object 
of  the  amendment.  But,  if  by  moral  power  be 
meant  the  right  of  judging  when  and  how  the 
physical  power  ought  to  be  exercised,  (and  I  think 
this  roust  be  the  meaning,  if  it  means  anything,) 
the  right  undoubtedly  belongs  to  the  Legislature. 
The  Constitution  has  no  where  said  the  Legisla- 
ture shall  not  exercise  this  power,  nor  has  the 
Constitution  said  the  right  or  exercising  this 
power  shall  be  vested  in  any  other  department  of 
the  Government. 

In  this  view  of  the  subject  I  do  consider  the 
Constitutional  power  of  appropriating  money  as 
a  sacred  trust  committed  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  to  the  discretion  of  the  Legislative 
branch  of  Government.  This  power  or  trust  is 
not  to  be  wantonly  abused  and  trifled  with,  but 
exercised  according  to  the  principles  of  justice 
and  good  faith — of  sound  wisdom  and  policy.  In 
the  exercise  of  this  power  there  will  sometimes 
be  a  difference  of  opinion  among  the  members  of 
the  Legislature,  but  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  a 
majority  will  decide  rightly,  and  legislate  with 
propriety. 

I  am  sensible  it  may  be  objected  that  this  power 
might  be  so  exercised  as  to  frustrate  the  most  im- 
portant Executive  measures,  and  even  stop  the 
wheels  of  Government. '  It  may  also  be  said  that 
if  the  Senate  should  refuse  to  concur  with  the 
House  of  Representatives,  or  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives refuse  to  concur  with  the  Senate,  in 
making  and  repealing  laws,  then  there  would  be 
an  end  of  legislation,  and  trie  wheels  of  Govern- 
ment be  entirely  stopped. 

The  same  unhappy  effects  would  ensue  if  the 
Executive  department  should  interfere  with  the 
Legislative,  or  refuse  to  discharge  its  particular 
duties. 

But  these  evils  are  not  predicated  upon  a  Con- 
stitutional existence  of  power ;  they  are  predica- 
ted upon  a  presupposed  possible  abuse  of  power. 
Such  abuses.  I  conceive,  ought  not  to  be  thus  an- 
ticipated. It  they  ever  should  arise,  then  will  be 
the  proper  time  to  correct  them ;  and,  in  the  mean 
while,  each  branch  of  the  Government  should  lay 
aside  unreasonable  jealousies,  and  have  a  suitable 
confidence  in  all  the  other  branches. 

Each  department  of  the  Government  is  equal- 
ly important,  and  equally  dear  to  the  people  of  the 
United  States ;  and  their  mutual  co-operation  is 
necessary  to  the  public  welfare. 

The  President  and  members  of  Congress  are 
all  chosen  by  the  people.  The  Government  is 
theirs,  and  in  their  bands,  as  clay  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  potter,  and  we  must  hope  and  expect  that 
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they  will  mould  and  fashion  both  the  legislation 
and  administration,  according  to  the  true  import 
and  meaning  of  that  most  excellent  Constitution 
which  they  have  framed  and  adopted  by  mutual 
consent,  and  for  mutual  benefit,  and  which  they 
still  admire  and  revere  as  the  only  sure  palladium 
of  their  dearest  rights,  liberties,  and  privileges. 

Mr.  Claiborne  (of  Tennessee)  rose  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  upon  the  question  under  debate,  but 
more  particularly  to  reply  to  some  observations 
which  had  fallen  from  tne  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  (Mr.  Harper.)  And,  notwithstanding 
the  exhausted  state  of  the  patience  of  the  com- 
mittee, since  it  was  his  intention  to  occupy  their 
time  but  a  little  while,  he  hoped  to  be  favored 
with  their  kind  indulgence  and  attention. 

Some  weeks  ago,  early  in  the  investigation  of 
the  present  subject,  he  had  expressed  an  opinion 
favorable  to  the  proposed  amendment,  and  he  had 
heard  no  reason  to  authorize  a  change  of  that 
opinion. 

It  was  true  that  the  opposition  had  been  violent 
and  uniform ;  that  the  most  splendid  eloquence 
had  been  called  forth  to  defeat  the  amendment ; 
and  gentlemen,  abandoning  a  plain  system  of  rea- 
soning which  might  tend  to  convince  the  mind, 
had  vied  with  each  other  in  exhibiting  talents  for 
declamation,  and,  indulging  themselves  in  the  vi- 
sionary fields  of  fancy,  had  brought  to  the  view 
of  the  committee  a  number  of  imaginary  evils, 
well  calculated  to  alarm  timid  men,  and  to  com- 
municate uneasiness  to  the  people. 

Thus  we  found  that,  while  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  (Mr.  Williams)  feared  the  success  of 
the  amendment,  lest  it  might  overthrow  the  Gov- 
ernment and  destroy  the  Union,  the  gentlemen 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Harper)  wished  its 
rejection,  lest  it  should  be  accompanied  with  all 
the  horrors  of  anarchy,  and  throw  us  completely 
into  the  arms  of  France. 

Mr.  C.  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  the  amendment  itself,  and  he  would 
ask  whether  such  dangers  could  be  rationally  ap- 
prehended from  its  adoption  ?  The  simple  ques- 
tion was,  whether  all  our  foreign  Ministers  should 
receive  equal  salaries  with  those  residing  at  Lon- 
don, Paris,  and  Madrid.  Is  there  not  strong  rea- 
son for  a  discrimination  ?  Have  we  not  been  told 
that  the  Courts  of  France,  Spain,  and  England 
are  the  most  expensive  in  Europe,  and  that  in 
Portugal  and  Prussia  Ministers  can  move  with 
dignity,  and  live  in  affluence  and  ease,  on  much 
smaller  salaries  than  those  residing  among  the 
first  mentioned  Powers?  Has  this  information 
been  denied,  or  has  an  attempt  been  made  to  con- 
fute it  ? 

But,  say  gentlemen,  we  have  not  a  Constitu- 
tional right  to  adopt  the  amendment;  that  the 
office  of  Minister  is  created  at  the  will  of  the 
President,  and  we  are  bound  to  appropriate*  To 
avoid  an  unnecessary  discussion,  he  would  con- 
cede this  point.  But  did  it  follow  that  a  Minis- 
ter having  been  created,  and  his  salary  fixed,  it 
could  not  be  lessened  during  his  continuance  in 
office  ?  Yet  this  doctrine  was  maintained  by  some 
members,  and  the  gentleman  from  South  Caroli- 


na promised  to  establish  its  authenticity  so  clearly 
that  all  the  arguments  of  the  worthy  member  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Gallatin)  should  fall  to  the 
ground  and  be  of  no  weight.  But,  sir,  how  was 
this  promise  complied  with  ?  Why,  we  were  told 
that  the  Ministers  having  been  appointed,  and  their 
salaries  fixed,  it  would  be  as  unconstitutional  to 
lessen  them  as  it  would  be  to  diminish  the  com- 
pensation of  a  federal  Judge  And  shall  this  as- 
sertion alone  induce  the  committee  to  embrace  an 
opinion  that  will  not  stand  the  test  of  the  small- 
est inquiry.  We  all  know,  said  he,  that  the  Con- 
stitution prohibits  the  diminution  of  a  Judge's 
salary  during  his  continuance  in  office ;  but  as  to 
the  compensation  of  Ministers,  it  was  silent; 
hence  the  inference  is  fairly  deducible  that  it  is 
left  to  Congress  to  fix,  heighten,  or  lessen  that 
compensation  at  their  discretion.  But  it  is  unne- 
cessary to  dwell  longer  on  this  point.  The  argu- 
ments of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr. 
Gallatin)  appear  to  me  conclusive,  and  remain 
unanswered. 

But  we  are  told,  adopt  the  amendment  and  oar 
Ministers  will  retire.  This  event  would  give  to 
him  no  regret — not  that  he  disliked  the  characters 
employed — they  were  all  honorable  men,  and  their 
return  to  America  would  be  a  valuable  acquisi- 
tion. But  Mr.  C.  was  opposed  to  this  diplomatic 
policy ;  he  feared  it  would  draw  closer  our  foreign 
connexions,  and  extend  our  foreign  political  inter- 
course, which,  in  his  opinion,  foreboded  much 
evil  to  our  common  country. 

France,  says  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, commenced  her  intrigues  in  America  at  the 
organization  of  the  present  Government,  and  he 
would  add,  that  England  began  her  career  about 
the  same  period.  France,  we  were  told,  had 
acquired  a  powerful  party  ra  America,  and  that 
even  within  the  walls  of  this  House  she  had  her 
votaries,  whose  zeal  for  her  cause  induced  them 
to  lose  sight  of  the  interest  of  their  own  country. 
If  this  was  the  fact  it  was  unknown  to  him ;  bat 
he  would  say,  there  was  some  ground  to  fear  "that 
there  were  men  in  the  United  States  so  much 
attached  to  the  interest  and  policy  of  England  as 
to  be  willing  to  entwine  the  fate  of  America  with 
the  destinies  of  that  tottering  and  corrupted  mon- 
archy. For  his  part,  he  disclaimed  and  despised 
all  foreign  influence,  and  the  great  wish  of  his 
heart  was  to  see  it  exiled  from  our.  country;  the 
first  step  towards  it  was.  to  reduce  our  diplomatic 
establishment,  and,  by  degrees,  to  do  it  away  alto- 
gether. 

But,  says  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 
Ministers  are  the  guardians  of  our  commerce; 
without  them  Consuls  would  be  of  no  use,  since 
they  are  unknown  to  the  Courts  of  Europe.    I 
believe,  said  Mr.  C.;  this  statement  is  not  strictlr 
accurate.    The  foreign  Consuls  in  America,  before 
they  acted  in  their  offices,  produced  their  creden- 
tials to  our  Executive,  and  were  acknowledged 
He  believed  a  similar  usage  prevailed  among  other 
nations.    The  Consul  General  from  France  was 
well  known  in  the  United  States,  and  it  appean 
that  our  Consul  General  is  known  to  the  Freoch 
Directory,  and  if  my  information  be  true,  that 
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;entleman  has  rendered  oar  commercial  interests 
onsiderable  service. 

It  had  been  asked,  Where  was  the  necessity  of 
taring  a  Minister  at  Berlin  1  and  the  member  from 
South  Carolina  has  given  us  the  answer.  He 
ells  us  "that  the  present  Prussian  monarch  is 
oung,  enterprising,  warlike,  ambitious,  and  just 
rasping  the  most  brilliant  sceptre  in  Europe; 
hat  he  held  the  balance  of  power  in  his  hands ; 
bat  he  held  it  with  a  treasury  replenished  by 
3ur  years  of  peace,  and  with  three  hundred  thou- 
and  of  the  nnest  troops  in  Europe."  All  this 
light  be  true,  and  it  might  further  be  conceded, 
bat  these  troops  would,  the  first  opportunity,  re- 
rieve  the  disgrace  which  the  sans-culottes  of 
France  had  brought  upon  them.  But  all  this 
iroved  not  the  propriety  of  America's  forming  a 
onnexion  with  him.  She  had  nothing  to  fear, 
ither  from  his  power  or  ambition,  unless  she 
ourts  his  favor. 

Let  this  monarch  preside  at  the  Congress  of 
ladstadt;  let  him  prove  the  pacificator  of  Eu- 
ope,  and  put  an  end  to  a  war  which  has  so  much 
binned  the  ranks  of  mankind  ;  but  for  myself,  I 
rould  wish  him  to  lose  sight  of  the  interest  of 
America.  The  friendship  of  Kings  too  often 
troves  the  bane  of  Republics.  He  said  he  was 
tot  well  versed  in  history,  but  he  would  ask  the 
earned  member  from  South  Carolina  if  number- 
ess  instances  did  not  present  themselves  to  his 
aind,  where  the  friendship  of  Kings  ultimately 
>roved  the  ruin  of  Republics  ? 

In  tracing  the  historic  page  of  ancient  times,  it 
rill  be  found  that  some  of  the  little  Grecian 
States,  when  in  imminent  danger,  had  solicited  the 
Headship  of  Philip,  King  of  Macedon.  He  gave 
t  j  but  what  was  the  consequence  ?  He  acquired 
m  influence  in  their  councils  which  enabled  him 
o  triumph  over  liberty  and  enslave  the  people, 
ind  the  last  remains  of  dignity  sunk  in  the  Gre^ 
:ian  world. 

But  we  are  told,  the  Prussian  monarch  has  poss- 
essions on  the  Baltic,  and  wishes  his  commerce 
extended ;  and  shall  America  make  any  sacrifices 
o  gratify  him  in  this  wish  ?  Have  our  merchants 
leretofore  had  any  trade  with  this  Power,  and  do 
gentlemen  wish  to  force  it  ?  With  regard  to  the 
ommerce  of  America,  he  was  of  opinion,  it  was 
oo  soon  in  our  history  to  see  it  splendid,  or  to 
urn  our  attention  solely  to  its  welfare. 

Agriculture  is  the  leading  interest  of  our  coun- 
ty and  requires  our  primary  care.  Agriculture 
s  the  favorite  pursuit  of  man;  and  so  long  as 
xtensive  and  fertile  tracts  of  land  remain  unoc- 
rapied  in  America,  so  long  will  her  citizens  prefer 
i  livelihood  from  the  peaceful  cultivation  of  the 
oil  to  an  uncertain  subsistence  on  the  ocean. 
,  It  is  necessity  that  occasions  commerce  to  un- 

Ur  p  er  sails:    Thus  we  find> that  wnile  the  flaS 
>j  England  is  displayed  in  every  quarter  of  the 

Jlobe,  the  colors  of  France  are  seldom  seen.    The 

asular  situation  and  contracted  limits  of  the  for- 

°?i  ^"?e  ner  c*l'zens  ^P011  tne  ocean  for  support, 
*nuethe  extensive  and  fertile  dominions  of  the  lat- 
^fford  for  her  inhabitants  subsistence  at  home. . 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  although  | 


he  acquits  the  friends  of  the  amendment  of  the 
'motive,  declares  that  their  doctrine  would  over- 
throw the  Government  and  introduce  tyranny. 
What  is  this  dangerous  doctrine,  so  much  dreaded, 
so  pregnant  with  evil?  It  is  only  this:  we  claim 
a  share  in  the  care  of  the  public  purse ;  we  see,  an 
impropriety  in  giving  to  all  our  foreign  Ministers 
equal  salaries,  and  some  members  are  of  opinion, 
of  which  number  I  am  one,  that  an  extensive 
foreign  political  intercourse  is  inimical  to  the 
interests  of  America.  And  can  such  doctrine 
lead  to  the  destruction  of  the  Government,  sup- 
ported as  it  is  by  the  strongest  bulwark — the  hearts 
of  the  people?  It  is  impossible!  A  doctrine, 
too,  which  flows  from  the  Constitution,  and  con*  * 
fides  to  the  Representatives  of  the  people  a  power 
to  limit  the  disbursement  at  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment ;  a  power  that  is  safely  committed,  since, 
from  the  great  responsibility  attached  to  the  Re- 
presentatives, no  abuse  can  oe  apprehended.  This 
doctrine  never  could  endanger  the  Government. 

The  committee  were  told  by  the  worthy  mem- 
ber from  South  Carolina,  that  political,  like  reli- 
gious fanaticism,  is  equally  destructive  to  the  hap- 
piness of  the  people,  and  he  cautioned  gentlemen 
against  the  adoption  of  the  present  amendment. 
And  had  that  the  appearance  of  fanaticism  ?  Cer- 
tainly not.  Why,  then,  were  such  observations 
heard  ?  Are  they  made  to  alarm  the  citizens,  and 
to  excite  their  suspicions  against  the  gentlemen 
who  support  the  amendment  ? 

France,  says  the  gentleman,  affords  an  awful 
example  of  the  danger  of  fanaticism.  There,  a 
monarchy  that  had  lasted  for  fourteen  centuries, 
was  hauled  to  pieces  in  a  moment,  and  the  nobles 
and  the  priests  perished  in  its  ruins ;  and,  in  pa- 
thetic terms,  he  exclaims,  "  The  brilliant  throne 
of  Louis  was  not  far  distant  from  the  place  where 
he  bled,  and  the  splendid  administration  of  Neckar 
was  soon  followed  by  the  reign  of  Marat."  How 
could  these  observations  apply  to  the  present  ques- 
tion ?  But  having  been  made,  his  respect  for  the 
gentleman  led  him  to  notice  them.  And  does 
my  friend  really  lament  the  downfall  of  a  monar- 
chy that  held  a  brave  people  in  servitude  and 
chains  for  fourteen  centuries;  where  not  only 
human  rights,  but  human  life,  were  sacrificed  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  monarch?  And  does  he, 
lament  the  ruin  of  a  splendid  administration, 
which  enabled  the  Court,  the  nobles,  and  the 
favorite  few,  to  revel  in  luxury  on  the  hard  earn- 
ings of  the  yeomanry  of  the  country;  which 
filched  from  the  industrious  citizen  one-half  the 
produce  of  his  labor  ?  If  such  be  his  disposition, 
and  such  his  sentiments,  all  that  I  can  say  is,  I 
envy  not  his  feelings,  and  thank  Heaven  my  par- 
tiality for  the  human  family  is  too  great  not  to 
rejoice  at  the  liberation  of  thirty  millions  of  peo- 
ple from  so  galling  a  yoke  of  bondage. 

Fanaticism,  says  the  member,  Once  reigned  in 
America ;  but  he  felicitated  himself  and  his  coun- 
try that  its  reign  was  over.  If  the  gentleman 
alluded  to  the  spirit  of  1776,  Mr.  C.  believed  he 
was  mistaken ;  that  spirit  still  existed,  and  if  a 
time  should  come  when  liberty  was  in  danger,  it 
would  burst  forth  in  all  its  glory. 
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the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  the  Judges  in 
every  State  bound  thereby.  Here  a  law  may  be 
made  independent  of  this  branch  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, except  as  to  the  first  act,  that  of  appropria- 
tion to  enable  the  President  to  form  a  treaty, 
which  the  Constitution  gives  this  House  a  dis- 
cretion in;  and  having  made  the  appropriation, 
it  had  exercised  all  the  power  given  by  the  Con- 
stitution, unless  a  treaty  should  be  made  to  carry 
on  or  declare  war,  which  expressly  belongs  to 
this  House.  But  all  these  were  extreme  cases, 
and  ought  not  to  be  supposed,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  give  power  that  might  not  be  abused. 
He  said,  after  a  treaty  was  ratified,  he  then 
thought  the  obligations  of  that  House  to  appro- 

?riate  migbt  be  assimilated  to  that  for  a  Judge, 
'o  show  more  clearly  that  that  House  was  mo- 
rally bound  to  appropriate  for  a  treaty  Constitu- 
tionally made,  he  would  state  a  case-  Suppose  a 
treaty  made,  which  required  no  money  to  carry 
it  into  effect,  or  did  not  require  any  tor  several 
years;  how  was  that  House  to  check  its  opera- 
tion, or  prevent  the  Judges  from  being  bound  by 
it,  as  by  the  Constitution  they  are?  Or  will  gen- 
tlemen say,  this  House  can  only  check  such  as  •re- 
quire money,  and  not  those  which  require  none ; 
and  that  after  a  treaty  has  been  in  operation  for 
several  years,  this  House  can  stop  it  7  This  cer- 
tainly would  be  the  effect  of  such  a  construction 
of  the  Constitution. 

But  it  is  said,  for  this  House  to  refuse  to  appro- 
priate for  Ministers,  when  appointed,  would  be 
to  check  the  other  departments  of  Government. 
It  might  as  well  be  said  the  other  departments 
have  no  right  to  check  this.  Such  a  construction 
goes  to  do  away  the  intended  checks  of  the  de- 
partments of  Government  on  each  other,  and 
tends  to  destroy  all  confidence  and  render  jhem 
independent  in  all  their  acts.  He  said  our' Gov- 
ernment ought  not  to  be  construed  as  though  one 
department  was  intended  to  destroy  the  other, 
but  to  aid  and  check  it.  The  member  from  Dela- 
ware, (Mr.  Bayard,)  in  advocating  the  principle 
of  the  Executive's  selecting  men  of  certain  poli- 
tics to  office,  had  talked  of  administering  the  Gov- 
ernment by  conscience ;  he  believed  such  would 
be  a  new-fangled  Administration ;  he  thought 
the  Constitution  ought  to  be  the  conscience  of 
every  administrator  of  the  Government.  Mr.  W. 
said,  the  bill,  without  the  proposed  amendment, 
was  the  same  in  principle  as  that  first  passed  in 
the  year  1790,  and  continued  ever  since;  though 
there  had  been  an  increase  of  money  granted,  the 
principle  was  the  same ;  where  Ministers  should 
be  sent,  and  their  grade  was  left  to  the  Executive, 
the  check  which  that  House  reserved  to  itself 
was  as  to  the  quantum  of  appropriation,  which  he 
thought  would  ever  prove  a  sufficient  one  against 
abuse,  for  the  Executive  could  make  use  of  no 
more  money  than  was  given  him.  He  said,  this 
was  one  of  the  things  which  might  be  done  either 
by  this  House,  or  given  to  the  President,  as  was 
most  expedient.  It  had  been  heretofore  left  to 
him,  and  jie  saw  no  reason  for  a  change  at  this 
time.  But  some  gentlemen  seem  very  unwilling 
to  allow  that  this  House  has  the  power  to  con- 


tract appropriations ;  they  say  there  is  always  a 
tendency  in  the  popular  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  encroach  on  the  Executive.     To  prove 
which  they  go  into  Europe ;  England  and  France 
are  particularly   mentioned.    He  thought  there 
was  no  necessity ;  nor  was  it  policy  to  quote  ex- 
amples from  those  countries,  to  know  how  to  ad- 
minister our  own  Government.    As  to  England, 
he  said,  the  people  have  no  power  or  liberty  bat 
what  has  been  dealt  out  to  them  by  mere  acts  of 
sovereign  grace  and  prerogative  mercy,  but  their 
Government  is  different.    As  to  France,  it  is  and 
has  been  for  ten  years  in  a  state  of  revolution. 
He  said  the  sources  of  power,  and  the  means  of 
obtaining  it  in  this  country  and  England,  were 
quite  different.    Here  it  was  in  the  people ;  there 
in  the  Crown.    Here  power  was  freely  given  to 
the  Executive  by  the  people;  there  it  was  taken 
from  them  by  usurpation,  which  keeps  up  a  con- 
stant jealousy  between  the  governing  and  the 
governed ;  the  one  constantly  on  its  guard,  under 
a  conviction  of  being  in  possession  of  what  it  has 
no  right  to ;  whilst  the  other  is  taking  all  advan- 
tages to  regain  what  was  forced  from  it.    In  this 
country  no  such  jealousy  exists,  because  all  power 
is  with  the  people^  except  what  they  have  freely 
given  up.    He  said,  this  principle  would  hold 
good  in  private  life ;  for  if  the  property  or  liberty 
of  an  individual  was  forced  from  nim.  he  would 
never  be  contented  at  seeing  another,  or  the  one 
who  had  taken  it  from  him,  enjoy  it,  but  would 
be  constantly  striving  to  get  it  back.     These  re- 
marks he  meant  to  apply,  as  well  to  these  who 
seemed  to  fear  Executive  power,  as  to  those  who 
feared  the  powers  of  that  House.     The  member 
from  New  Jersey,  (Mr.  Imlay.)  as  well  as  some 
others,  had  said  this  branch  of  the  Government 
ought  not  to  check  the  Executive.    Mr.  W.  said, 
that  this  was  not  a  correct  opinion;  to  prove 
which  he  read  a  clause  from  Air.  Adams's  de- 
fence of  the  American  Constitution,  which  says, 
u  That  each  of  the  tbree  branches  or  the  Govern- 
ment must  be,  in  its  turn,  both  master  and  ser- 
vant, governing  and  being  governed  by  tarns." 
He  said,  although  he  had  no  great  partiality  for 
the  politics  contained  in  that  author,  yet  he  read 
it  in  order  to  show  that  even  those  who  contended 
for  a  much  stronger  Executive  than  ours  did  not 
deny  that  each  branch  was  to  be  a  check  on  the  other. 
Mr.  W.  said,  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina (Mr.  Harper)  changed  all  those  who  advo- 
cate the  powers  of  the  House  as  being  ignorant 
of  the  effects  of  the  measures  they  advocate,  and 
compares  their  speeches  to  those  of  Fox  and 
Sheridan  in  the  English  Parliament.    The  gen- 
tleman ought  to  recollect  ^hat  with  as  much  pro- 
priety might  his  be  compared  to  those  of  Pittf 
Co.    And  is  that  an  Administration  which  he 
would  wish  to  take  place  in  this  country  ? — a  sys- 
tem which  had  kept  the  nation  one-half  of  its  time 
involved  in  war — which  had  drenched  the  world 
with  blood;  a  system  which  had  involved  the 
nation  in  a  debt  which  all  the  world  could  scarcely 
pay,  and  which  had  reduced  one-half  of  the  peopk 
to  a  state  of  poverty  and  want,  whilst  it  raised  the 
other  to  a  state  of  luxury  and  dissipation. 
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Act,  a  bill  to  continue  in  force  the  act  therein  men- 
tioned, received  -  -  -  29 
committed  -                        -            -  30 
reported  and  passed  with  amendments          -      31 
the  House  agree  to  some  and  disagree  to  other 

amendments        -  -  -  32 

the  Senate  recede  from  the  amendments  dis- 
agreed to  ....      33 
Adjournment,  a  resolution  from  the  House  for  ad- 
journing on  the  28th  June  -    .  25 
disagreed  to             -            -            -  '         -      29 
a  resolution  for  adjourning  on  the  10th  July  -      38 
concurred  in            -            -            -            -44 
the  adjournment  of  the  session          -                   46 
Algiers,  a  message  on  the  subject  of  building  and 
equipping  two  vessels  for  the  use  of  the 
Dey,  and  upon  the  expediency  of  increas- 
ing the  powers!  dec.,  of  the  American  Con- 
sul at  that  port    - 
Answer  to  the  President's  Speech  reported 

considered  and  adopted        ... 
reply  of  the  President  thereto 
Appropriation*,  a  bill  making  additional  appropri- 
ations for  the  year  seventeen  hundred  and 
ninety-seven,  received      ... 
amended  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed  with  an  amendment  - 
the  amendment  concurred  in 
Arms  and  ammunition,  a  bill  to  prohibit,  for  a  lim- 
ited time,  the  exportation  of,  introduced    - 


26 
11 
12 
15 


35 
36 
37 
40 

16 

-  17 

amended  by  the  House        -            -  18 
amendment  agreed  to          -            -  19 
Army,  bill  to  enable  the  President  to  raise  a  pro- 
visional army,  reported    -            -  23 
third  reading  of  the  bill  negatived     -  25 
(See  alfeo  Military  Establishment.) 
Artillerists  and  engineers,  a  bill  for  raising  an  ad- 
ditional corps  of,  passed  -            -  18 
non-concurred  in     ...  24 

SECOND    SESSION. 

Absent  Senators,  the  Secretary  directed  to  request, 

by  letter,  their  immediate  attendance        -    558 
Accountant  of  the  War  Department,  a  bill  allow- 
ing him  additional  compensation,  received    662 
committed  .....    564 
further  consideratio n  postponed  to  next  session    577 
Accountant  of  the  Navy  Department,  a  bill  to  es- 
tablish the  office  of,  introduced     -  -    598 
(See  Treasury  and  War  Department*.) 
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Accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  indi- 
vidual States,  a  bill  respecting  the  balances 
reported  to  be  due  by  the  individual  States, 
received  .....  612 
committed               ....  613 
reported      .....  616 
rejected       .....  617 
Act,  a  bill  to  continue  in  force  part  of  an  act  there- 
in mentioned,  received    ...  552 
ordered  to  the  third  reading              -            -  554 
amended  and  passed             ...  656 
(See  Revenue  Cutters.) 
Adjournment,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee 

to  report  a  time  for           -            ...  574 
committee  appointed            ...  574 
committee  of  conference  appointed    -        -    •  576 
resolution  for  adjourning  on  the  9th  July,  re- 
ceived    -----  587 
consideration  postponed       -             589,  698,  604 
altered  to  16th  July,  and  concurred  in         -  605 
message  of  the  President  requesting  a  post- 
ponement of  the  adjournment     •  -            -  611 
committed  .....  616 
report  thereon  agreed  to       -            -            -  619 
Alexander,  William,  a  bill  for  his  relief  received  -  507 
committed  .....  508 
passed        .....  510 
Aliens,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
what  provision  ought  to  be  made  for  remov- 
ing from  the  territory  of  the  United  States 
such  persons,  not  entitled  to  the  rights  of 
citizenship,  as  may  be  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  the  country        ...  548 
motion  amended,  and  committee  appointed   -  649 
a  bill  concerning  aliens  reported       -            -  554 
considered  -            -         556,  564,  565,  567,689 
recommitted            ....  570 
reported  with  amendments  -            -            -  571 
amendments  agreed  to  573 
bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading        -            -  574 
passed         .....  675 
amended  by  the  House  and  the  amendments 

concurred  in                     -            -            -  586 
a  bill  respecting  alien  enemies  received  from 

the  House            ....  690 

committed  -----  591 

reported      -----  596 

passed  with  amendments      -            -            -  598 
Amendments.     (See  Constitution.) 

Answer  to  the  President's  Speech            -            -  472 

reply  of  the  President          ...  474 
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Appropriations,  bill  making  partial  appropriations 
for  the  year  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  received  and  committed 
reported  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading     - 
passed        ..... 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
Government  for  the  year  seventeen  hun- 
dred and  ninety  eight,  received     - 
committed  ..... 
reported,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading    - 
a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  reim- 
bursement of  moneys   advanced    by  the 
Consuls  of  the  United  States  in  certain 


Page. 


a  bill  for  the  augmentation  of  the  army,  U. 
8.,  received        - 

committ  d  - 

reported      ..... 

parsed  ..... 
Articles  of  Impeachment  exhibited  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  against  William  Blount, 
late  a  8enator  from  the  State  of  Tennessee 
Artillerists  and  Engineers,  a  bill  to  provide  an  ad- 
ditional regiment  of,  received 

committed  - 

reported      - 

passed  * 

a  bill  making  appropriations  to  defray  ex- 
penses incident  to  said  regiment,  received 
and  committed  .... 

reported      ..... 


483 
484 
485 


506 
507 
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passed         - 

a  bill  making  certain  additional  appropriations 

for  the  year  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  received  and  committed 
reported  and  paused  ... 

a  bill  making  certain  appropriations  therein 

mentioned,  received         ... 
passed         -  '      - 

Armament.    (See  Naval  Armament.) 
Armed  vessels,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to 

accept  any  armed  vessels  offered  for  the  use 

of  the  United  States,  reported 
committed  - 
considered  - 

passed         ..... 
Arms  and  ammunition,  a  bill  to  continue  the  act 

prohibiting  the  exportation  ofj  received     - 
committed  - 

amended     ..... 

passed         ..... 

Arms  and  military  stores,  a  resolution  respecting 

the  expediency  of  making  provision  for  sup  • 

plying  deficiencies  in       - 
Army,  a  resolution  respecting  theexpediency  ofrais- 

ir  g  a  provisional  army    - 
a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  raise  a  pro 

visional  army,  reported    ... 
recommitted  .... 

reported  ..... 
passed  ..... 
amended  by  the  House  ... 
amendment  concurred  in  - 
a  bill  supplementary  to  the  above  received  - 
ordered  to  the  third  reading 
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639 


610 
618 

613 
617 


517 
660 
578 
579 

526 
627 
628 
631 


-     631 


-     531 

540 

542 

543 

546 

559 

661 

581 

583 

684 

604 
605 
609 
611 


499 

542 
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644 
645 


686 
688 
690 
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Accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  indi- 
vidual States,  a  bill  respecting  the  balances 
i  eported  to  be  due  by  the  individual  States, 
received  and  committed   ...  2198 
reported     -----  2200 
recommitted  ...  -  2201 

amendments  reported  ...  2206 

bill  ordered  to  die  third  reading         -  -  2208 

passed         -----  5210 
amended  by  the  House        -  -  -  2212 

committee  of  conference  appointed  on  the 

amendments        ...     3214, 2216 
report  of  the  committee        -  -  -  2216 

Additional  compensation,  a  bill  giving  to  certain 
officers  of  the  8enate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, received  and  referred    -  -  2228 
amendments  reported          ...  2230 
bill  passed               -            -             -            -2231 
the  amendn  enta  agreed  to  with  ej^amend- 

ment      ...  -  ~^-»     -  2232 

amendment  of  the  House  disagreed  to  -  2233 

committee  of  conference  appointed  -      2234, 2236 

report  of  the  committee       ...  2236 

Adjourment  of  the  session  ...  2244 

American  Seamen,  a  bill  authorizing  tbe  repayment 

of  money  advanced  for  the  relief  of  sick  and 

disabled  seamen  in  foreign  countries        -  2204 

committed  -  2206 

reported  with  amendments  and  lecommitted  2206 


reported 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 


(£ee  also,  Seamen.) 

Answer  to  President's  Speech,  reported  - 

his  reply     - 
Appropriations,  bill  making,  for  carrying  into  ef- 
fect certain  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  the  several  Indian  tribes,  re- 
ported   -  -  -  -  - 
committed  - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed        - 
a  bill  to  defray  expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  or 

treaties  with  the  Indians,  received 
concurred  in 

bill  making  appropriations  for  support  of  Gov- 
ernment for  ihe  year  seventeen  hundred 
and  ninety-nine,  received 
passed  with  amendments  ... 
a  bill  making  additional  appropriations  for  the 
year  seventeen  hundred  and  nmety-nine, 
received  .... 

passed  with  amendments     ... 
Army,  a  bill  giving  eventual  authority  to  the  Presi- 
dent to  augment  the  army,  reported 
committed  .... 

amendments  reported  ... 

considered  -  - 

bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed        ..... 
amended  by  the  House        ... 
the  amendments  concurred  in  - 

a  bill  giving  authority  to  the  President  to  fill 
vacancies  in  the  army  and  navy,  passed  - 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,  a  bill  for  establish- 
ing his  f alary,  received   ... 
third  reading  of  the  bill  negatived  - 
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Blount,  William,  of  Tennessee,  so  much  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  as  relates  to  a  cer- 
tain letter  alleged  to  be  written  by  William 
Blount,  referred  to  a  select  committee        -      34 
report  of  the  committee— Mr.  Blount  ordered 

to  attend  the  Senate  immediately  -      86 

a  farther  report  of  the  committee      -  37 

is  allowed  advice  and  assistance  of  counsel  -  38 
consideration  of  the  report  of  the  committee  -  38 
a  message  from  the  House  impeaching  him 

for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors  •      39 

enters  into  bond,  dtc. ,  to  answer  the  charges 

alleged  against  him  -  -  40 

the  report  further  considered  41 

motion  to  postpone  further  consideration  to 

next  session  negatived      -  -  4  J 

report  of  the  committee,  and  a  resolution  ex- 
pelling Mr.  Blount  from  his  seat  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States,  adopted  -  44 
order  for  entering  upon  the  Journal  of  the 
8enate  his  failure  to  appear  agreeably  to  his 
recognizance        -  -  -  45 

Bradford,  William,  of  Rhode  Island,  elected  Presi-  * 
dent  pro  tempore' 

sscond  sissioir. 

Balances  due  by  individual  8tates.     (See  Accounts. ) 
Ball,  Joseph,  and  others,  petition  of,  laid  on  the 

table       -             -             -             -             -  517 
committed  -----  522 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the  punish- 
ment of  frauds  on  the,  introduced              -  573 
committed  .....  575 
reported      .....  578 
ordered  to  a  third  reading    -  586 
passed        .....  586 
Blount,  William,  of  Tennessee,  a  message  from  the 
House  with  the  articles  in  maintenance  of 
the  impeachment             -                         -  498 
motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
on  the  measures  necessary  to  be  adopted  in 
relation  to  said  articles     ...  506 
committee  appointed           -            -            -610 
a  partial  report  made  and  recommitted          -  511 
another  report         ....  512 
considered              -            -            -            -  513 
adopted      .....  514 
the  Secretary  directed  to  issue  writ  of  sum- 
mons     .....  514 
committee  of  conference  appointed  in  relation 

to  the  proceedings  in  the  case      -            -  537 
report  of  the  committee       ...  540 
Brown,  Obadiah,  bill  for  his  relief,  received        -  547 
committed  -  548 
reported      .....  551 
passed        .....  552 
Bryan,   Col    Nathan,  of  South  Carolina,  resolu- 
tion for  attending  his  funeral        -            -  571 

THIRD  SS8SIOK. 

Bail,  a  bill  providing  for  the  security  of,  in  certain 

cases,  reported  ....  2216 
committed  .....  2217 
reported  with  amendments  ...  2225 
ordered  to  tbe  third  reading  ...  2228 
passed        .....  2229 


-  2220 


-  2249 


-  2371 


-  2190 


-  2194 
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Balances  due  by  individual  States — (See  Accounts. ) 
Baskerville,  William,  petition  of,  praying  interpo- 
sition of  Congress  in  his  behalf  agaiust  cer- 
tain proceedings  against  him  for  a  violation 
of  the  stamp  act,  committed 
Bayard,  Mr.,  of  Delaware,  his  argument  on  the 
part  of  the  House  in  the  case  of  William 
Blount    -  -  -  - 

Bell,  William,  deposition  of,  in  'he  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        ... 
Blount,  William,  of  Tennessee,  return  of  the  writ 
ef  summons        ... 
the  Secretary  directed  to  notify  the  House  of 

the  return  of  the  summons 
rules  for  conducting  the  trial  reported  and  a 

Court  of  Impeachment  formed      -  -2196 

farther  report  on  the  rules  for  conducting  the 

trial        .....  2197 
commencement  of  the  trial  -  2246 

plea  of  the  defendant  ...  2247 

replication  and  rejoinder  ...  2248 
arguments  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution  2249,  2294 
on  the  part  of  the  defence    -  -     2262,  2278 

resolution  respecting  his  impeachability  nega- 
tived      -  -  .  . 
decision  of  the  court,  dismissing  the  impeach- 
ment     .... 

report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  conduct 

the  impeachment 
depositions  and  other  documents  in  relation  to 
the  case  ....  2324  to  2416 

Books,  petition  of  the  Baltimore  Library  CompaH J        "~" 
praying  exemption  from  the  duties  charge- 
able on  books,  laid  on  the  table    -  -  2208 

Brown,  John,  and  other  merchants,  petition  o£ 
praying  to  be  enabled,  at  the  public  ex- 
pense, to  prosecute  their  claims  for  proper- 
ty destroyed  by  the  belligerent  Powers,  re- 
ferred to  the  Secretary  of  State    - 

Buxton,  Dr.  Charles,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of 
William  Blount  - 


-  2318 


-  2319 


-  2319 


-  2209 


-  2379 
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27 

28 


Chaplain  appointed        .... 
Congress,  conference  asked  by  the  House  on  the  act 
of  the  last  session  for  altering  the  time  of 
meeting  of 
the  Senate  decline  the  conference     - 
a  bill  to  ascertain  the  time  for  the  next  meet- 
ing of,  introduced  -  .  27, 28 
ordered  to  the  third  reading              -            -      29 
passed        -            -            -            -            -      31 
amendment  of  (he  House  concurred  in          -      32 
Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  a  bill  concerning  them 

reported  and  passed  -  33 

Cutts,  Samuel,  and  other  merchants,  petition  of, 
praying  compensation  for  spoliations  com- 
mitted on  their  property  by  foreign  armed 
vessels,  laid  on  the  table  -  -  17 

SBCOJTD  SS8SIOK. 

Canada  and  Nova  Scotia.     See  (Refugees.) 

Cannon,  arms,  dec-,  a  bill  to  enable  the  ~~ 

to  procure  cannon,  arms,  dec,  received    -    543 
reported  •  •  549 

passed        -  551 
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Carmichael,  William,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  received  •  -    478 

reported     -  484 

pasted         .....    485 
a  bill  appropriating  money  for  a  balance  due 

the  heirs  of,  received         ...    529 
committed  .....    530 
passed        .....     544 
Census,   a  bill  providing  for  the  enumeration  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  United  States  re- 
ceived   ....  -    588 
committed .....     591 
reported  and  postponed  to  next  session         -    610 
Chaplain  appointed        -            -            •            -    471 
Charleston,  Sooth  Carolina,  memorial  from  sun- 
dry merchants  of,  complaining  of  the  in- 
jurious operation  of  the  revenue  laws,  laid 
on  the  table         ....    480 
Claims,  a  bill  for  limiting  the  time  within  which 
claims  against  the  United  States  for  credits 
on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  may  be  pre- 
sented for  allowance,  received      -            -    520 
reported                   ....     522 
passed  with  amendments     ...    598 
Clark,  Thomas,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  received    -    496 
ordered  to  a  third  reading   -  623 
negatived   .....     524 
Clerk  of  the  House,  office  of,  a  bill  allowing  addi- 
tional compensation  to  the  principal  and 
engrossing  clerks  in,  received       -            -616 
passed  with  amendments    -            -            -    617 
Clerks,  a  bill  to  revive  and  continue  the  act  re- 
specting the  compensation  of,  received      -    527 
committed  .....     528 
amendments  reported          ...    533 
bill  passed .            -            -            -            -    534 
amendments  disagreed  to  by  the  House  and 

insisted  on  by  the  Senate  -  -    549 

the  Senate  recede    ....     555 
Collectors,  a  bill  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compen- 
sation of  officers  employed  in  collecting 
the  internal  revenue  and  to  insure  the  set- 
tlement of  their  accounts,  received  -    574 
committed  -                          -            -  -     576 
reported     .....    601 
passed  with  amendments     ...    603 
amendments  concurred  in    -            -        604,  605 
Commerce,  committee  appointed  on  so  much  of 
the  President's  Speech  as  relates  to  meas- 
ures necessary  for  the  protection  and  secu- 
rity of,    -----    475 
a  bi  I  for  the  more  effectual  protection  of  the 
commeree  and  coasts  of  the  United  States 
reported  .....    559 
passed        -                         -            -  -     563 
a  bill  in  addition  to  said  act  reported             -    580 
ordered  to  the  third  reading             -            -    681 
passed        .....    582 
amended  by  the  House        -                         -    688 
amendments  referred  to  committee  -            -    5S9 
concurred  in  590 
a  bill  further  to  protect  the  commerce  of  the 

United  States,  received    -  -  -    697 

reported  -  -  -  -    609 

passed        .....    601 
Oommissionera  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  report  of 

the         -  •         •  -  -  476 


Congress,  committee  appointed  on  the  subject  of 
amending  the  law  of  1794,  respecting  the 
convening  of  Congress  in  case  of  contagi- 
ous sickness         -  -  -  -    475 
report  laid  on  the  table        -            -           -   476 
motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
on  the  propriety  of  altering  the  time  for  the 
next  annual  meeting  of,  agreed  to  and  a 
committee  appointed        -            -  -574 
committee  of  conference  appointed    -  -    576 
their  report              -             -            -  -   690 
a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the  next  annual 

meeting  of,  introduced  and  committed     -    SOS 
reported  and  passed  -  -  -   604 

rejected  by  the  House         -  -  -   608 

another  bill  introduced         -  *  -613 

third  reading  negatived        -  -  -614 

Connecticut,  petition  from  the  loan  officer  of  this 
State,  praying  payment  of  his  account*  for 
extra  clerk  hire,  referred  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury.  (See  Jnilay  Wiltiam*.) 
motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  con- 
sider the  subject  of  accepting  a  cession  of 
territory  from  this  State,  laid  over  -   486 

committed  -  -  -  -   487 

report  of  the  committee  laid  on  the  table      -   502 
postponed  to  the  next  session  -618 

Constitution,  motion  for  proposing  certain  articles 

of  amendment     -                          -           -   493 
consideration  of  the  motion  postponed         -   494 
motion  for  proposing  an  amendment  in  rela- 
tion to  qualifications  for  the  offices  of  Presi- 
dent and  Vice  President,  laid  over           -    60* 
Consuls,  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  there- 
payment  of  moneys  advanced  by  the  con- 
suls of  the  United  States  in  certain  cases 
received  -             -            -                         -   536 
passed         -             -             -             -           -    539 
Contested  elections,  a  bill  to  prescribe  the  mode  of 
taking  evidence  in  cases  ofj  and  to  compel 
attendance  of  witnesses,  received  -           -   485 
committed  -            -            -            .           -   486 
passed  with  amendments      -             -           •   487 
Crimes  against  the  United  States,  a  motion  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  bill  to  define  the  crime  of 
treason,  and  to  define  andpunieh  the  crime 
of  sedition           -            -            -           -    589 
bill  reported             -            -            -           -    590 
committed                           -            -           -   591 
reported      -            -            -            -           -   596 
passed        -----    599 
amended  by  the  House        -            -           -    6°7 
amendment  concurred  in                   -           -    609 
Crowell,  Sylvanus,  bill  for  his  relief  received     -    **• 
reported      -            -             -            -           -    522 
passed MS 

TRIMS  SJtSSIOX. 

Carey,  James,  examination  of,  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        ...  -  2381 
his  depositions        -                          -     2384, 2388 
Census,  a  bill  providing  for  the  enumeration  of  the 

inhabitants  of  the  United  States,  received    3198 
reported  with  amendments  -  -  -2201 

passed **°* 

amendments  disagreed  to  by  the  House  and 

adhered  to  by  the  Senate  -  -  -  3*w 

House  adhere  to  the  disagreement    -  -  220 
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Chaplain*,  resolution  for  appointing  two,  of  differ- 
ent denominations  -  -  -  2191 
appointed  .....  2191 
Clark,  Elijah,  his  deposition  in  Blount's  case      -  2413 
Clerks,  a  bill  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compensation 

of,  received  -  2226 

reported  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading      -  2233 
passed         .....  2235 
Collectors,  a  bill  to  establish  the  compensation  of 
officers  employed  in  collecting  the  duties  on 
imports  and  tonnage,  received      -  -  2221 

reported     -----  2227 
passed  with  amendments      ...  2232 
Commerce,  committee  instructed  to  inquire  what 
amendments  are  necessary  to  the  act  in  ad- 
dition to  the  act  for  the  more  effectual  pro- 
tection of  -  -  -  -  2219 
bill  reported            ....  2226 

parsed 2231 

'     (See  French  citizen*. ) 
Congress,  a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the  next  meet- 
ing ofj  reported   ....  2241 
passed         -  -    .  -  -  2242 

Connecticut,  a  bill  to  authorise  the  acceptance  of  a 
cession  from  this  State  of  the  territory  call- 
ed the  Western  Reserve   ...  2199 
reported       .....  2203 
recommitted  >  -  .  -  2219 

reported       .....  2221 
amendments  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  ordered  to 

the  third  reading  ....  2227 
passed         •            -            -            -    •  2230 
Constitution,  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  to 
have  a  number  of  copies,  together  with  the 
amendments,  bound  for  the  use  of  the  Se- 
nate        .....  2202 
agreed  to     -            -            -            -            -  2203 
Court  of  Impeachment  formed     -            -            -2196 
resolution  for  dispensing  with  the  ayes  and 
noes  on  questions  of  adjournment,  or  of 
granting  further  time  to  the  parties            -  2199 
proceedings  of  the  court       -            -  2245  to  23 1 9 
(See  Blount,  William.) 
Crimes  against  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the 
punishment    of    certain,    therein    speci- 
fied         2203 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  -  2205 

passed         .....  2206 

D. 

FIRST   SBS4I01T. 

Dallas,  A.  J.,  one  of  the  counsellor  Wm.  Blount  38 
Dayton,  Jonathan,  of  New  Jersey,  elected  Speaker 

of  the  House       -  9 
Duties,  a  bill  laying  duties  on  licenses  for  the  sale 
of  wines  and  foreign  distilled  spirits,  re- 
ceived    -            -            -            -  29 
committed  -            -            •            -  30 
amendments  reported           -            -  32 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -            -            -35 
passed         -            -            -            -  36 
a  bill  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum,  parch- 
ment, &c,  received         -            -  33 
passed        -            -            -  36 
a  bill  laying  additional  duties  on  salt  im- 
ported, received  and  passed  37 


Page. 


SSCOJfO    SESSION. 


Debtors,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned 

for  debts  due  the  United  States,  received  -    665 

committed  -  667 

reported      .....    569 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...     670 

passed         .....    671 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  above,  received    -    566 

passed        -  -  .  -  -671 

De  Grasse,  Count,  a  bill  authorizing  the  payment 

of  certain  sums  of  money  to  the  daughters 

of  the  late,  received         ...    483 

passed 435 

Direct  tax.     (See  Taxes.) 

Doorkeeper  and  his  assistant,  a  bill  for  allowing  ad* 

ditional  compensation  to,  reported  -    481 

passed         ....         482,  615 
a  resolution  investing  the  Doorkeeper  with  the 
authority  of  Sergeant-at-arms        -  -    497 

Duties,  a  bill  to  postpone,  for  a  limited  time,  the 
commencement  of  the  duties  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  dec.,  received  -    477 

passed         ....    478 
a  bill  to  amend  the  several  acts  laying  du- 
ties on  spirits  distilled  in  the  United  Sates 
and  on  stills,  received       -  -  483 

reported  .....  490 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  .491 

passed  with  amendment  ...  49* 
amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  House,  and 

adhered  to  by  the  8enate  -  493 

a  bill  to  repeal  the  act  laying  duties  on  stamp-  * 

ed  vellum,  dec.,  received  •  -  -    512 

rejected       -  -  -  -  .513 

a  bill  to  amend  said  act,  received      -  -    518 

reported  .....  621 
passed  with  amendment  ...  622 
a  bill  further  to  amend  said  act  received  -  613 
committed  -  -  .  -    616 

further  consideration  postponed  to  next  session    616 
a  bill  to  continue,  for  a  limited  time,  part  of 
the  act  making  further  provision  for  collect- 
ing the  duties  on  foreign  and  domestic  dis- 
tilled spirits  and  on  stills,  wines,  and  teas, 
received  .....    527 
committed  .....    628 
reported      .....    630 
passed        .....    633 
a  bill  t6  suspend,  for  a  further  time,  the  du- 
ties on  the  manufacture  of  snuff  in  the  Uni- 
ted States,  and  on  drawbacks  on  the  export- 
ation  thereof,  received      ...     608 
passed         .....     612 

THIRD   SSBSIOS. 

Dallas,  A.  J.,  of  Pennsylvania,  his  argument  in 

the  case  of  William  Blount  -  -  2262 

Davy,  William,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        .  '    -  -  2866 
Distillers,  a  bill  respecting,  received        -            -  2237 
committed  .....  2238 
passed         .....  2240 
Docks,  a  bill  authorizing  the  establishment  o£  re- 
ceived    -----  2218 
reported      .....  $222 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  .  3223 
passed         -  2225 


XI 


INDEX. 


XII 


Senate  Proceedings. 


Page. 

Doorkeeper,  Assistant,  appointed  -  -  2190 

Duties,  a  bill  to  alter  the  stamp  duties  on  foreign 
bills  of  exchange  and  bills  of  lading,  imposed 
by  the  act  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
Ac,  received       ....  2211 
committed  -  -  -  -  2212 

reported  .....  2228 
passed  .....  2229 
a  bill  to  regulate  the  collection  of  the  duties 

on  imports  and  tonnage,  received  -  2216 

committed  -----  2217 

reported      -  2218 

recommitted  ....  2219 

reported  with  amendments  -  -  -  2220 

passed         .....  2221 

D*Yrujo,  Chevalier,  a  letter  from,  to  the  chairman 

of  the  committee  on  the  impeachment  of 

William  Blount  -  -  -  -  2414 

£. 

FIRST  SESSION. 

Embargoes,  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  lay, 

regulate,  and  revoke  embargoes,  introduced  527 

ordered  to  the  third  reading              -  28 

rejected      -             -            -             -  30 

Enrolled  bills,  a  joint  committee  on,  appointed     -  20 

SXCOKD  8K8SIOX. 

Edgar,  John,  and  others,  petition  of,  praying  per- 
mission to  lay  out  certain  donation  lands 
on  the  waters  of  Kaskaakia  creek,  present- 
•  ed  and  committed  ...     504 

reported  on  -  -  -  -    516 

report  agreed  to  -  -    517 

Embargo,  resolution  relative  to  the  expediency  of 
laying  an  embargo  on  all  vessels  of  the  U. 
8tates,  other  than  those  employed  in  the 
coasting  trade  and  fisheries,  negatived      -    531 

Enrolled  bills,  a  joint  committee  on,  appointed    -    478 

Executive  Department,  motion  for  instituting  a 
separate  Executive  Department  for  the 
superintendence  of  the  naval  affairs  of  the 
United  8tates.     (See  Navy  Department.) 

Executive  session  called  ...    $20 

THIRD  8Z88IOX. 

Eaton,  Captain,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        ....  2402 
Executive  salaries,  a  bill  for  augmenting  the  sala- 
ries of  certain  executive  officers,  reported  -  2225 
amendments  reported  ...  2228 

bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading        -  -  2229 

P. 

SICOFD  8X8SIOX. 

Folwell,  Richard,  resolution  for  subscribing  for  a 
number  of  copies  of  his  edition  of  the  Jour- 
nals of  Congress              -            -            -  613 
Foreign  coins,  a  till  for  suspending  for  a  limited 
time  the  second  section  of  the  act  for  regu- 
lating foreign  coins,  received        -             -  479 
reported  with  amendments  •                        -  481 
recommitted            ....  484 
reported      -----  485 
report  agreed  to                                -            -  486 
bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading        -            •  488 
passed  with  amendments      ...  489 


Page. 

Foreign  Intercourse,  a  bill  providing  the  means  of 

intercourse  with  foreign  nations,  received  -  516 

committed                             -             -             -  617 

reported      -----  519 

ordered  to  the  third  reading              -             -  520 

passed         -----  521 
Foundries,  a  bill  reported  to  enable  die  President 

to  purchase  or  lease  one  or  more  foundries  525 

ordered  to  the  third  reading              -            -  526 

amended  and  passed              ...  528 
Frarce,  a  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  and  the  dependencies  thereof, 

received  -----  570 

committed  -----  571 

reported      -             .             .             -             -  572 

amended  and  passed            ...  573 

amendment  concurred  in                   -             -  576 
a  resolution  authorizing  the  printing  and  dis- 
tribution of  a  certain  number  of  copies  of 
the  instructions  to,  and  despatches  from, 

the  American  Envoys  at  Paris                   -  583 

concurred  in             ....  594 
a  bill  declaring  the  treaties  between  France 

and  the  United  States  void                          -  586 

considered  -----  587 

passed         -----  588 

amendments  of  the  House  concurred  in         -  602 
a  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  suspend  commercial 

intercourse  with,  introduced          -             -  615 

reported      -----  616 

passed        .....  617 
committee  of  conference  appointed  on  the 

amerdment  of  the  House              -            -  618 

report  of  the  committee        -            -            -  619 

Frank,  John,  a  bill  for  his  relief,  received            -  485 

committed  -----  486 

reported  and  passed               ...  437 
Franking  privilege,  a  bill  granting  the  franking 
privilege  to  the  Attorney  General  and  to  the 
officer    commanding    the    United    8tates 

troops,  received   -  506 

committed  -  507 

reported     -            -             -            -             -  oil 

rejected       -            .            .            .             .  512 
a  bill  granting  the  franking  privilege  to  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  ictroduced             -  583 
passed        -             -            -             -             -584 
Frauds.     (See  Bank  of  the  United  State*.) 
French  armed  ships,  a  bill  for  encouraging  the 

capture  o£  reported          ...  604 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  605 

passed         -             •             .            .             .  606 
non-concurred  in  by  the  House        -             -612 
French  passengers,  a  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of 
French  passengers  and  other  persons  arriv- 
ing in  the  United  States  from  foreign  coun  - 

tries,  reported     ....  593 

passed        -            -            -            -            -  594 

THIRD  SESSIOX. 

France,  a  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  inter- 
course with  France  and  her  dependencies, 
received  and  committed  -  -  -  2207 

amendments  reported  -  -  -  2210 

motions  for  expunging  the  4th  and  5th  sec- 
tions negatived    -  -  -  -  2212 
bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading        -  -  2213 
pasted        -  2214 
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26 
27 
29 
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Franklin,  John,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        -  2380 

French  citizens,  a  bill  concerning  French  citizens 

captured  and  brought  into  the  U.  State*    •  2226 
passed         .....  2231 

G. 

FIKST  SKSSIOH. 

Great  Britain,  a  bill  for  the  appointment  of  agents 
in  relation  to  the  6th  article  of  the  Treaty 
with,  received  and  committed 

reported  with  amendments  ... 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 

patsed         -  -  -  -  - 

SZCOHD  SXSSIOIT. 

Galleys,  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  purchase 
a  number  of  small  vessels  to  be  equipped  as 
galleys,  reported  -  548 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  •    549 

passed         .....     550 
Georgia,  a  remonstrance  from  the  Legislature  o£  in 
relation  to  the  act  regulating  trade  with  the 
Indian  tribes  and  certain  Indian  treaties, 
laid  over  .  .  -  - 

committed  .... 

reported  on  -  .  -  - 

Government  officers,  motion  for  appointing  a  com- 
mittee to  consider  what  addition  ought  to 
be  made  to  the  compensation  of  officers  re- 
sident at  the  seat  of  Government  - 

(See  also,  Clerks  and  Executive  salaries.) 
Grasse,  Count  de.     (See  Dt  Grasse.) 

THIRD  8B88101T. 

Garranger,  Lewis  and  Charles,  petition  o£  re- 
specting military  establishments,  fire-arms, 
Ac,  laid  on  the  table     -  -  - 

postponed  to  the  next  session 
Ga&am,  Taylor,  and  Jones,  of  Philadelphia,  a  bill 
for  the  relief  o^  received  ... 
committed  -  - 

reported     -  -  -  -  - 

recommitted  .... 

reported,  with  amendments  -  -  - 

passed        -  -  -  -  - 

Grant,  James,  examination  ot,  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        ... 


475 

490 

1582 


-  578 


2224 
2243 

2208 
2209 
2213 
2219 
2220 
2222 


.  2395 


H. 


81COVD  SXSBIOBT. 

Health  officer  and  harbor  master,  bill  giving  as- 
sent of  Congress  to  an  act  of  the  State  of 
North  Carolina,  in  relation  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  those  officers  for  the  port  of  Wil- 
mington .... 
Hobart,  John  Sloes,  of  New  York,  resignation  of 
Hutchins,  Thomas,  petition  of,  praying  compen- 
sation for  the  sufferings  and  services  of  his 
late  father,  the  Geographer-General,  laid 
over       .... 


477 
541 


-    490 


THIRD  SIS8I0H. 


Harper,  Mr.,  of  8outh  Carolina,  his  argument  in 
the  case  of  the  impeachment  of  William 


Blount  - 


-  2394 


Haskill,  Jonathan,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  received  - 
committed-  - 

reported     -  -  -  -  - 

ordered  to  third  reading 
passed        - 

Health  Laws,  committee  appointed  on  that  por- 
tion of  the  President's  Speech  respecting 
the  expediency  of  establishing  regulations 
in  aid  of  the  health  laws  of  the  several 
8tates.  .... 
(See  Quarantine) 
Holden,  Abel,  jr.,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of 

William  Blount  - 
Hopkins,  Blias  B.,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of 

William  Blount  - 
Hunter,  John,  resignation  of      - 

I. 

FIRST  SSSSIOK. 

Impeachment.     (See  Blount,  WilHam.) 
Ingersoll,  Jared,  of  Pennsylvania,  one  of  the  coun- 
sel for  William  Blount  - 

sxcoxd  sxssiojr. 
Tmlay,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  reported 

passed        - 
Impeachment,  a  bill  for  regulating  proceedings  in 
cases  o£  reported 
considered  - 

third  reading  of  the  bill  negatived    - 
a  committee  appointed  to  report  a  mode  of 

proceeding  in  cases  of     - 
report  of  the  committee        ... 
recommitted,  again  reported,  and  adopted    - 
report  on  the  mode  of  administering  oaths  in 

cases  of  - 
discharge  of  the  committee  ... 
form  of  the  writ  of  summons 
Imprisonment  for  debts  due  the  United  8tates. 

(See  Debtors.) 
Instructions  and  despatches,  resolution  for  print- 
ing certain.     (See  France.) 
Indians,  a  bill  appropriating  a  sum  of  money  to 
defray  expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  with 
certain,  received  and  committed   - 
reported     -  -  -  -  - 

passed  with  amendments    - 
concurred  in  - 


Page. 
2208 
2209 
2217 
2220 
2222 


-  2196 


-  2412 


2317 
2199 


479 
479 

491 
508 
509 

494 
495 
496 

508 
506 
513 


495 
504 
507 
510 


TBI  an  sbssiof. 
Impeachment,  court  o£  formed  -  2196 

(See  Blount,  WilHam.) 
Imports  and  tonnage.     (See  Duties.) 
Indians,  a  committee  appointed  on  the  act  to  reg- 
ulate trade  and  intercourse  with  the  Indian 
tribes    .....    2209 
a  bill  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with 
the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  preserve  peace  on 
the  frontiers,  reported      -  2286 

passed 2237 

Ingersoll,  Jared,  of  Pennsylvania,  his  argument  in 

the  case  of  William  Blount  -  -2278 

J. 

SXCOFD  8X8SI01T. 

Journals  of  Congress,  a  memorial  praying  that 
measures  may  be  taken  to  encourage  the 
publication  of  the,  presented        -  -    584 

committed  -----    607 
report  thereon        -  •H 
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-    613 


649 
563 
556 

566 
558 
559 
561 
663 
664 

562 
563 
578 
585 


Journals  of  Congress — 

resolution  directing  a  subscription   for  four 

hundred  copies  of  the  Journals  proposed  to 

be  published  by  Richard  Folwell  - 
Judiciary,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 

revise  the  judiciary  system,  postponed  478, 479 

committed    .  -  -  -    480 

the  committee  instructed  to  report  by  bill      -    518 
a  bill  reported         -  626 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  to  establish 

the  judicial  courts,  reported  -  627,532 

further  consideration  postponed  to  the  next 

session   -  545,  648 

motion  for  arranging  the  several  judicial  die* 

tricts  of  the  United  States  into  four  cir- 
cuits      - 
committed  - 
report  thereon         - 
a  bill  to  alter  and  extend  the  provisions  of  the 

act  to  establish  the  judicial  courts,  reported 
ordered  to  the  third  reading 
recommitted  - 

reported  with  amendments  - 
report  agreed  to      - 
bill  passed  - 
a  bill  providing  compensation  for  marshals, 

jurors,  witnesses,  ic,  received   - 
committed  - 
reported      -  - 

postponed  to  the  next  session 
a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  to  establish  the 

judicial  courts  received    - 
passed        - 

THIRD  SKSSIOV. 

Journals  of  Congress,  resolution  authorizing  a  sub- 
scription for  four  hundred  copies  of  the 

amended  and  passed 
Judiciary,  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  to  estab- 
lish the  judicial  courts  of  the  United  8tates, 
reported-  - 

committed-  - 

postponed  to  the  next  session 

a  bill  providing  for  the  security  of  bail  in  cer- 
tain cases,  reported  ... 

amendments  reported  ... 

passed        - 

a  bill  providing  compensation  for  marshals, 
jurors,  Ac,  received        - 

amendments  reported  ... 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 

K. 

sbcostd  sxssioh. 

Kentucky,  message  announcing  the  ratification,  by 
this  State,  of  the  amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution respecting  the  suability  of  States 
Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Maine,  a  committee 
appointed  to  report  on  the  expediency  of  al- 
tering the  time  for  holding  United  8tates 
courts  in  these  districts    - 
Kosciusko,  General,  a  bill  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  interest  on  a  certificate  due 
him,  received  and  committed 
reported,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading    - 
amended  and  passed  -  -  - 

amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  House 


Kosciusko,  General— continued.  Psje. 

the  Senate  insist    -            -                       -  487 

conference  appointed — Senate  adhere          -  469 

the  House  recede    -            -                       -  489 

L. 

FIRST  8K88IOH. 

Land  Titles,  a  bill  reported  for  confirming  titles  to 

certain  lands      -            -            -          -  32 

postponed  to  next  session     -            -          -  45 

Lewis,  Thomas,  a  bill  for  the  relief  o£  received  -  38 

rejected      -            -            -            -          -  44 
Light  Dragoons,  a  bill  for  raising  an  additional 

corps  of,  negatived  -  -  -22 

Loan,  a  bill  authorizing  a  loan,  received  -  36 

committed  -             -             •  37 

passed        -            -            -  38 

SECOND  SESSIOH. 

Lands,  petition  of  Stephen  Monot  and  others,  in- 
habitants of  Galliopolia,  praying  for  a  grant 
of  certain  lands,  presented  and  laid  on  the 

table 495 

committed  -                         -            -          -  496 

reported  and  a  bill  ordered    -            •           -  512 

a  bill  authorizing  the  grant  reported            -  517 

-  521 


a  bill  to  authorize  (he  sale  of  certain  buds 
between  the  Great  and  Little  Miami  riven 
postponed  - 

recommitted,  reported,  and  again  postponed 


2239 
2240 


2204 
2206 
2242 

2216 
2225 
2229 

2223 
2225 
2230 


483 


-  644 


483 
484 
486 
486 


committee  appointed  to  report  what  alterations 
are  necessary  in  the  act  for  the  sale  of  lands 
in  the  Territory  Northwest  of  the  Ohio   - 

a  bill  to  amend  the  said  act  reported 

committed  - 

reported  with  amendment    - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 

passed         - 

resolution  requesting  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  report  the  progress  made  by 
the  Surveyor  General  in  laying  off  the 
lands  directed  to  be  surveyed  by  the  sets 
of  the  18th  May  and  1st  June,  1796 

report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
the  state  of  the  Western  lands,  received 
and  committed  - 
Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  a  bill  to  provide  fa 
the  valuation  of,  and  for  the  enamention 
of  slaves  in  the  United  States,  received   - 

committed  - 

reported      - 

recommitted  - 

reported      -  -  -  -  - 

considered  - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 

further  considered  - 

passed  with  amendments     - 

the  amendments  concurred  in 
Lapsley,  Margaret,  petition  of,  praying  renewal. 
of  lost  certificate,  presented  and  committed 

reported  on  -  -  -  - 

Lapsley,  Samuel,  a  bill  for  relief  of  the  legal  rep- 
resentatives oi,  reported   - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 

passed        - 
Laws,  committee  appointed  to  report  on  such  as 
will  expire  before  the  next  session  - 


495 
498 
504 


542 

548 
554 
662 
677 
600 


542 


.  554 


679 
560 
585 
587 
688 
594 
595 
596 
697 
598 

522 
524 

525 
627 
529 

474 
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*ewis,  Thomas,  a  bill  fix-  the  relief  at,  received   -    560 
committed  -  561 

reported,  and  third  reading  negatived  -    605 

Lieutenant  General.  (See  Washington,  Gen.) 
jight^hooaes,  dec.,  a  hill  authorizing  the  erection 
of  a  lighthouse,  and  placing  buoys  at  cer- 
tain places  therein  mentioned,  received     -    513 
reported      -----     515 
passed  with  amendments      -  517 

motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
on  the  expediency  of  erecting  a  light 
house  at  Old  Point  Comfort,  (Va.)  erect- 
ing a  beacon  at  Tybee  island,  (Ga.)  and 
fixing  buoys  at  the  mouth  of  the  Savan- 
nah -  -  -     517 
resolution  requesting  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  report  on  the  necessity  of  these 
measures  and  the  expense  attending  them     -  519 
a  bill  for  erecting  light  houses,  and  placing 
buoys  and  stakes  at  places  therein  named, 
received               ....    543 
reported      .....    544 
passed         .....    546 
another  bill,  for  the  same  purpose,  received 

and  committed  ....  600 
reported  .....  605 
passed         ....  -     612 

Loan,  a  bill  to  enable  the  President  to  borrow 

money  for  the  public  service,  received  -  590 
committed  -  591 

reported  .....  602 
ordered  to  third  reading  ...  504 
passed  with  amendments     -  -  -    606 

conference  appointed  on  one  of  the  amend- 
ments    .....    607 
the  8enate  recede    -  -  -    611 

the  House  recede  from  their  disagreement  614 

a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  obtain  a 
loan  on  the  credit  of  the  direct  tax,  re- 
ceived    -  613 
committed  -----     614 
reported      .....    616 
passed        .....     617 
Loan  Office  Certificates,  dec.,  a  bill  respecting 

them  received      -  .  -  -  -    560 

committed  ....    561 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -    571 

passed         .....     572 

thi  an  sBSsioir. 
Lands,  committee  appointed  to  report  what  amend- 
ments are  necessary  in  the  act  providing 
for  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  Territory  North- 
west of  the  Ohio  -  2201 
a  bill  to  amend  said  act  reported       -            -  2212 
ordered  to  the  third  reading             -            -  2216 
passed        -----  2217 
a  bill  to  amend  the  act  regulating  grants  of 
lands  for  military  services,  and  for  the  So- 
ciety of  United  Brethren,   received  and 
committed          ....  2234 
amendments  reported  -                                  -  2236 
bill  passed  -----  2238 
a  bill  authorizing  the  sale  of  certain  lands  be- 
tween the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers, 
and  giving  a  pre-emption  to  certain  pur- 
chasers, received  and  committed  -            -  2236 
reported  and  passed             ...  2238 


Page. 
Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  a  bill  to  amend  the 

act  providing  for  the  valuation  of,  received  2214 
committed  ....  2216 

amendments  reported  ...  2223 

agreed  to    -  -  -  -  2226 

bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading  and  passed  -  2227 
Laurence,  John,  of  New  York,  elected  President 

pro  tempore        -  -  -  -  2189 

Laws  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  in  addition  to 
the  act  for  the  more  general  promulgation 
of,  passed  ....  2239 

Leaner,  George,  deposition  of,  in  th*  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount  ...  2370 
Lewis,  Thomas,  petition  of,  presented  and  com- 
mitted    .....  2199 
bill  for  the  relief  of;  reported  -  -  2205 
passed        -             -             -  2208 
Light-houses,  occ.,  a  bill  for  erecting  a  beacon  on 

Boon  Island  received  and  committed        -  2280 
reported     .....  2232 
passed         .....  2233 
Lovely,  W.  L.,  deposition  o(,  in  the  case  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        ....  2388 

M. 

P1BST  SKSSION. 

Message,  the  President's,  on  the  subject  of  the 
delay  in  running  the  Florida  boundary 
line 21 

transmitting  duplicates  of  certain  documents      25 

on  the  subject  of  building  two  ships  for  the 
Dey  of  Algiers,  and  in  relation  to  the  pow- 
ers and  salary  of  the  consul  at  that  place    -      26 

on  the  subject  of  foreign  intelligence  -      33 

Mileage,  bill  allowing  full  mileage  to  the  members 

of  both  Houses,  reported  -  -  -       32 

passed        -  -  -  32 

Military  Establishment,  a  bill  for  the  augmenta- 
tion of  the  regular  artillery  and  cavalry,  and 
making  arrangements  for  a  provisional  ar- 
my, reported  -  -  17,  18 

a  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  light- 
dragoons,  negatived  -  -      22 
Militia,  a  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the, 

received  -  -  •  23 

reported      -  -  -  -      24 

passed  -  25 

sxcom>  sxssioir. 

Maine.     (See  Kentucky.) 

Marine  corps,  a  bill  for  establishing  it  received     -    570 

committed  -----    671 

reported      -  ...  -    597 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -    600 

passed        .....    601 

Marshals,  jurors,  dec.     (See  Judiciary.) 

Maryland,  a  bill  to  continue  the  act  giving 

of  Congress  to  an  act  of  this  State 

ing  the  appointment  of  a  health  officer, 

ceived    -----    618 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -    626 

passed 527 

Massachusetts,  a  bill  giving  assent  of  Congress  to 

an  act  of  this  State,  received        -  -    620 

reported     -  -  -  -  -    622 

-    525 
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Merchant  vessels,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of, 

against  French  depredations,  received  -  579 
committed  .....  580 
reported  .....  582 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -    583 

passed         .....     584 
amendments  concurred         ...    587 
Message,  the  President's,  communicating  a  letter 
from  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  on 
the  subject  of  altering  the  time  for  holding 
the  Circuit  Court  for  Delaware    -  -    478 

transmitting  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
on  the  subject  of  the  ratification  of  the 
amendment  to  the  Constitution  respecting 
the  suability  of  States       -  -  -    481 

transmitting  a  representation  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  of  the  state  of  affairs  in  his  de  - 
partment  ....    482 

transmitting  a  report  from  tl  e  Secretary  of 
8tate  and  a  copy  of  the  act  of  Kentucky 
ratifying  the  amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion       -  -  .  -  488 
announcing  the  appointment  of  Commission- 
ers to  treat  with  the  Cherokee  Indians  and 
recommending  an  appropriation  to  defray 
expenses  of  the  treaty      -            -            -  %  489 
transmitting  a  representation  from  the  Judge 
of  the  Pennsylvania  district,   and  a  re 
port  of  the  Attorney  General  in  relation  to . 
the  act  for  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for 
debt        .....    49i 

transmitting  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
8tate  furnishing  additional  information  on 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  territories  on  the 
Mississippi,  with  the  Indians,  and  with  the 
Spanish  Government      ...    492 

transmitting  copies  of  two  acts  of  the  British 
Parliament  ....    496 

transmitting  sundry  papers  in  relation  to  out- 
rages  committed  in  the  harbor  of  Charleston 
by  a  French  privateer      ...    497 

transmitting  an  account  of  expenditures  from 
the  contingent  fund  ...    504 

transmitting  an  account  of  expenditures  un  - 
der  the  act  making  appropriations  for 
prosecuting  claims  of  American  citizens 
for  property  captured  by  the  belligerent 
Powers  -----     510 

transmitting  a  memorial  from  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  city  of  YV  ashington  -     511 

transmitting  despatches  from  the  American 
Envoys  at  Paris  -  516,  535,  655,  571,  581 

on  the  subject  of  despatches  from  the  Ameri- 
can Envoys,  and  recommending  measures 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  and  the  pro- 
tection of  commercial  interests      -  -    523 

transmitting  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gerry  and  in- 
structions to  him  ...    585 

transmitting  a  letter  and  certain  documents 
from  the  Governor  of  Pennsylvania  -    592 

requesting  a  postponement  of  the  adjourn- 
ment     -  -  -  .  -    611 

transmitting  a  letter  from  General  Wash- 
ington accepting  the  appointment  of  Lieu- 
tenant General  and  Commander  in-Chief  -    621 

making  sundry  nominations  for  military  ap- 
pointments -  -  .         623,  624 


Militia,  a  bill  directing  the  payment  of  a  detach- 
ment of  militia  for  services  in  the  expedition 
of  1794,  under  Major  Ore,  received            -  55! 
committed               ....  552 
reported      -----  5W 
passed        -----  555 
a  bill  providing  arms  for,  received     -             -  581 
committed  -            -            -            -  59? 
reported      -----  591 
ordered  to  the  third  reading              *             -  593 
passed         .....  597 
Military  Establishment,  a  bill  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  support  of,  for  the  year  seven- 
teen hundred  and  ninety  eight,  received     -  550 
committed  -  551 
reported      -----  567 
passed  with  amendments      -             -  573 
amendments  concurred  in    -            -          574,  575 
a  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  amend  and  in  part 
repeal  the  act  to  fix  and  establish  the,  re- 
ported   -----  552 
committed  -----  554 
reported      .....  557 
passed        -----  558 
Military  stores,  Ac.     (8ee  Arms.) 
Mississippi  Territory,  a  bill  authorizing  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  govern  merjt  for  this  territory, 
reported              -            -            -  511 
passed        -----  515 
amended  by  the  House        ...  532 
amendment  concurred  in                   -             -  533 
McKinley,  Hugh,  motion  for  allowing  him  a  per 
ditm  for  labor  and  attendance  upon  the  8*e 
nate       -            -            -            -            -  599 
agreed  to  -            -            -            -             -  601 

third  sissiov. 
Marine  corps,  a  bill  authorizing  an  augmentation 
of  the  corps,  received  and  committed 
reported  and  ordered  to  a  third  reading 
passed        .....  2235 
Mathers,   James,  jr.,   appointed    assistant  door- 
keeper  -.--  -  2190 
his  account  of  expenses  to  serving  process  up- 
on William  Blount,  referred  to  a  committee  2213 
resolution  granting  him  extra  compensation.  -  2242 
Mathers,  James,  sen.,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported     2220 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -             -  -  2222 
passed        .....  2223 
resolution  granting  him  extra  compenaat  on  -  2249 
Medical  Establishment,  a  bill  for  the  regulation  of 

the,  reported  ....  2206 
committed  -----  2225 
reported      -  2227 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  -  2228 

passed        -  2229 

Message,  the  President's,  enclosing  a  report  from 
the  Secretary  of  War  in  relation  to  the  mil- 
itary establishment  -  -  -  2199 
transmitting  an  account  of  expenditures  from 

the  Executive  contingent  fund  -  2200 

enclosing  a  communication  upon  the  subject 

of  our  relations  with  France  -  2203 

enclosing  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State 

upon  the  above  subject,  -  -  -  2203 

enclosing  an  edict  of  die  French  Directory  -  2206 
enclosing  a  report  from  the  Director  of  the 
Mint      -  -  -  -  -  2210 
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leasage,  President's,  enclosing  a-statement  of  the 
force,  tonnage,  Ac,  of  the  private  armed 
ships  of  the  U.  States      - 
[ilitia,  a  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  o&  received 
and  committed    - 
reported      - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 
amended     - 


Page. 


2237 

2234 
2237 
2239 
2240 

2241 


amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  House  and  the 
bill  postponed  to  the  next  session 
[ilitary  Establishment,  a  bill  making  appropria 
tions  for  the  support  of  the,  received 
passed         - 
[ilitary  services,  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  regulating 
grants  of  land  for,  received  and  committed 
reported      - 
passed         - 
fcDermott,  Paul,  petition  of,  praying  a  settlement 

of  his  accounts    - 
IcKinley  Hugh,  resolution  for  compensation  of  - 

N. 

FIRST  SB88IOK. 

taval  Defence,  a  bill  for  establishing  a  system  of 
naval  defence  and  authorizing  the  arming  of 
private  vessels,  reported   - 

recommitted  - 

reported      - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  - 


.  2241 


2228 

2288 

2234 
2236 
2238 

2224 
2242 


amended  by  the  House        - 

some  of  the  amendments  agreed  to  and  others 
disagreed  to 

conference  asked     - 

appointed   - 

their  report  - 

the  House  recede  from  their  first  amendment 

Newspapers,  order  for  supplying  them  for  Senators 

North  Carolina,  a  bill  for  reviving  and  continuing 

suits  in  the  Circuit  Courts  for  the  district  o£ 

received      - 

passed         - 

nCOKD  8BS8I02T. 

Naturalization,  a  bill  supplementary  to,  and  in 
amendment  of,  the  bill  to  establish  an  uni- 
form rule  of  naturalization,  received 

committed  - 

reported      - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  - 
Naval  Armam<  nt,  a  bill  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation to  provide  and  support  a  naval 
armament,  received 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  • 

pissed        - 

a  bill  to  amend  the  act  to  provide  a  naval  ar- 
mament, received  - 

committed  - 

reported      - 


a  bill  making  appropriations  for  an  additional 
naval  armament,  received  and  committed   - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  - 

passed         - 

some  of  the  amendments  agreed  to  and  others 
disagreed  to 

the  8enate  recede  from  their  disagreement     - 


18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
27 

28 
29 
30 
30 
31 
11 


32 
33 


Page. 


561 
562 
674 
576 


624 
526 
626 

579 
680 
682 
583 

603 
607 
600 

614 
615 


Navy  Department,  motion  for  a  committee  to  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  instituting  a  separate 
Executive  department  for  the  superinten- 
dence of  naval  affairs       -  -  - 
motion  agreed  to  and  a  committee  appointed  - 
a  bill  to  establish  the  department  reported     - 
ordered  to  third  reading       - 
passed        - 
Newspapers,  order  for  supplying  them  to  Senators 
Nominations  and  confirmations  -     620,  621,  623, 
North  Carolina,  a  bill  giving  assent  of  Congress  to 
certain  acts  of  this  State  respecting  the  ap- 
pointment of  health  officer  and  harbor  mas- 
ter for  the  port  of  Wilmington,  reported    - 
a  bill  declaring  the  assent  of  Congress  to  cer- 
tain acts  of  this  8tate,  received     - 
committed  - 
reported      ----- 

negatived 

North  and  Vesey,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  received    - 

amended  and  passed  - 

Nourse,  Joseph,  petition  praying  an  increase  of  his 
compensation,  laid  on  the  table 
report  made  and  recommitted 
reported     - 
recommitted  - 

bill  reported  - 

passed        - 

THIRD  SK88IOX. 

Navy,  a  bill  for  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy  re- 
ceived    - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  - 

passed         - 

a  bill  fixing  the  pay  of  Captains  and  Com- 
manders of  ships  of  war,  received  - 


634 
635 
539 
540 
541 
471 
624 


477 

637 
538 
540 
542 
479 
480 

482 
487 
529 
530 
638 
539 


a  bill  for  the  government  of  the  Navy  re- 
ceived   - 


2218 
2224 
2225 

2221 
2226 

2230 
2232 

2235 
2238 

2241 

2190 


-  2196 


a  bill  making  appropriations  for  support  of 

the  Naval  establishment  received  - 
passed        - 

a  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  fill  vacan- 
cies in  the  army  and  navy,  passed  • 
Newspapers,  order  for  supplying  them  to  Senators 
Northwestern  Territory,  a  report  and  sundry  pa- 
pers respecting  claims  in  said  Territory, 

committed  - 
a  committee  appointed  to  consider  whether 
any  division  or  other  alteration  ought  to  be 
made  in  the  Government  of  the  Territory  -  2202 
a  bill  to  reform  the  Superior  Court  of  the 

Territory  reported  -  -  -  2217 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  a220 

passed        -  -  "  "  **** 

resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  ex- 
amine the  laws  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Territory      -  -  -  *202 
agreed  to  and  a  committee  appointed  -  2203 
report  from  the  Governor  of  the,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  western  lands  received       -  -2226 
(See,  also,  Landi) 

O 

FIBST  8JK88IOV. 

Order,  a  question  of,  settled        -  -  -      30 
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second  ssssioir.  Page. 

Oaths,  form  of  the  oath  to  be  administered  in  cases 

of  impeachment  -  503 

a  bill  giving  authority  to  certain  officer*  and 

other  persons  to  administer  oaths,  received     537 

committed  -----    539 

reported  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading      -    544 

passed        -----     546 

Ohio  lands.  (See  Lands) 

THIRD  SKSSIOV. 

Odiorne,  Thomas,  deposition  of,  in  the  case  of 

William  Blount  -  -  .  -240! 

P. 

FIRST  SRBSIOV. 

Ports  and  harbors,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  farther 

defence  of,  received          -            -            -22 
ordered  to  the  thirid  reading            -  23 
passed        -            -            -            -  24 
President  of  the  United  States,  his  Speech  delivered  1 0 
(See  Index  to  proceedings  of  the  House.) 
answer  of  the  8enate           -            -            -  Id 
his  reply  thereto      -            -            -  16 
subjects  of  the  Speech  committed      -  16 
President  pro  fern.,  elected        -            -  37 
Private  ships,  a  bill  to  prevent  the  arming  of,  ex- 
cept in  certain  cases,  introduced  -  22 
committed  -            -            -            -  25 
amendments  reported          -            -  28 
recommitted            -            -            -  31 
first  section  expunged,  and  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  postponed  to  the  next  ses- 
sion      -            -            -            -  35 
Privateering,  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of,  reported  17 
passed        -            -            -            -  17 
amended  by  the  House       -            -            -19 
amendment  agreed  to                       -  20 

AECOXD    8BSS109. 

Paper,  parchment,  dec.,  duties  on  stamped.     (8ee 

Duties.) 
Pensioners,  a  committee  appointed  to  report  on 
the  bill  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list  -    476 
a  bill  for  that  purpose   received  from   the 

House    -  -  -  -  -    486 

committed  -----    487 
amended  and  passed  ...    493 

Pinckney,  Thomas,  a  letter  from  him,  requesting 
the  direction  of  Congress  in  respect  to  cer- 
tain presents  offered  him  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Great  Britain  and  8pain  -    560 
committed  -----    652 
report  authorizing  the  acceptance  of  the  pre- 
sents     -----    653 
disagreed  to  by  the  House   -  556 
Ports  and  harbors,  a  resolution  in  relation  to  the 
expediency  of  completing  the  fortifications 
of                       -            -     •       -            -    531 
a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  providing  for 

the  further  defence  ofj  received     -  -    540 

reported      -  -  -  .  648 

passed        -  650 

Post  Office,  a  bill  to  continue  the  fifth  section 
of  the  act,  in  addition  to  the  act  for  estab- 
lishing the  post  office,  received    -  -    627 
ordered  to  the  third  reading-            -  -    628 
passed        -                         •            -  -    631 


rV 

President  of  the  United  States,  his  Speech  deliv- 
ered      -  -  -  -  -    471 
(See  Index  to  proceedings  of  the  House*) 
answer  of  the  Senate           -            -  -    471 
his  reply    -            -            -            -  -    474 
motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
an  address  to  him  in  commendation  of 
course  in  relation  to  the  negotiations  with 
France   -            -            -            -            -    53$ 
messages  of  the,     (8ee  Message.) 
President  pro  tern.,  elected         -            -          470,591 
Provisional  army.     (See  Army.) 
Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies,  a  bill  to  amend 
the  act  establishing  the  office  o£    intro- 


duced 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 
title  amended,  and  the  bill  passed 


-  598 

-  €00 

-  601 


THIRD  818610*. 


Pickering,  Timothy,  letter  from,  to  the  committee 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount   -  2371 
Post  Office,  a  bill  to  establish  the  post  office,  re- 
ceived and  committed      ...  2232 
reported      -  2234 

passed        .....  2236 
President  of  the  United  States,  his  Speech  deliv- 
ered.    (8ee  Proceedings  of  the  House.) 
answer  thereto        -  -  -  -  2192 

his  reply     .....  2193 
President  pro  tern.,  elected         -  -      2189,2234 

Q. 

BgCOJTD  BXSBIOH. 

Quakers,  memorial  and  address  from  a  yearly 
ing  of  the  8ociety  of  Friends, 
the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  oppressed 
condition  of  the  African  race,  and  to  the 
prevalence  of  general  vice  and  immorality, 
presented,  and  laid  on  the  table  - 
withdrawn  ... 


475 
475 


THIRD  BEBSIOir. 


Quarantine,  a  bill  respecting  quarantine  and  health 

laws,  received     -  -  -  .  2208 

committed  ...  22io 

reported  .....  2222 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2223 
passed  -  -  -  2225 

R. 


FIRST  8  XSSI  OH. 


Rules,  a  new  rule  proposed 

consideration  postponed  to  the  next 
Report  of  the  select  committee  appointed  to  myi 

tigate  the  charges  against  William  Blount 


24 

26 

41 


SSCOHH    8ES8IOK. 

Read,  Jacob,  of  South  Carolina,  elected  President 

pro  tern.  -  -  -  -    470 

Reed,  Benjamin,  petition  of,  presented,  and  com- 
mitted   -  -  -  -  .508 
reported  on             -            -            -  .518 
report  adopted        -            -             -  .517 
Refugees,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from 
Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  received  and  com- 
mitted   -            -            -            -  -    488 
reported     -            -            -            -  -    479 
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Refugee*— continued. 

further  consideration  postponed        -  -     495 

amended,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  502 
passed  with  amendments  ...  504 
some  of  the  amendments  disagreed  to  -519 

the  Senate  insist    -  620 

committee  of  conference  appointed  -  -    52 1 

report  of  committee,  and  action  thereon    622,  533 
levenue  Cutters,  a  bill  to  continue  a  part  of  the 
act  respecting  the  compensation  of  the  offi- 
cers and  mariners  of  the  revenue  cutters  -      552 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -    564 

amended  and  passed  -  -  -    655 

bill  to  amend  said  act,  reported        -  -  1876 

Revenue  laws,  mcmoriil  from  owners  and  lessees 
of  wharves  in  Charleston,  asking  relief 
from  the  injurious  operation  of,  laid  on  the 
table  .... 
Revenues,  internal,  a  bill  providing  for  the  more 
effectual  collection  of,  received  - 
committed  - 

reported,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading    - 
recommitted  .... 

passed  with  amendments    ... 
the  House  disagree  to  the  first  and  agree  to 
the  other,  with  an  amendment  to  the  bill 
committee  of  conference  appointed    -  682,  583 

their  report  ....    595 

further  consideration  of  the  bill  postponed  to 
the  next  session  ....    598 
(See,  also,  Collectors.) 
Rules,  an  amendment  to  the  19th  rule  proposed, 

and  referred  ....  484 
reported  -----  574 
adopted  -  -  -  -    689 

resolution  suspending  the  13th  rule-  -    613 

resolution  suspending  the  12th  rule  -    615 


-  477 


564 
565 
569 
570 
574 

531 


THIltB  SUBHNT. 

Report  of   the   Commissioners  of   the  8inking 

Fund      .--  - 

Retaliation,  a  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation 
in  the  President  of  the  United  8tates  in 
certain  case*,  repor  ed    - 
ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed        - 
amendments  agreed  to 
Ripley,  John  P.,  his  deposition  in  the  ease  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        .... 
a  letter  from  him  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee of  impeachment    - 
Rogers,  John,  his  deposition  in  the  ease  of  Wil- 
liam Blount        .... 
Romayne,  Dr.  N.,  his  deposition  in  the  case  of 
William  Blount  ... 

Ross,  James,  elected  President  pro  tempore 
Russell,  Joseph,  and  others,  petition  of,  praying 
payment  of  a  claim  against  the  United 
States,  laid  on  the  table  -  -  - 

committed  - 

postponed  to  the  next  session 


8bips  and  vessels,  a  bill  concerning  the  registering 
and  recording  o£  received  and  committed  - 
reported      -  -  -  -  - 

passeil  - 

amendments  concurred  in- 
spirits.    (See  Duties.) 

Stock,  a  bill  further  to  authorise  the  transfer  of 
stocks  standing  to  the  credit  of  certain 
States,  introduced  ... 

passed        - 


Page. 

23 
24 
25 
26 


33 
36 


640 
683 
614 

683 
684 
591 

590 
691 
596 
699 
607 
609 
619 
630 


560 


-  2194 


9311 
2215 
2217 
2241 

2399 

2416 

2393 

2356 
2234 


2197 
2201 
2241 


8. 


FIBST  SX8SI0V. 


Salt.     (See  Duties.) 
Senators,  attendance  of  - 


-9,  10,  11,  12,  15,  82 


SBCOND  BEBSIOIT. 

8eamen,  a  bill  lor  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled 
seamen  received  - 

reported      - 
passed  - 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  a  bill  granting  the  frank- 
ing privilege  to  this  officer,  introduced 
passed         - 
Sedgwick,  Theodore,  elected  President  pro  tern.  - 
Sedition,  a  bill  to  define  and  punish  the  crime  o£ 
reported  - 

committed  - 
reported      - 

passed        ..... 
amended  by  the  House        ... 
amendment  concurred  in      - 
Senate,  adjournment  of  the  Legislative  session    - 

opening  of  the  Executive  session     - 
8enate  Chamber,  motion  declaring  it  out  of  order 
to  move  for  the  admission  of  persons  upon 
the  floor  for  the  purpose  of  presenting  ad- 
dresses or  heari'  g  them  read 
Senators,  attendance  of  469,  470,  472,  475,  477,  479, 
480,  482,  485,  491,  495,  508,  569,  595 
resolution  respecting  the  impeachment  of  Sen- 
ators - 
committed  -  -  -  -  - 
motion  to  prohibit  Senators  giving  or  receiv- 
ing visits  from  foreign  agents  or  Ministers 
without  the  leave  of  the  Senate,  negatived 
a  list  of  t'  ose  present  at  the  opening  of  the 
Executive  session 
Sinking  Fund,  report  from  the  Commissioners  of 

the 
81aves,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  enumeration  of. 

(See  Lands  and  dwelling  houses.) 
8mith,  Reuben,  and  others,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
received  and  committed    - 
postponed  to  the  next  session 
Snuff.     (8ee  Duties.) 

Stills,  a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  making  entry  o£ 
received  • 
committed  - 

reported      -  -  -  -  - 

ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed  with  amendments      ... 
the  last  amendment  disagreed  to 
committee  of  conference  appointed   - 
the  Home  adhere    - 
postponed  to  the  next  session 
another  bill  for  the  same  purpose  received     - 
postponed  to  the  next  session 
Surveyor,  a  bill  to  establish  an  annual  salary  for 
the  Surveyor  of  the  port  of  Gloucester, 
received  - 
ordered  to  the  third  reading 
passed        .---»- 


606 
510 


650 


-    620 


-    476 


547 

618 


627 
528 
544 
547 
576 
689 
595 
610 
610 
612 
616 


603 
604 
607 
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THIRD  SSSSIOH. 

Salaries.     (See  Clerks  and  Executive.) 

Sands,  Comfort,  a  bill  for  his  relief  received  and 

committed  ....  2235 

reported      .....  2236 

passed         .....  2240 

Seamen,  a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  for  relief  of 
sick  and   disabled   seamen,  received  and 
committed  ....  2232 

reported     .....  2238 

passed       ......  2240 

a  bill  to  continue  the  act  for  the  relief  and 
protection  of  American  seamen,  received 
and  committed    ....  2234 

reported      .....  2237 

passed        .....  2240 

Secretary  of  the  Senate,  resolution  granting  extra 

compensation  to  the  clerks  in  the  office  of    2242 

Senators  present  at  the  opening  of  the  session    -  2189 

farther  attendance  of        2191,  2194,  2197,  2198, 

2200,  2203,  2205,  2208,  2211,  2221 

Sinking  Fund,  report  from  the  Commissioners 

of  the     -  -  -  -  -  2194 

Society  of  United  Brethren.     (See  Lands.) 
Special  bail,  a  bill  respecting  the  mode  of  surrend- 
ering a  defendant  held  to  special  bail  in 
one  district,  and  afterwards  arrested  in  an- 
other, reported    -  -  -  -  2216 

committed  .....  2217 

reported  with  amendments  ...  2225 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  2228 

passed        -  2229 

Stamp  duties,  a  bill  to  alter  the  stamp  duties  on 
foreign  bills  of  exchange  and  bills  of  lad- 
ing, imposed  by  the  act  laying  duties  on 
stamped  vellum,  dec,  received    -  -  2211 

committed  -  2212 

reported  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading      -  2228 
passed         .....  2229 

Sturgeon,  Robert,  a  bill  authorizing  his  discharge 

from  imprisonment,  received        -  -  2223 

committed  ....  2224 

reported      .....  2233 

T. 

Fin  ST  SXSSI02T. 

Trade  of  the  United  8tates,  measures  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the.  (See  Commerce  and  Na- 
val Defence.) 

Treaty.     (8ee  Great  Britain.) 

Treasurer  of  the  United  8tates,  his  accounts  re- 
ceived    - 

Treasury,  a  letter  from  the  Comptroller,  received 

and  committed    .... 

reported      ..... 


SXCOKD  8S88IOX. 

Taxes,  a  bill  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax,  re* 

ceived     .....    593 
reported      -  .  -600 

report  considered    -  -  601,  603 

bill  passed  with  amendments  -  .    605 

the  Senate  recede  from  the  amendments  dis- 
agreed to  by  the  House,  and  disagree  to 
tbe  amendment  of  the  House  to  the  12th 
amendment         ....    gng 
the  House  recede  from  the  amendment         -     609 
report  on  the  enrolment  of  the  bill  -  -    612 


Page.  Pa-f. 

Tennessee,  petition  and  memorial  from  the  Legis- 
lature of  this  State  against  the  extension 
of  the  Cherokee  boundary  line,  presented 
and  committed    -  -  -  -    471 

a  bill  to  extend  to  the  district  of  Tennessee 
the  exception  in  the  70th  section  of  the 
act  to  provide  for  the  collection  of  goods, 
wares,  dec.,  imported  into  the  United 
States,  reported  and  committed    -  483 

(See  Kentucky.) 
Territory,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
i  1.  quire  what  territory  lying  south  and 
southwest  of  Georgia  belongs  to  the  United 
States,  and  to  report  a  plan  for  governing 
the  same  -  -  -  -    489 

motion  amended,  committed  -  -499 

(See  Mississippi.) 
Treason,  motion  for  leave  to  faring  in  a  bill  to  de- 
fine the  crime  of  treason,  and  to  define 
and  punish  sedition         -  -  -589 

bill  brought  in  -  -  -    590 

committed  -  -  -  -  .591 

pasted        -  -  -  -  -    599 

amended  by  the  House        -  -  -607 

amendment  concurred  in  -  -    609 

Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  his  accounts  re- 
ceived    -  477,  479,  486,  527,  557,  568 
Treasury  and  War  Departments,  a  bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  act  making  alterations  in  these 
departments,  and  to  alter  and  amend  the  act 
to  establish  the  office  of  Purveyor  of  Public 
Supplies,  introduced        -  -  -    598 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -             -            -    600 
title  amended  and  the  bill  passed       -  -    601 
amended  by  the  House        -             -            -    609 
amendments  committed        -             -  .613 
report  or  the  committee        -                         .616 
Treaty.     (See  France  and  Indians.) 
Turner,  George,  petition  of  praying  confirmation  of 
his  title  to  a  certain  tract  of  land,  presented 
and  committed    -            -            -            -    481 
a  bill  reported          -             -             -            -    494 

THIRD  SKS8I0S. 

Tazewell  Henry,  of  Virginia,  his  death  announced 
and  resolutions  for  attending  his  funeral 
adopted         ......  2266 

Tennessee,  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  for  giving  effect 
to  the  lawsof  the  United  States  in  this  State, 
reported  .....  2209 

committed  .....  2211 

reported  with  amendments  -  -  -  2213 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  -  2215 

passed         .....  2217 

Timber,  a  bill  authorizing  the  purchase  o£  for  na- 
val purposes,  received      -  -  -2118 
reported  with  amendments  ...  2233 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2229 
passed        .....  22ft 

Troops  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the  better  or- 
ganizing of,  reported        ...  2204 
motion  to  strike  out  the  2d  section  negatived  2209 
committed  -  2210 

reported  with  amendments  ...  2213 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2215 
passed         .....  2317 

amendments  of  House  referred  to  committee  2233 
report  of  the  committee        ...  2236 


17 

31 
32 
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Troops  of  the  United  8tate»— continued.  Page. 

committee  of  co  ference  appointed    -  -  2238 

report  of  the  committee  agreed  to     -  -  2239 

Turner  George,  his  deposition  in  the  caae  of  Wm. 


Blount    - 


-  2376 


U. 


8KCOMD  SESSIOR. 

Unfinbhed  business,  a  committee  on,  appointed    -    474 
reports  from  the  committee  -  -         475,  476 

V. 

FIRST  8ES8IOH. 

Vice  President,  obtains  leave  of  absence  for  the  re- 
mainder of  the  session      -  -  37 
Vellum,  Parchment,  dec.     (8ee  Duties.) 

8ECOKD  SESSION. 

Vaughan  John,  his  petition  praying  an  allowance 
for  losses  sustained  on  a  deposite  of  bullion 
in  the  Mint,  in  consequence  of  intervening 
regulations — laid  on  the  table        -  -     538 

a  bill  for  his  relief  received  from  the  House  -    673 
committed  -  -  -    676 

reported      .....     681 
recommitted  ....    594 

reported      .....    606 
third  reading  of  the  bill        -  -  -     612 

motion  to  postpone  further  consideration  to  the 

next  session         ....     615 
the  bill  lost-  -  -  -  -616 

petitioner  has  leave  to  withdraw  his  papers   -    619 
Vellum  <fcj.     (8ee  Duties. ) 
Vice  President,  excused  from  further  attendance  for 

the  remainder  of  the  tession  -  -     591 

Virginia,  the  amendment  to  the  Constitution  re- 
specting the  suability  of  States  ratified  by  -    504 

THIRD  SBSSIOIT. 

Vaughan  John,  petition  ot,  presented      -  -  2216 

Vermont,  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  for  giving  effect 
to  the  laws  of  tbe  United  States  within 
this  State  reported  ...  2225 

title  amended  and  the  bill  passed     -  2281 

W. 

FIRST  sxssioir. 

White  Rt.  Rev.  Bishop  elected  Chaplain  -  10 

Wines,  dec.     (See  Duties.) 

SXCOVD  SISBIOW. 

Washington,  General,  his  letter  to  the  President 
accepting  tbe  appointment  of  Lieutenant 
General  and  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Armies  of  the  United  8tates         -  -    62 1 

Washington  City,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for 
completing  the  buildings  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  Government,  received  -    525 
committed  -            -                         -  -     526 

reported  ......     532 

ordered  to  third  reading       ...     537 
passed  -  -  -    539 

Western  Lands.     (8ee  Lands) 

White,  Rt.  Rev.  Bishop,  elected  Chaplain  -    471 

Widows  and  Orphans,  a  bill  making  provision 
for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  deceased 
officers,  received  -  -  -  -    611 

committed  -  612 

reported      -  -  v  -     514 

ordered  to  the  third  reading-  •  -    615 

passed  with  an  amendment  -  -  -    516 
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Widows  and  Orphans— continued.  Page. 

amendment  disagreed  to  by  the  House  618 

the  Senate  recede   -  519 
Williams,  Elie,  a  bill  authorizing  the  conveyance 

of  a  certain  tract  of  land  to,  received         -  691 

committed  -  592 

reported  and  passed-            ...  618 
Wilson,  Philip,  his  petition  praying  compensa- 
tion for  the  loss  of  a  ship,  <fcc.,  destroyed  by 
the  British  after  the  Trea'y  of  Peace,  laid 

on  the  table-        ....  504 

refeired  to  the  Secretary  of  8tate      -            -  508 

THIRD  SSSSIOV. 

Wheaton,  Joseph,  a  bill  for  his  relief  received     -  2219 
committed  ...  2221 

reported  and  ordered  10  the  third  reading      -  2229 

White,  Rt.  Rev.  Bishop,  elected  Chaplain  -  2191 

Western  Reserve  of  Connecticut.  (See  Connec- 
ticut. ) 

Williams,  Enion,  his  petition  praying  to  be  al- 
lowed the  privilege  of  manufacturing  salt 
from  the  salt  springs  in  the  Northwestern 
Territory,  presented  and  referred  -  -  2207 

Y. 

FIRST  SKSSIOK. 

Yeas  and  Nays— on  the  motion  to  expunge  a  cer- 
tain paragraph  in  the  report  of  the  answer 
to  the  President's  Address 

on  the  motion  to  expunge  certain  words  from 
the  motion  for  referring  to  a  select  commit- 
tee so  much  of  the  President's  Speech  as  re- 
spects the  establishment  of  a  permanent 
system  of  national  defence 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
artillery  and  engineers      ... 

on  tbe  motion  to  expunge  certain  words  from 
the  first  section  of  the  bill  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  trade  of  the  United  States    - 

on  the  other  questions  concerning  the  bill     19, 20 

on  its  passage         -  -  22 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
light  dragoons     -  -  -  - 

on  the  motion  to  strike  out  the  third  section 
of  the  bill  to  provide  for  ihe  defence  of  the 
ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States     - 

on  the  bill  to  enable  the  President,  under  cer- 
tain restrictions,  to  raise  a  provisional 
army      - 

oa  the  motion  to  expunge  the  first  section  of 
the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  lay, 
regulate,  and  revoke  embargoes     • 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill     - 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  ascertain  the 
time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress 

on  striking  out  the  first  secti  n  of  the  bill  to 
prevent  the  arming  of  private  ships 

on  the  bill  laying  duties  on  stamped  vellum, 
parchment  and  paper       ... 

on  an  amendment  to  the  appropriation  bill    * 

on  the  motion  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  report  of  the  committee  on 
the  case  of  Wm.  Blount  to  the  next  session 

on  the  question  of  agreeing  to  said  report 


16 


18 


18 


22 


24 


26 


28 
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37 
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Yeas  and  Nays— on  the  bill  authorizing  the  pay- 
ment of  certain  sums  of  money  to  the  daugh- 
ters of  the  late  Count  lie  Grasse  -  -    486 
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A. 
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Accounts,  motion  respecting  the  accounts  of  mem- 
bers, laid  on  the  table     ....  387 

Address,  the  President's,  at  the  opening  of  the  ses- 
sion     -------64 

Adjournment,  resolution  proposing  to  adjourn  on 

24th  June,  laid  on  the  table     -         -        -333 

time  altered  to  the  28th      ....  358 

resolution  from  the  Senate  fixing  a  time  for, 

dif  agreed  to  -        -        -        -        -        -  400 

resolution  for  adjourning  on  10th  July,  agreed 

to 458 

Agent.    (See  British  debts.) 
Agents,  bill  directing  the  appointment  of  agents 
in  relation  to  the  6th  article  of  the  treaty 

with  Great  Britain,  reported  -        -        -  314 

ordered  to  be  engrossed       -  333 

passed 334 

the  amendments  of  the  Senate  disagreed  to   -  391 
Allen,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  address  -         -  219,232 

on  defensive  measures        ....  296 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  pors  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  Statrs                 306,  310,  322 
on  i  he  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the  United  States 383 

on  stamp  duties         -----  403 
on  the  duties  on  salt  -        ....  441 
Answer  to  the  President's  8peech,  a  committee  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  it                -        -  60 
committee  has  leave  to  sit  during  the  session 

of  the  House        -----  63 

the  answer  reported  -----  67 
amendments  proposed        -        -        -       69,  136 

rejected -        -  193 

other  amendments  proposed        -   '     -        -  1 94 

answer  adopted  as  amended        ...  233 

delivered 236 

President's  reply         -  237 
Appropriations,  Communication  from  the  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury,  calling  for  additional        -  386 
bill  making  additional,  for  the  year  seventeen 

hundred  and  ninety  seven,  reported  -        -  408 

debated 433 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      -  440 

passed      -------  441 

amended  by  the  Senate       ....  447 

amendment  concurred  in    -        -        -        -  462 

Anns,  ammunition,  dec.,  a  resolution  to  prohibit 

the  exportation  of  -                 -        -        -  239 


Arms,  ammunition,  dec. — continued.  Page 

a  bill  for  the  same  purpose,  received  from  the 

Senate 247 

ordered  to  be  re  engrossed  -        -                  -  263 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        -                  -  266 

passed      .....         -  267 

resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  a  re- 
turn of  arms          -  281 
suspended         -                                              -  466 
resolution  for  the  purchase  of  arms       -        -  283 
committed        ......  33* 

report  laid  en  the  table       ....  377 

Artillerists  and  engineers,  a  bill  for  raising  an  addi- 
tional corps  of,  received  -  266 
committed         ......  268 

disagreed  to-         -        -         -         -        -347 

resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
an  account  of  the  number  now  in  service, 

and  the  posts  at  which  they  are  stationed  •  331 

call  answered    ------  334 

Assistant  Doorkeeper  elected      -         -         -        -  52 

SXCOKD   8K8SI0V. 

Abrogation  of  treaties.     (See  France.) 
Absent  members,  resolution  for  refusing  leave  of 
absence  to  members,  except  in  cases  of  sick- 
ness    -------  1558 

laid  on  the  table        .....  1551 

negatived  .....  1870 

Accountant  of  the  War  Department,  report  on  the 

memorial  of  -        -        -        -        -        -a  1771 

a  bill  granting  additional  compensation  to,  re-* 

ported -        -  1773 

passed 1783 

Accountant  of  the  Navy,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to 

establish  this  office,  received  -        -        -  2128 
title  altered,  and  the  bill  passed   -         -        -  2174 
Accounts  between  the  United  States  and  the  indi- 
vidual States  ;  a  resolution  respecting  the 
balances  reported  to  be  due  by  the  individ- 
ual States,  laid  on  the  table    -  2087 
committed         -        -        -        -        -        -  2115 

reported   -------  2128 

a  bill  in  pursuance  of  the  report,  reported  and 
committed     ------  2173 

passed 2176 

rejected  by  the  Senate        -        -        -        -2185 
Acts  of  Limitation,  report  respecting  the  expedi- 
ency of  exempting  certain  claims  from  the 
operation  of  the  acts  of  limitation,  commit- 
ted        682 

reported  -------703 
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Acts  of  Limitation— continued.  Page, 

debate  thereon  ......    706 

report  from  the  Secretary  of  War  on  the  sub- 
ject, received  .....     813 

resolutions  reported  by  the  committee  -        -  1045 

■greed  to-  1046 

Address,  the  President's,  at  the  opening  of  the  ses- 
sion     .......    630 

motion  for  preparing  an  answer  -  635 

agreed  to.        -        -        .        .        .        -     637 
committee  appointed  to  prepare  it  638 

report  of  the  committee      ....    642 

debated    .......     645 

agreed  to-        -        -        -        -        -        .    647 

answer  presented — President's  reply    -        -    652 
Addresses  approving  the  course  of  the  President  in 

the  negotiations  with  France  1522,  1554,  1630, 

1682 
Adjournment,  resolution  proposing  to  adjourn  on 

the  14th  of  June,  laid  on  the  table  -        -  1840 
negatived         -    '    -        -        -        -        -  1854 

resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
a  time  proper  for  adjourning,  laid  on  the 

table 1876 

debated     .......  1877 

agreed  to,  and  the  committee  appointed        -  1878 
report  of  the  committee      ....  1926 

agreed  to  ------        .  2033 

resolution  fcr  adjourning  on  the  2d  of  July, 
laid  on  the  table    .....  2033 

amendment  of  the  Senate  altering  the  time  to 

the  1 6th  of  July,  agreed  to         -         -        -  2 1 39 
the  adjournment        -        -         -        -        -  2 1 86 

Aliens,  resolution  forbidding  aliens  holding  any 
office  of  honor,  profit,  or  trust,  under  the 
United  States,  debated    -        -        -         -  1570 

committed         ......  157] 

withdrawn         ......  1573 

resolution  for  the  removal  or  apprehension  of 
aliens,  natives  of  countries  at  war  with  the 
United  States,  committed  ...  1631 
resolution  instructing  the  committee  to  report 
what  measures  should  be  taken  to  remove 
aliens  and  seditious  persons,  laid  on  the 

table 1725 

agreed  to-         ------  1771 

a  bill  respecting  alien  enemies,  reported       -  1773 

debated    -      • 1785 

ordered  to  third  reading  .....  1792 

farther  debated 1793 

bill  recommitted        .....  1796 

reported -  1896 

debated    .......  2034, 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  2035. 

passed 2049 

Senate  amendments  agreed  to     -         -  2088 

a  bill  concerning  aliens,  received  from  the 

Senate 1896 

debated    ....         1973,  1998,  2005 

passed      .......  2028 

Alexander,   William,  report  on  the  petition  of, 

agreed  to      -----  845 

bill  for  his  relief  reported    -         -        -        -    864 

passed 1043 

Allen,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  Quaker  memo- 
rial       662 

on  the  Acts  of  Limitation  -      709,  710,  716 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -    774 


Allen,  Mr.— -continued.  Page. 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  ...  854 
on  relations  with  France  1357,  1358,  1360,  1368, 

2118 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the  United  8tatea  ....  1473,  1476 
on  the  Naturalization  law  -        -  1578,  1580 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  -  1755 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia  -  1 933 
on  seditious  practices  ....  1970 

on  the  increase  of  the  Military  Establishment  2089, 

2090,  2091 
on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes       -  2093 
Amendments.     (See  Constitution') 

American  seamen,  report  on  the  operation  of  the 

act  for  relief  and  protection  of,  committed      629 

debated 655 

committee  appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the 

relief  of 763 

bill  reported -    809 

amendments  proposed        ....  1035 
bill  recommitted        .....  1068 
resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  re- 
port what  further  measures  are  necessary 
to  enable  the  President  to  afford  to  those 
detained  in  foreign  countries  the  means  of 
returning  home      .....  1683 
Answer  to  the  President's  Speech.  (See  Addre$$.) 

Appropriations,  report  on  the  subject  of  appropria- 
tions for  the  year  seventeen  hundred  and 
ninety-eight   ....     785,  789,  818 

a  bill  making  partial  appropriations  for  the 
year  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety  eight, 
reported        ------    797 

passed      -------    801 

a  bill  providing  for  the  civil  expenses  of  the 
Government  for  the  year  seventeen  hun- 
dred and  ninety-eight,  reported  and  com- 
mitted   830 

reported    -------    845 

bill  making  appropriations  for  the  service  of 
the  year  seventeen  hundred  and  ninety- 
eight,  reported        .....    903 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....  1030 

passed 1031 

bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  new  regiment  of  artillery  and  engineers  1899, 

1978 

passed -        -  2005 

a  bill  making  certain  additional  appropria- 
tions, passed  .....  2176 
Armed  vessels,  instructions  to  commanders  of      -  1783 

laid  on  the  table 1784 

debated    -------  1797 

committed         -        -        -        -        -        -  1812 

reported   .......  1813 

a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  accept 
such  armed  vessels  as  may  be  offered  for 
the  public  service  .....  1938 

Arms  and  ammunition,  a  bill  to  continue  the  act 

to  prohibit  the  exportation  of,  reported  -  1240 
ordered  to  third  reading  ....  1276 
passed      ......         -  1285 

Army,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  authorize  the 
President  to  raise  a  provisional  army,  de- 
bated   -        -        -  .      -        -        -         -  1525 
committed  -.  -        -        -  1542 
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Army — continued.  Page. 

Committee  of  ihe  Whole  discharged,  and  the 

bill  referred  to  a  select  committee     -        -  1561 
reported   -------  1594 

debated 1631,  1701 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        -  1770 

passed      - -  1772 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  above,  reported  -  1916 

debated 1933,1939 

passed 1954 

a  resolution  respecting  the  expediency  of  aug- 
menting the  provisional  army,  laid  on  the 

table 2084 

committed 2128 

a  bill  to  augment  the  United  States  Army, 
reported  -        -        -        -  -        -  2114 

debated 2129 

(8ee,  also,  Military  Establishment.) 
Articles  of  Impeachment  of  William  Blount       -    948 
Artillerists  and  engineers,  resolution  for  raising  an 

additional  corps  of  ....  1383 

debated 1402 

agreed  to  and  a  bill  ordered         -        -        -  1412 

bill  reported 1413 

debated 1415 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1426 

passed      - 1427 

Arts.     (See  Useful  Arts.) 

Attorney  General,  resolution  for  granting  him  the 

franking  privilege  -  828 

bill  for  that  purpose,  reported      -        -        -    981 
amended  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading  .    -  1033 

passed 1034 

Aupoix,  Pierre,  report  on  the  petition  of,  consid- 
ered    -------  1414 

a  bill  for  his  relief  reported         -        -        -  1426 
ordered  to  the  th«rd  reading        -  1522 

THIRD  SESSION. 

Accounts.     (See  Balances.) 

Address,  the  President's,  at  the  opening  of  the 

session  ......  2420 

committee  appointed  to  prepare  an  answer    -  2425 
answer  reported  .....  2437 

presented  - 2442 

President's  reply 2442 

Alien  and  sedition  laws,  resolution  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  cause  to  be  published 
and  dis  ributed  a  certain  number  of  copies 
of  the  acts  "respecting  alien  enemies," 
and  "  in  addition  to  the  act  for  the  punish- 
ment of  certain  crimes,"  laid  on  the  table     2427 
taken  up  and  debated  -        -  2429,  2445 

negatived  -        -        -         -        -        -2455 

petitions  and  addresses  for  the  repeal  of  the 
laws  so  called,  presented  and  referred  2785,  2795, 
2807,  2906.  2907,  2934,  2955,  2959,  2986 
debate  on  the  reference  of  an  address  from 
Virginia,  praying  a  repeal  of  the  laws       -  2798 

referred 2802 

debate  on  the  reference  of  a  petition  from 
natives  of  Ireland  for  the  same  object       -  2884 

referred 2985 

deba'e  on  the  motion  to  discharge  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  from  said  petitions  and 
to  refer  them  to  a  select  committee   -        -  2885 
motion  carried  and  select  committee. appointed  2905 
debate  on  the  reference  of  an  address  from 
Pennsylvania         .....  2957 


Alien  and  sedition  laws — continued.  Pagt. 

referred »&* 

report  of  the  select  committee  made  and  com- 
mitted   2956 

debate  on  it-        -        -        -        -         -  2985 

Aliens,  resolution  declaring  it  inexpedient  to  re- 
peal the  laws  of  last  session  respecting 
aliens  -------  299J 

agreed  to  ------  3003 

Allen,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  stamp  duties  -  2569 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  8593,  2704 
on  the  motion  for  printing  the  despatches  from 

the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -         -  2729 

on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws     ...  2800 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon,  of 

Vermont,  from  the  House       ...  2965 
on  the  bill  authorising  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 2976 

Amendments.     (See  Constitution.) 
American  seamen.     (See  Seamen.) 
Answer  to  President's  Speech.  '  (8ee  Address.) 
Appropriations,  a  bill  making,  for  the  year  seven- 
teen hundred  and  ninety-nine,  reported        -  2791 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  2956 
passed      -------  2973 

a  bill  making  additional  for,  repotted      1 799,  2985 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  3031 
passed      -        -  -  -         -  30*2 

Army,  bill  from  the  Senate  giving  eventual  au- 
thority to  the  President  to  augment  the 
Army,  explained  and  committed      -        -  2926 
debate  on  it       -        -        -         -        -         -  SOU 

Arnold  Thomas,  a  bill  for  bis  relief,  reported      -  2956 
Assistant  Postmaster  General,  a  resolution  for  in- 
creasing bis  salary  agreed  to,  and  a  bill  for 
that  purpose  ordered  to  be  brought  io        -  3021 
bill  reported 30» 


B. 


FIRST  8XSSI0S. 

Baldwin,  Mr.,  of  Georgia,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech  -        -         97,  20*,  214 

on  defensive  measures         -  243, 247 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States         -         -        -    316 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  addi^onai  corps  of 
artillery         ------    343 

on  stamp  duties  -----    430 

on  additional  appropriations        -         -        -438 
Bayard,  Mr.,  of  Delaware,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech        -        -         -        -      218 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  the  ports  and 
harbors  of  the  United  States  -       313,  319 

Beckley,  John,  nominated  for  Clerk  of  the  House      51 

vote  for   -        -  -         -         -         -42 

Blount,  Thomas,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  an- 
swer to  the  President's  Speech        -        -    235 

on  defensive  measures  ...     283,  284 

requisition  for  militia  -         -        -        -         -    293 

on  appointing  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means 297,  ** 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States  -         .        .    2Sf 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 
militia 336,  337,  3* 

on  stamp  duties         ....     401,  404 
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Blount,  Thomas,  of  N.  Carolina— continued.         Page. 

a  letter  from  him  to  the  8peaker,  asking  to  be 
excused  from  voting  upon  the  resolution  re- 
lative to  the  impeachment  of  his  brother, 
William  Blount,  of  Tennessee         -        -    458 
is  excused         ------    459 

Blount,  William,  Senator  from  Tennessee,  resota- 

lution  for  impeaching  him,  reported  -        -     448 
agreed  to-         -  -        -        -        -    459 

resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  pre- 
pare articles  of  impeachment    -  -    463 
committee  appointed  -----    464 

proceedings  of  the  Senate  in  relation  to  the 
impeachment  -        -        -        -        -    465 

(See,  also,  Index  to  proceedings  of  the 
Senate.} 
Brent,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech  -        -      207,219,229 

British  debts,  resolution  for  appointing  an  agent 
to  attend  to  the  interests  of  American  citi- 
zens in  relation  to  the  settlement  of  - 
taken  up  - 

referred  to  a  select  committee 
Brooks,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  answer  to  the 
President's  Speech  - 

on  the  bill  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  arms, 

dec. 248,  249,  251 

on  defensive  measures         -        -      276,  288,  295 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States      301,  303,  310,  311, 

312,  317,  318,  324 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery    326,  345 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  pro- 
vide galleys  or  small  vessels  for  the  public 

service 340 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the,  United  States  -        -      363,  367,  369,  384 
on  stamp  duties  -       387,  394,  399,  422,  427 

on  the  impeachment  of  Win.  Blount  456,  458,  463 

SKCOND    818810*. 

Balances  due  by  the  individual  States.    (8ee  Ac- 
counts.) 
Baldwin,  Mr.,  of  Georgia,  on  appointing  a  com- 
mittee to  report  a  bill  to  establish  a  uniform 
system  of  bankruptcy      -  644 

on  the  reference  of  the  President's  Speech     -    654 
on  the  acts  of  limitation      -  712 

on  foreign  coins         -  731 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  commerce 

of  the  United  8tates        -  -    771 

on  the  bill  providing  the  means  of  intercourse 

with  foreign  nations        -        -        -  862 

on  the  bill  for  the  settlement  of  limits  with 

Georgia         ....  1279,  1304 

on  relations  with  France    -        -  1320,1361 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  the  ports  and 

harbors  of  the  United  States  -  -  -  1396 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  -  163 1 
letters  of  marque,  dec.  ....  1885 
seditious  practices  -  -  -  -  -  1 967 
on  the  bill  respecting  alien  enemies  -  -  2003 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the  punish- 
ment of  frauds  on,  received  -  -  '  •  2033 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  -  2038 
passed 2049 


Page. 


Bankruptcy,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  a  bill  to  provide  for  a  uniform  system 

of 643 

committee  appointed  -----  644 
number  of  the  committee  increased  -  -  692 
their  report        -----    7g5 

withdrawn 78* 

again  presented  -----    796 

committee  appointed  to  report  a  bill  -  -  797 
bill  reported  and  committed  -        -        -    970 

Bayard,  Mr.,  of  Delaware,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech  -        -         -     646,  647 

on  the  Quaker  memorial    -        -  664,  669 

on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  the  late  Count  De  Grasse    -  -    794 

on  the  bill  providing  the  means  of  foreign  in- 
tercourse       .....  893,  1218 
on  the  case  of  Griswold  and  Lyon  1064,  1065 

on  rules  of  the  House  ....  1291 

on  relations  with  France    -  1369 

on  presents  to  ministers  1583,  1586,  1689,  1795 
on  additional  revenue         -        -  1597,  1699 

on  the  naturalization  law    -  1779 

on  the  bill  respecting  alien  enemies  1786, 1788,  2002 
on  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1827,  1833 

on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels  -  -  1904 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia  -  1931 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  raise 

a  provisional  army  -         1936,  1944,  1947 

on  seditious  practices  ....  1965 

on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        -        -  2122 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  sus- 
pend commercial  intercourse  with  France  -  2197 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes       -        -        -2136 
Bills  of  credit,  report  on  the  petition  of  sundry  hold* 

era  of,  debated 1249 

agreed  to  -  1252 

Blount,  Thomas,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  Qua* 

ker  memorial  ....      666,  668 

on  the  bill  for  die  relief  of  the  representatives 

of  deceased  officers  ... 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  tbe  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States        -        -  1394, 

Blount,  William,  late  Senator  from  Tennessee,  re- 
port of  the  committee  appointed  at  the  last 
session  to  collect  evidence  to  substantiate 
the  charges  against  him  -  672 

reading  of  documents  referred  to  in  the  report    677 
the  report,  dec,  laid  on  the  table         -        -    679 
resolution  directing  the  committee  appointed 
to  prepare  articles  of  impeachment,  and  to 
report  said  articles  -----    809 
resolution  laid  on  the  table  -  .     -        -    810 

motion  to  take  it  up  -  -        -        -    820 

motion  withdrawn  -----  821 
renewed  -------    837 

postponed 839 

a  supplementary  report  from  the  committee  -  847 
a  further  report  -        -        -        -  890 

the  articles  of  impeachment  reported    -        -    919 

debated 947 

managers  of  the  impeachment  appointed    963,  957 
the  articles  of  impeachment  sent  up  to  the 
Senate  ------    969 

proceedings  of  the  Senate  in  the  ease,  received  1 149 
referred  to  a  select  committee  -  -  -  1144 
resolutions  reported    -  1370 
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Blount,  Wm.  of  Tennessee-r-continued.  Page, 

report  of  a  committee  of  conference  thereon  -  1412 
resolution  received  from  the  Senate  in  relation 

to  altering  the  return  Jay  of  the  summons    1426 
another  report  on  the  case  ....  1559 
(dee,  also,  Index  to  proceedings  of  the 
Senate.) 
Breach  of  privilege  :  a  Committee  of  Privileges  ap 

pointed,  and  a  resolution  for  expelling  Mr. 

Lyon,  of  Vermont,  for  an  assault  upon  Mr. 

Griswold,  of  Connecticut,  referred  thereto     955 
the  committee  has  leave  to  sit  during  the  ses- 
sion of  the  House  -  958 
a  letter  from  Mr  Lyon  referred  to  the  com- 
mittee   959 

report  of  the  committee  -  -  -  -  96 1 
debate  on  it  -        -      964,  966,  969,  970 

a  motion  to  amend  the  resolution  reported  by 

the  committee        .....    995 

agreed  to 907 

a  letter  from  Mr.  Chipman,  of  Vermont,  to 

the  chairman  of  the  committee  -  -  999 
another  motion  to  amend  the  resolution        -  1 003 

negatived 1008 

vote  on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon  1008 
rejected,  two-thirds  not  concurring  -  -  1009 
the  testimony  in  the  case  -  -  1009  to  1025 
narrative  of  Mr.  Lyon  ...  -  1025 
a  second  fracas  between  Messrs.  Griswold  and 

Lyon 1034 

a  report  thereon         .....  1048 
Brent,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  bill  to  provide  the 

means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations  -  899 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection'of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 1474 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army         1 637, 

1673,  1679 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 

adier  company        ...  1709,  1719 

on  the  protection  of  commerce     ...  1829 
Brooks,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  President's 

8peech  ------    654 

on  acts  of  limitation  -  .  -  708,  71 1,  713 
on  the  bill  for  the  pi otection  of  commerce  -  767 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  Count  De  Grasse  ....  793 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon  -  1 008 
his  testimony  in  the  case  of  Griswold  and 

Lyon 1014 

on  relations  with  France  1324,  1356,  1360,  1363 
on  the  bill  providing  for  the  defence  of  the 

ports  ard  harbors  of  the  United  States  1396,  1398 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1408 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dec.   1437, 

1438 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States         -        -         -  1463,  1473 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1 654, 1 697, 

1750,  1759 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  above  1943,  1948 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company       ...  1709,  1721 
Brown,  Obadiah,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported        -  1453 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1522 
Bryan,  Colonel  Nathan,  of  South  Carolina,  his 

death  announced   •  1867 

resolutions  of  respect,  Ac  -  1868 


THIBD  SB8SIOX. 

Bail,  a  bill  for  the  security  of,  in  certain  cases,  re- 
ceived -------  3017 

Balances  due  by  the  individual  8tates,  a  resolution 

respecting  the,  laid  on  the  table        -         -  2428 
agreed  to,  and  a  bill  ordered        ...  2441 
bill  ordered  to  be  engrossed  ...  2492 

passed      .......  2493 

amendments  of  the  Senate  considered  -  -  2820 
report  of  a  committee  of  conference  laid  on  the 

table 2857 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -        -         -  2884 
Baldwin,  Mr.,  of  Georgia,  on  usurpation  of  Exec- 
utive authority        -         -        2522,  2626,  2669 
on  the  remonstrance  of  Georgia  2546,  254ft 

Bankruptcy,  committee  appointed  to  report  a  bill 

to  establish  an  uniform  system  of,     -         -  2426 

bill  reported 2441 

debated 2465 

amendments  submitted  ....  2489 
debated  -  2552,  2556,  2577,  2582,  2649,  2656 
bill  rejected       ....         .         .  2677 

Bayard,  Mr.,  of  Delaware,  on  stamp  duties  2560;  2568 
on  the  bankrupt  law  -  -  2579,  2582,  2656 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2585,  2588, 

2591,  2603,  2709 
on  the  motion  for  printing  the  despatches  from 

the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -  -  27S2 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France  -  2781 

on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws  2892,  2893,  2903 
on  increase  of  salaries  ....  2923 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon  2959,  2966 
on  increase  of  the  Army     -  3034,  3038 

Blount,  William,  (late  Senator  from  Tennessee,) 
a  vacancy  in  the  committee  of  impeachment 
of,  filled        ......  2440 

the  House  informed  of  the  return  of  the  mm. 

mons  issued  by  the  Senate       ...  2441 
House  informed  of  the  failure  of  the  accused 
to  appear,  and  of  the  readiness  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  proceed  with  the  impeachment        -  2457 
report  from  the  managers  of  the  impeachment, 
requesting  further  time  for  preparing  their 

proceedings 2458 

resolution  requesting  the  Senate  to  take  mea- 
sures for  compelling  the  attendance  of  the 
accused  laid  over    -        .        -        -        .  2469 
taken  up  and  debated        ....  2471 

negatived  ......  2485 

rules  for  conducting  the  impeachment  received  2470 
motion  directing  the  managers  to  prcceed,  not- 
withstanding the  absence  of  the  accused    -  2485 
negatived  ......  2487 

the  plea  of  the  defendant's  counsel  received  -  2490 
committed         ......  2492 

replication  of  the  House     ....  2551 

adjournment  of  the  House  to  enable  the  man- 
agers to  attend  the  trial  -        -  2564,  2646 
the  House  informed  of  the  decision  of  the 
court  dismissing  the  impeachment  -        -  2648 
(See,  also,  index  to  proceedings  of  Senate.) 
Boon  Island,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  erection  of  a 

Beacon  on,  reported        ....  2956 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2974 
peaaed 2985 
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Brace,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  usurpation  of  execu- 
tive authority 2631 

on  the  hill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France 2771 

Brooks,  Mr. ,  of  New  York,  on  the  hill  vesting  the 
power  of  retaliation  in  the  President  of  the 
United  States  in  certain  cases  -        -  2908,  2910 
on  increase  of  salaries        ....  2925 

C. 

fibst  sxssioir 

Champlin,  Mr.  of  Rhode  Island,  on  defensive  mea- 
sures     275,  276 

Chaplain,  elected     -  -  69 

Chaplains,  resolution  for  appointment  of     -  53 

China  and  India,  memorial  from  merchants  engaged 

in  the  trade  with,  praying  a  suspension  of 

duties  on  white  cotton  goods  committed     -    252 

Claiborne,  T. ,  of  Virginia,  on  the  election  of  Clerk  -      51 

on  exportation  -         -  -  350,  353 

on  stamp  duties         ....      399,415 

Claxton,  Thomas,  elected  Doorkeeper  52 

Clerk  of  the  House,  debate  respecting  the  necessity  - 

of  nominating  this  officer         -        -  51 

election  of        ------      52 

Cochran,  Mr.  of  New  York  on  the  bill  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  Uni- 
ted States      318 

on  stamp  duties         .....    388 
Coit,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  appointing  a  commit- 
tee on  unfinished  business        -         -         60,  61 
on  the  answer  to  the  t  resident's  Speech      135,  193 

194,  198,  209,  211 
on  defensive  measures         -  -  257 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States         ....     369,  376 
on  stamp  duties         -         -       389,  394,  415,  430 
Collection.     (See  Revenue.) 
Commerce,  resolution  calling  on  the  President  for 
a  report  of  the  depredations  committed  on 
American  commerce  since  Oct.  1st  1796  -    290 

agreed  to -     291 

message  and  other  documents  in  answer  thereto    357 
(8ee,  also,  Trade. 
Condy,  Jonathan,  W.,  elected  Clerk  of  the  House      52 
Congress,  a  committee  appointed  to  confer  with  the 
Senate  on  the  laws  of  last  session  fixing  the 

time  for  the  next  meeting  of    -        -        -    377 
the  Senate  refuse  the  conference  ...    387 
a  bill  fixing  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  ofj 
received  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed  -    408 

Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls,  a  bill  concerning  them 

passed  -------     144 

SKCOKD  SESSION. 

Canada  and  Nova  Scotia.     (See  Refugees. ) 
Cannon,  arms,  &c  ,  resolution  for  appropriating 

money  for  the  purchase  of,  -  -  -  1 384 
agreed  to,  and  a  bill  ordered  -  -  -  1414 
a  bill  reported  -        -        -        -        -        -  1 426 

debated 1427 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1439 
passed      -------  1440 

Cantrill,  Stephen,  report  on  the  petition  of,  con- 
sidered ......  1522 

Carmichael,  William,  report  on  the  petition  for 

relief  of  the  widow  o£  committed  -  -  629 
debated 648 


Carmichael,  William — continued.  Page. 

committee  appointed  to  report  a  bill  to  authorise 

a  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  -        -        -     649 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  of,  reported     676 

debated 690 

recommitted      ------     691 

new  bill  reported        ....        -    715 

debated     -------    716 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....    717 

passed      -------    723 

resolution  respecting  a  settlement  of  the  ac- 
counts of  the  late,  agreed  to,  and  a  bill  for 
that  purpose  ordered        ....  1276 

a  bill  making  appropriations  to  pay  a  balance 

due  the  legal  representatives  of,  reported  -  1286 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1296 

passed 1297 

Carpenter,  Thomas,  petition  of,  praying  the  aid  of 
Congress  in  bis  undertaking  of  publishing 
the  debates,  committed    -        -        •        -    671 
report  made  and  agreed  to  -        -        -        -    687 
Census,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  enumeration  of  the 

inhabitants  of  the  United  States,  reported  -  1897 

passed 2005,2034 

Champlin,  Mr.,  of  Rhode  Island,  on  foreign  coins  -  756 
on  the  case  of  Griswold  and  Lyon  -  -  974 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case    -  1022 

on  stamp  duties         .....  1072 
on  the  naturalization  laws  .        -        -        -  1569 
Chaplains,  resolution  for  appointment  of,  received  -     630 

debated 634 

agreed  to-        -        -        -         -        -        -    635 

Chapman,   John,   of  Pennsylvania,   on    foreign 

coins    -------    720 

Cherokee  Expedition,  committee  appointed  to  re- 
port a  bill  for  paying  the  militia  who  served 
in  the  expedition  of  1794  against  the  Cher- 
okees   -        -         .....  1524 

bill  reported 1525 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1658 

passed 1660 

Cherokeea.     (See  Indians.) 
Chipman,  Nathaniel,  (Senator  from  Vermont,)  a 
letter  from  him  to  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and 

Lyon 999 

his  testimony  in  the  above  ca*e  -        -        -  1022 
Claiborne  Thomas,  of  Virginia,  on  the  foreign  in- 
tercourse bill  1116 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1425 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 1508 

on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment   -------  1548 

on  direct  taxes  -  -         -        -1924,2055 

on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  for  rais- 
ing a  provisional  army  -        -        -        -  1944 

on  the  bill  respecting  alien  enemies     -        -  1999 
on  the  increase  of  the  army         -        -        -2131 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes       -        -        -2133 
Claiborne,  W.  C.  C,  of  Tennessee,  on  land  titles 

in  Tennessee         -        -        -        -    814,  817 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill    -        -  916,  1207 
his  testimony   in  the  case  of  Messrs.   Gris- 
wold and  Lyon      HMM 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  eYc.  1488 
on  presents  to  Ministers    -        -  1584,  1587 
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Claiborne,  W.  C.  C,  of  Tenn.— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1 651  1766 
on  the  naturalization  law  -  -  -  -  1781 
on  the  instructions  to  armed  vessels  -  -  1801 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France 1865 

on  letters  of  marque,  Ac.  ....  1882 
on  direct  taxes  -  1895,  1918,   1922 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  com- 
merce of  the  United  States  -        -  2073 
on  the  increase  of  the  army        ...  2131 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes       -        -         -  2135 
Claims,  a  committee  o£  appointed      ...     627 
Claims  against  the  United  States,  a  bill  limiting 
the  time  within  which  claims  for  credit  on 
the  books  of  the  Tieasury  may  be  present- 
ed for  allowance,  reported  -        -  1116 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        -  -  1246 

passed 1248 

Clark,  Lucy,  report  on  the  petition  of  952 

a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported        ...    957 
Clark,  General,  of  Georgia,  committee  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  subject  of  a  letter  written 
by  him  to  the  Spanish  Consul  at  Savannah, 
on  the  subject  of  proposals  hostile  fo  the 
United  States  Government       -        -        -    962 
report  of  the  committee      ....  1559 
Clerk  of  the  House,  resolution  authorizing  him  to 

employ  an  additional  engrossing  clerk-        -  2175 
Clerks,  report  from  the  Secretary  of  War  asking 

for  additional,  committed        ...    804 
report  on  the  subject  of  the  salaries  of,         -    957 
a  bill  to  revive  and  continue  the  act  respect- 
ing the  compensat  on  of,  reported    -        -  1274 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1286 

passed 1296 

amendments  of  the  Senate  comra  tted  -  1440 

disagreed  to      ....        -  1554 

the  Senate  insist        .....  1558 
the  House  adhere      .....  1582 
Coal  mines,  petition  of  sundry  citizens  of  Virginia 
asking  encouragement  to  their  collieries, 
presented  and  committed         -  918,  919 

report  on  it  -        -        -        -        -    98 1 

Coins.     (See  Foreign  Coins.) 
Coh,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  encouragement  to 

the  useful  arts        .....    628 
on  appointing  a  committee  to  report  a  bank- 
rupt law        -  644 
on  the  acts  of  limitation     ....    710 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold   and  Lyon  995, 

996,  1002 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case  ...  1020 
on  stamp  duties  .....  1070 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  ...  1098 
on  the  naturalization  law  ....  1782 
on  compensation  to  collectors  ...  1858 
on  letters  of  marque,  dec.  ....  1882 
Collectors,  a  bill  to  regulate  the  compensation  o£ 

reported        ......  1812 

debated 1856 

reported   -------  1869 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1871 

passed 1875 

amendments  agreed  to  -         2138,  2139 

College  of  Physicians  of  Philadelphia,  a  letter  from 
the  President  of  this  institution,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  contagious  diseases,  laid  on  the  table    927 


Commerce,   debate  on  the  motion  for  giving  leave 
to  the  committee  on  measures  for  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce  to  report  by  bill  or  oth- 
wise     -------    693 

leave  granted    ------    TOO 

a  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  reported    764 
further  reports  from  the  committee  840,  1245,   1383 
a  bill  in  addition  to  the  bill  for  the  more  effec- 
tual protection  of  the  commerce  and  coasts 
of  the  United  States  received    -        -         -  1793 
committed         ------  1812 

reported   - -  1813 

debated 181a 

passed      -------  2034 

a  bill  for  the  further  protection  of,  reported,  2058 

debated 2064 

passed 2083 

Commerce  and  Manufactures,  a  committee  on,  ap- 
pointed ------    627 

Commisionerof  the  Revenue,  resolution  for  appoint- 
ing a  committee  to  report  on  the  expediency 
of  abolishing  the  office  of,  laid  on  the  table    784 
agreed  to  and  the  committee  appointed  -        -    601 
their  report        ------    841 

agreed  to-        -         -         -        -         -         -842 

Congress,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of,  in  certain  cases,  report- 
ed and  debated       ....         .735 

bill  lost 739 

a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  the  next  meeting  o£ 

debated 2173 

Constitution,  amendment  ratified  by  Kentucky     -    809 
a  message  en  the  subject  of  amendments  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee         ...     846 
amendment  ratified  by  Virginia  ...  1029 
propositions  of  amendment  to,  laid  on  the 

table 2132 

Consuls,  report  respecting  the  reimbursement  of 
money  advanced  by  consuls  in  foreign  coun- 
tries    .......  1031 

debated 1275 

bill  reported       ....         .        .  1297 

ordered  to  be  engrossed       ....  1372 

passed 3175 

Contested  election      (8ee  Rutherford,  Robert.) 
Contested  elections,  resolutions  respecting  the  mode 

of  taking  evidence  in  cases  of,  committed  -    639 

debited 682 

referred  to  a  select  committee      ...    687 
.reported    -----         -        -    736 

a  bill  reported   ------    741 

amended  ----...    764 

recommitted      ------    776 

reported  ---....801 

passed      .......    819 

Continental  securities.     (8ee  Acts  of  Limitation.) 
Cotton  goods,  committee  on  manufactures,  drx.  in- 
structed to  report  on  the  expediency  of  en- 
couraging the  printing  of  1040 
Countervailing  duties,  resolution  requesting  the 
President  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  act  of  the  British  Par- 
liament countervailing  the  duties  laid  by  the 
United  States  upon  foreign  vessels,  Ac-, — 
laid  on  the  table      -        -                         -    946 
Coxe,  Tench,  late  commissioner  of  the  Revenue,  a 

letter  from     ------    775 
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Craik,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  foreign  inter- 
coarse  bill      ......    9U 

on  stamp  duties  .....  1072 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army      -   1534 
on  the  military  appropriation  bill  -        -  1557 

on  the  naturalization  law    -  1770 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1832 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes        -  -  2113 

on  abrogation  of  treaties     -        -        -        -  2125 

Crimes  against  the  United  States,  debate  on  the 
motion  to  reject  the  bill  from  the  Senate  in 
addition  to  the  act  for  the  punishment  of 

certain  - 2093 

motion  negatived       -         -        -        -        -2113 
a  motion  to  discharge  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  from  further  consideration  of  the 

b  11,  negatived 2114 

further  debate  on  the  bill    -        -  2133,  2139 

bill  passed 2171 

(See,  also,  Sedition,  Treason,  and  Execu- 
tive Authority.) 
Crowell,  8ylvanus,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported  and 

committed     ......  1035 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  1245 

passed      .......  1248 

thibd  sxmioir. 

Census,  committee  instructed  to  report  a  bill  for 
the  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 

United  States 2457 

bill  reported      -        -         -        -        -        -  2458 

debated,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading      -  2492 

passed      - 2492 

the  Senate  amendments  committed      -        -  2722 

negatived 2726,  2754 

Champlin,  Mr.,  of  Rhode  Island,  on  stamp  duties  2557, 

2558,  2562 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France 2773,  2781 

on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President  in  certain  cases  -        -        -2911 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
'  armed  vessels        -"  -  2929 

on  thanks  to  the  Speaker   ....  3054 

Chaplain  elected       ------  2425 

Claiborne,  W.  C.  C,  of  Tennessee,  on  the  alien 

and  sedition  laws  -        -        -  2449,  2897 

on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of  the 

Constitution  -         -        -        2458,  2460,  2465 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  -        -  2590 
on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -        -  2732 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  .....  2788 

on  the  bill  authorizing  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels        .....  2939 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 2980,2984 

on  the  increase  of  the  army  -  3037,  3040 

Claiborne,  T.,  of  Virginia,  on  usurpation  of  Exe- 
cutive authority    -        -        -        -        -  2702 
rules  of  the  House    -  2729 

on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws    -  2800 

on  the  increase  of  the  army  -  -  3032;  3040 
Claims,  a  committee  of,  appointed  -  -  -  2424 
Clerks,   resolution   respecting  the  compensation 

of 2656 


Page. 
Clerks,  a  bill  to  regulate  and  fix  the  compensation 

of;  repored 2740 

recommitted 2807 

new  bill  reported       .....  2817 

passed      .......  2927 

Clopton,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  amendments  to  the 
bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the  mi- 
litia        -  3053 

Collectors,  a  bill  to  establish  the  compensation  of, 

reported         ......  2832 

ordered  to  the  tbird  reading        ...  2916 

passed 2919 

Commerce  and  manufactures,  committee  on,  ap- 
pointed   2425 

Congress,  Senate  bill  for  altering  the  time  for  the 

next  meeting  of,  rejected  ...  3055 
Connecticut,  a  bill  to  accept  the  cession  from  this 
State,  of  the  territory  called  the  «  Western 
Reserve  of  Connecticut,"  received,  and  post- 
poned to  the  next  session  -  -  -3017 
Constitution,  resolution  for  distributing,  gratis, 
throughout  the  country  a  number  of  copies 
of  the  Constitution  and  amendments,  laid 

on  the  table 2456 

taken  up  and  debated         ....  2468 

referred  to  a  select  committee      ...  2465 
a  resolution  proposing  an  amendment  in  rela- 
tion to  the  mode  of  electing  the  President 
and  Vice  President,  laid  on  the  table        -  2919 
motion  to  refer  it  to  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
negatived      ......  3045 

Craik,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  alien  and  sedition 

laws 2452 

on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of  the 

Constitution 2463 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount       -  2486 
on  the  bankrupt  law  .....  2578 
on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 
from  the  American  Envoya  at  Paris          •  2736 
Crimes  against  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the 
punishment  of  certain,  therein  specified,  re- 
ported  2566 

debated 2583 

ordered  to  third  reading,  and  further  debated  2599, 

2626,  2677,  2682,  2686 

passed 2721 

resolution  declaring  it  inexpedient  to  repeal  the 
set  of  last  session,  for  the  punishment  of 
certain  crimes  against  the  United  States,  re- 
ported   2992 

agreed  to  ......  3016 

D. 

via st  sxssioir. 

Dana,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech  -        -      212,226,235 

on  defensive  measures        ....    282 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 329 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 366 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount    452,  458 

Dayton,  Jonathan,  of  New  Jersey,  elected  8peaker      60 

his  remarks  on  taking  the  Chair  -        -  61 

on  the  answer  to  the  President's  Speech  109,  193, 

199,  202 
on  defensive  measures  242,  280,  28 1 ,  282 
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Dayton,  Speaker,  of  N.  Jersey— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

Ac. 248,  250,  252 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States  350,  303,  304,  309, 

311,  312 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 337,  338 

on  the  resolution  to  authorize  the  President  to 
provide  galleys  for  defence  of  the  coast  of 

the  United  States 340 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 346 

'  on  exportation  ------     353 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States        ....      362,364 

on  stamp  duties        ....      410,  412 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount       -    456 
Defensive  measures,  resolutions  providing  for  the 

national  defence    .....    239 

Dennis,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech         ...      152,  215 
on  stamp  duties         .....     388 

Doorkeeper  elected 52 

Dunn,  Thomas,  elected  assistant  doorkeeper        -      52 
Duties,  a  bill  to  suspend,  in  part,  the  operation  of 
the  act  of  last  session,  for  raising  money  by 
certain  additional  duties,  reported    -        -    306 
rejected    -------    315 

a  bill  laying  a  f  tamp  duty  on  vellum,  parch- 
ment, and  paper,  reported        -        -        -    331 

debated 387 

passed      -------    433 

resolution  for  laying  on  additional  duty  on 

salt,  reported 333 

negatived-        ......    336 

another  resolution  for  laying  an  additional  duty 
on  salt,  laid  on  the  table  ....    440 

taken  up-        -        -        -        -        -        -    441 

agreed  to-        -        -        -        -        -        -    443 

bill  pursuant  thereto,  reported     ...    444 
passed      -------    446 

a  bill  laying  a  duty  on  licenses  for  the  sale  of 
wires  by  retail,  and  also  foreign  distilled 
spirits,  reported      -        -        -        -        -    341 

debated    .......    386 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....    387 

a  motion  to  recommit  it  390 

bill  passed        ....         .        .     391 

sicoirs  sxssioir. 

Dana,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  giving  leave  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Protection  of  Commerce, 

to  report  by  bill 698 

on  the  acts  of  limitation  ...  -  709 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  770, 2075 
on  naval  expenditures  ....  835 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  ...  883 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon     1006, 

1065 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case  -  -  -  1018 
on  relations  with  France  1253,  1262,  1330,  1362 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  &c  -  1481 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States        -        -        -  1474,  1501 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1527,  1 637, 

1704,  1757 
on  the  naturalization  law    ....  1580 


Dana,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut — continued. 

on  additional  revenue        ....   1599 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company        ...         -1710,1720 
on  letters  of  marque  -----   1888 
on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels  -     1900,  1910, 

1915 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  raise  a 

provisional  army     -         -  1937,  1942,  1953 

on  seditious  practices  -        -        •         -  1 969 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan  ...  2040 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes  -  -  -  2111 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties  2  i  2 1 ,  2 122,  2123 

on  the  increase  of  the  army         ...  2130 
Darden,  Amy,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee 

to  report  a  bill  for  relief  of  ...  688 
motion  withdrawn  .....  689 
report  on  the  petition  of,  committed  -  -  757 
motion  to  discharge  the  committee,  negatived  957 
another  motion  for  a  committee  to  report  a  bill 

for  relief  of 1046 

negatived,  and  a  resolution  for  refusing  the 

prayer  of  the  petitioner  agreed  to  -  1047 

Davis,  Mr.,  of  Kentucky,  on  the  case  of  Messrs. 

Griswold  and  Lyon        -  1036 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1761, 

1763 
on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 

vessels  ---...  1797 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  -  1833 
on  letters  of  marque,  dec    -  1878 

on  direct  taxes 1917,  1920 

Dawson,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  claim  of  General 

Kosciusko  -----  761,788 
on  the  rules  of  the  House  -  -  -  -  1291 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army      -  1683 

Dayton,  Mr.,  of  New  Jersey,  Speaker,  on  the  an- 
swer to  the  President's  Speech  -        -    646 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon     996, 

1003,  1004 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case   -  -  1009 

on  the  bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia  1283, 

1284 
on  the  rules  of  the  House  ...  1294 

on  relations  with  France  -        -  1321,  1340 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery -        -        -        -  U09,  1417,  1422 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac     1434, 

1437 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade  1445,  1454, 1458, 

1459,  1461,  1472 
on  additional  revenue        -        -  1597,  1600 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1676, 1681 

1738,  1741,  1762,  1763 
on  the  supplementary  bill  -  1939,1940 

on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels  1906,  1910 

on  the  bill  for  providing  arms  for  the  militia   1927, 

1929,  1931 
on  the  hill  concerning  alien  enemies       1992,  2004 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  loan      ...  2039 
on  the  protection  of  commerce    ...  2069 
on  the  resolution  for  increasing  the  military 
establishment         -        -         2089, 2090,  2091 
Debates,  publication  of.  (See  Carpenter,  Thomas.) 
Debt  of  the  United  States,  committee  appointed  to 
report  what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the 
act  making  provisions  for  the  -        -         -785 
report  of  the  committee        -        -        -        -  701 
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Debt  of  (he  United  States — continued.  Page. 

resolution  instructing  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  report  a  plan  for  raising  a  sum 
sufficient  to  satisfy  demands  in  1801  on  ac- 
count of  defened  debt,  laid  on  the  table  -     680 

agreed  to 689 

resolution    instructing    the    Committee    on 
Claims  to  report  what  further  provision 
ought  to  be  made  for  payment  of  the  un- 
funded or  registered  debt        ...  1298 
De  Grasse,  Count,  petition  of  the  daughters  of  the 

late,  referred  to  select  committee      -        -763 
report  made  and  committed         ...    775 

debated 790 

a  bill  for  their  relief  reported        -        -        -    801 

debated -    807 

passed     .......    809 

Delaware,  message  in  relation  to  the  act  altering 
the  time  for  holding  Circuit  Courts  in,  laid 
on  the  table  .....    716 

committed  to  select  committee    ...     784 
river,  report  on  the  subject  of  erecting  piers 

in 1413 

Dennis,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  foreign  inter- 
course bill     ------     897 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army    -  1695 
Dent,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  elected  Speaker  pro  tern.   1478, 

1835 
Direct  taxes.      (See  Taxes. ) 

Dobbing,  H.  W.,  report  on  the  petition  of  -        -  1773 
Dockyards,  resolution  respecting  the  expediency  of 
establishing  one  or  more  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States,  laid  on  the  table        -         -  2084 
committed        ......  2128 

Doorkeeper  and  his  assistant,  a  bill  allowing  com- 
pensation to  them,  received    -        -        -801 
considered         ......    829 

passed 830 

Duties,  report  on  the  petition  of  Norman  and  Sher- 
riot,  praying  remission  of  the  duties  on 
wines  destroyed  by  fire   -         -         -        -    671 

a  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  inquire 
into  the  alterations  necessary  in  the  act  lay- 
ing a  stamp  duty  upon  vellum,  parchment, 
and  paper      ------    676 

amended  and  agreed  to  677 

report  made  and  committed  ...    692 

a  bill  making  alterations  in  said  act  reported    1031 

debated 1235 

passed -  1240 

amendments  concurred  in    -        -        -        -  1266 
a  bill  to  amend  the  acts  laying  a  duty  on  dis- 
tilled spirits  and  upon  stills,  reported         -    788 

considered 798 

passed 801 

amended  by  the  Senate        ....    903 
amendment  disagreed  to      ....    910 
the  House  recede       .....    918 
bill  reported  to  continue  the  13th  section  of 
the  act  making  certain  regulations  for  the 
collection  of  internal  duties     -  1274 

a  bill  to  continue  in  force  part  of  the  act  mak- 
ing further  provision  for  collecting  the  du- 
ties on  foreign  distilled  spirits,  wines,  teas, 

Ac  ,  passed 1296 

a  bill  further  to  suspend  the  duty  on  snuff, 
reported        ......  2061 

passed 2173 


Duties — continued.  Page, 

a  committee  appointed  to  report  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  act  laying  a  duty 
on  stamped  vellum,  dec.  -        -        -        -  2176 

a  bill  to  amend  the  act  reported  -         -         -  2176 
passed     -------  2177 

postponed  by  the  Senate  to  the  next  session  -  2183 

THIRD  SESSIOlf. 

Dana,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  impeachment 

of  William  Blount         ...        -  2474 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority   2499,  2593, 

2614 
on  stamp  duties         -----  2568 

on  the  bill  authorizing  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels         .....  2942 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  of  militia  2978 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
tbe  President  of  the  United  8tates  in  cer- 
tain cases      ------  3048 

on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
authorizing  a  detachment  from  the  militia    3053 
Dawson,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion laws       -         -        2431,  2437,  2446,  2447 
Dayton,  Mr.,  of  New  Jersey,  Speaker,  on  usurpa- 
tion of  Executive  authority     -  2589 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  of  the 

militia 2977,2983 

on  the  increase  of  the  army  -        -  3032,  3041 

thanks  of  the  House  -        •   1    -        -        -  3054 
Dennis,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  usurpation  of  Ex- 
ecutive authority    -----  2696 
Distilled  spirits.     (See  Spirits.) 
Distillers,  a  bill  concerning,  reported  and  ordered 

to  a  third  reading  -        -        -        -  3022 
Docks,  a  bill  authorizing  the  establishment  of,  re- 
ported   2816 

ordered  to  a  third  reading  -  2832 

passed     -------  2883 

Duties,  a  bill  to  regulate  the  collection  of  the  du- 
ties on  imports  and  tonnage,  reported        -  2815 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  2821 

passed 2857 

resolution  for  instructing  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  report  what  additional  duty 
ought  to  be  laid  upon  drawbacks  allowed 
upon  goods  exported  from  the  United  States, 
laid  upon  the  table  ....  2907 

E. 
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Elections,  a  committee  of,  appointed  - 

(See  also,  Contested  Election*.) 

Ehnendorph,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  bill  for 
defence  of  tbe  ports  and  harbors  of  the  U. 
States-                 -        -       304,312,319,320 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
artillery 347 

Embargoes,  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee 
to  report  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Presidentto 
lay,  regulate,  and  revoke  embargoes  during 
the  recess  of  Congress,  laid  on  the  table    -    386 

Evans,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  answer  to  the  Pre- 
sident's Speech  -       69,  198 

Expatriation,  a  bill  to  prohibit  citizens  of  the  U. 
States  from  entering  the  service  of  any  for- 
eign Power,  reported      -        -        -        -    881 
debated 348 
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*  Expatriation— continued.  Page, 

motion  to  strike  out  the  6th  section  of  the  bill  349 

carried     -------  352 

disagreed  to  by  the  House  -        -        -        -  356 

further  consideration  of  the  bill  postponed      -  356 
resolution  for  a  committee  to  bring  in  a  new 
bill,  without  the  expatriation  clauses,*  ne- 
gatived         ------  357 

SECOND  SESSION. 

Edgar,  William,  report  on  the  petition  of,  consid- 
ered      1560 

Edmond,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  Quaker 

memorial       ......    667 

on  the  acts  of  limitation      -        -        -        -     712 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company      .....  1716 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  commerce    1822, 2077, 

2080 

on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels       -        -  1913 

on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1932 

on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  raise 

a  provisional  army  -        ....  1953 

on  the  bill  respecting  alien  enemies      -        -  2002 
on  abrogation  of  treaties    ....  2127 

Elections,  committee  of  appointed       ...    627 

(See  also,  Contested  Elections.) 
Elmendorph,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  acta  of 

limitation      -        -        -        -        -         -710 

his  testimony  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold 
and  Lyon      -        -        -  -        -  1055 

Embezzlement,  resolution  relative  to  the  embezzle- 
ment of  soldiers'  wages,  laid  on  the  table  -  1318 
Evidence,  a  bill  respecting  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  contested  elections.  (See  Con- 
tested Elections.) 
Executive  Departments,  committee  appointed  to  re- 
port what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the 
several  acts  for  establishing  the  depart- 
ments, as  respects  the  settlement  of  their 

accounts        - 1594 

a  bill  to  amend  the  said  acts  reported    -        -  2088 
passed      ----...  2176 
Expenditures,  resolution  in  relation  to  retrench- 
ment in  the  public,  laid  on  the  table        -    689 
disagreed  to      -----  691 

report  of  expenditures  in  the  Military  and  Na- 
val departments,  received  and  referred       -    970 
Extra  compensation,  a  bill  allowing,  to  certain  offi- 
cers of  both  Houses,  passed     -        -        -2181 

THIBD  8K88IOH. 

Edmond,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  alien  and  se- 
dition laws    ------  2455 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount        -2482 
on  the  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2597, 2645 
on  the  motion  for  printing  the  despatches  from 

the  American  Ministers  at  Paris      -        -  2738 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
the  President,  in  certain  cases  3046 

Eggieston,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion laws       -        -         2449,2799,2886,2899 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority-  -        -  2599 
on  the  motion  for  printing  the  despatches  from 

the  American  Ministers  at  Paris        -        -  2785 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  ------  2780 

on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy        -        -  2857 


Eggieston,  Mr.,  of  Virginia— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  vesting  tbe  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President,  in  certain  cases  -        -         -  2910 
on  the  increase  of  the  Army        ...  3636 
Elections,  committee  of,  appointed     -        -         -  2419 
Executive  authority,  resolution  for  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  exp  diency  of  amending 
the  act  for  punishment  of  certain  crimes 
against  the  United  States,  so  as  to  extend 
its  penalties  to  persons  usurping  the  Execu- 
tive authority  then  of,  laid  on  the  table      -  2488 
taken  up  and  debated  ...  2493,  2523 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  -        •  2545 
(Bee  Crimes  and  Usurpation.) 
Executive  officers,  resolution  for  instructing  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  a  biD 
for  augmenting  the  salaries  of  certain,  bid 
on  the  table  ------  2754 

taken  up  and  committed      ....  2792 

a  bill  for  said  purpose  reported,  and  commit- 
ted        2821 

debated 2920 

bill  lost 2926 

a  resolution  for  increasing  the  salaries  of  the 
principal  officers  of  the  Government,  laid 

on  the  table 2926 

Senate  bill  for  augmenting  the  salaries  o£  re- 
ceived -------  3017 

debate  on  a  motion  to  reject  it     -  3019 

bill  passed 3020 

Exports,  dec,  a  statement  o&  received        -        -  2832 
Extra  compensation,  a  bill  allowing  officers  of  both 

Houses,  reported  and  committed  -  •  2817 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  ....  2956 
passed  *  2967 

P. 

FIB8T  SESSION. 

Federal  City,  report  from  the  Commissioners  of 

the 224 

(8ee  Washington.) 
Florida  boundary,  message  on  the  subject  of  the  -    366 
committed         ------    366 

Foreign  Powers,  committee  appointed  to  report  a 
bill  for  prohibiting  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  entering  tbe  service  of   -        -    267 
(See  Expatriation.) 
Fortifications,  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary 

of  War  for  a  list  of,  laid  on  the  table         -    291 
(8ee,  also,  Ports  and  Harbors.) 
Freeman,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  on  the  answer 

to  the  President's  Speech        ...      88 

B1.C05D  ssssioa. 

Findley,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  foreign  in- 
tercourse .bill         -        -        -        -        -    904 

on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon    -  1 000 
on  additional  revenue         -        -        -        -  1623 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1650, 1685 
has  leave  of  absence  for  the  remainder  of  the 
session  ......  1701 

Fine  arts,  committee  appointed  to  report  on  the  pro- 
priety of  passing  an  act  giving  artists  a  prop- 
erty in  their  productions  -  -  -  1206 
(See  Useful  Arts.) 
Fol well's  Journals  of  the  Old  Congress,  resolution 
for  subscribing  for  them.  (See  Journals 
of  Congress.) 
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Foreign  coins,  coumittee  appointed  to  inquire  what 
alterations  are  requisite  in  the  act  for  regu- 
lating - 638 

their  report  ' 693 

debate  on  it 717,724 

a  resolution  for  suspending  so  much  of  the  act 
relative  to  silver  coin,  &c.,  as  restrains  the 
c  rculation  of  foreign  coins       ...    722 
a  bill  for  suspending  the  second  section  of  the 

act  regulating  foreign  coins,  reported        -    735 
ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....     757 

passed      .......     758 

the  amendments  of  the  8enate  agreed  to         -     903 
Foreign  intercourse,  a  bill  providing  the  means  o£ 

reported  and  committed  ....    830 

debated 848,  1083,  1098 

passed      .......  1234 

Foreign  service,  motion  for  appointing  a  commit- 
tee to  report  a  bill  to  prohibit  American 
citizens  from  entering  the  military  or  naval 
service  of  foreign  Powers        -        -         -     795 
agreed  to*  and  a  committee  appointed  -        -    801 
Fort  Mifflin,  letter  on  the  subject  of  a  dangerous 
mutiny  discovered  among  the  vessels  in  quar- 
antine at       ......  2057 

memorial  on  the  subject,  received  and  com- 
mitted   2058 

Fortifications,  debate  on  the  subject  of         -        -  1380 

(See  Ports  and  Harbors.) 
Foundries,  a  bill  to  enable  the  President  to  pur- 
chase or  lease  one  or  more  foundries,  re- 
ceived and  committed  ...  1296 

reported 1298 

Foster,  Mr.  Dwight,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  bill 
for  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  de- 
ceased officers        -        -        -        -        -    811 
on  additional  revenue         -        -        -        -  1614 
Fracas  in  the  House.    (See  Breach  of  Privilege.) 
France,  a  message  communicating  despatches,  Axe, 

from  the  American  Envoys  -  1200,  2029 

debate  >  n  going  into  committee  on  the  subject 

of  relations  with    -        -        -        -         -  1252 
a  resolution  for  suspending  commercial  inter- 
course with,  laid  on  the  table  -        -        -  1835 

committed 1837 

a  bill  for  that  purpose  reported    ...  1854 

debated 1855 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1866 

further  debated 1859 

passed      .......  1865 

amended  by  the  8enate       ....  1892 

amendments  concurred  in-         -        -         -1897 

a  bill  in  addition  and  supplementary  to  the 
above,  reported      -        -        -        -        .  2176 

debated 2178 

motion  for  a  committee  to  report  a  new  bill   -  2180 

negatived 2181 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  amend  the  said  act, 

received 2183 

passed 2184 

sundry  resolutions  on  the  subject  of  our  rela- 
tions with,  laid  on  the  table    ...  1870 

debated 1878 

further  consideration  postponed   ...  1892 
a  bill  from  th^  Senate  for  the  abrogation  of  the 

treaties  with 2035 

committed 2037 


Page. 

France,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  abrogation  of 

the  treaties  with,  debated  -        -  2063, 2120 

passed 2127 

amendmen's  concurred  in   -        -        -        -  2132 
resolution  requesting  the  President  to  instruct 
Mr.  Gerry  to  proceed  with  the  negotiations, 
presented,  and  afterwards  withdrawn        -  2083 
again  presented         .....  2084 

negatived 2086 

resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
on  the  expediency  of  declaring,  by  legisla- 
tive action,  the  existing  state  of  relations 

with 2114 

debated 2118 

negatived 2120 

Frank,  John,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  reported       -    8t8 
passed      -------    8I9 

Franking  privilege,  a  bill  granting  it  to  the  At- 
torney General  and  to  the  officer  command- 
ing the  United  States  troops,  passed  -  1030 
a  bill  granting  it  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

passed 1997 

a  hill  granting  it  to  the  Supervisors  of  the  Re- 
venue, passed  ...  2067 
French  armed  vessels,  a  bill  to  encourage  the  cap- 
ture o£  received  and  committed        -        -  2173 

rejected 2177 

resolutions  authorizing  the  capture  of  French 
cruisers         ......  1788 

laid  on  the  table 1784 

debated 1797 

committed         - 1812 

reported -  1813 

French  emigrants,  a  message  on  the  subject  of 
the  arrival  of,  from  Port-au-Prince,  receiv- 
ed and  committed  .....  2057 
a  bill  on  the  subject  reported        ...  2058 
postponed  to  the  next  session      ...  2067 
bill  from  the  8enate  to  regulate  the  landing  of, 

debated 2068 

postponed  to  the  next  session       -        -        -  2067 

Frontiers,  Committee  of  Claims  directed  to  report 
on  the  expediency  of  extending  the  act  of 
June,  1794,  in  addition  to  the  act  for  the 
further  protection  of  the  frontiers.     -        -     886 
report  of  the  committee      ....    946 
(8ee  Widows  and  Orphans.) 

THIRD  SESSION. 

France,  a  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  inter- 
course with,  reported      ....  2664 
debate  on  a  motion  to  take  up  the  bill  -        -  2722 
taken  up  and  debated         2740,  2754,  2771,  2785 

passed -        -  2791 

amendments  concurred  in   -        -        -  2822 
a  message  from  the  President  enclosing  a  de- 
cree of  the  French  Directory     -        -        -2795 
French  aimed  vessels,  a  bill  to  encourage  the  cap- 
ture of,  reported 2522 

debated 2927,  2935 

rejected 2954 

French  citizens,  a  bill  concerning  those  who  have 

been,  or  may  be  brought  in  as  prisoners    -  3017 

passed 3018 

French  debts,  memorial  from  sundry  merchants  on 

the  subject  of,  presented  and  committed    •  2490 
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Gallatin,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  Answer  to 

the  President's  Speech    71,  143,  192,  196,  208, 

216,  217,  226,  227,  230,  232 

on  defensive  measures      241,  244,  266,  277,  286, 

289,  290 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

Ac. 251 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors,    -        306,  307,  315,  316,  317,  318,  322 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 325,330 

on  expatriation  -  354 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States  -       363,  366,  376,  378,  385 

on  stamp  duties  395,  399,  402,  407,  410,  412 
414,  416,  417,  419,  420,  421,  422,  427 
on  additional  appropriations  -  -  436,  439 
on  the  duties  on  salt  -  -  -  -  442,445 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan  *  -  444,  445 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  450,  457, 

459,  460,  463,  464 

Galleys,  a  resolution  authorizing  the  President  to 
provide  galleys  or  other  vessels  for  defence 
of  the  coast,  taken  up  and  debated    -        -    294 
amended  and  agreed  to  -  297 

a  bill  reported   ------    300 

debated 389 

committee  discharged  from  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill 462 

Giles,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  election  of  Clerk    51,  52 
on  appointing  a  committee  on  unfinished  busi- 
ness      60,  01,  62,  63 

on  the  Answer  to  the  President's  Speech      67,  70, 
96,  108,   109,  138,   142,   194,   198,  211,  215, 

217,  218 
on  defensive  measures    240,  244,  246,  277,  288, 

294,  295 
on  appointing  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means .......    298 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors      304,  308,  322 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery        ....     328,  341,  346 
on  expatriation  .....     354,  355 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States      360,  364,  365,  368,  371,  382, 

384 
on  stamp  duties    .....     389,  406 
Gillespie,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  bill  for 

raising  an  additional  corps  of  artillery        -    347 

Goodrich,  Mr.,  x>f  Connecticut,  on  the  Answer  to 

the  President's  Speech    -        -        -        -    219 
on  appointing  an  agent  for  British  claims     -    291 
on  stamp  duties         .....     425 
Gordon,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  on  the  Answer 

to  the  President's  Speech        -       195,  216,  219 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

Ac.      -        -        -        ...        -        .    248 

on  expatriation  -        .....    355 

on  stamp  duties         ....     387,  422 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount    460,  461 

Greene,  Rev.  Dr.,  elected  Chaplain  59 

Griswold,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  Answer  to 

the  President's  8peech    ....      93 


second  sxssioir.  Page. 

Gallatin,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  motion  for 
excusing  Mr.  Lyon,  of  Vermont,  from  at- 
tending the  ceremony   of  presenting  the 
Address  to  the  President         -        -         -     651 
on  the  Quaker  memorial  ...    660 

on  granting  leave  to  the  committee  on  the  pro- 
tect ion  of  commerce  to  report  by  bill  694, 695,  698 
on  the  acts  of  limitation     ...     706,  713 
on  foreign  coins        •  •      -       718,  722,  732,  805 
on  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 

cases 735,736 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives 
of  deceased  officers  ....    gu 

on  naval  appropriations      ...     822,  826 
on  expenditures  for  the  naval  service    -        -    832 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      -    856,  885, 1 1 18 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  997,  1004, 

1063,  1067 
on  stamp  duties         ....  1073,  1076 

on  relations  with  France   1262,  1327,  1363,  1370, 

2118,  2120 
on  the' bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia  128 1, 

1284,  1309 
on  the  rules  of  the  House    ...  1290, 1294 
on  the  bill  for  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  sea- 
men     -.----.  1392 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors     -  1399 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery   -         .      1406,  1411,  1416,  1418,  1420 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  cYc-     1436, 

1438 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States         1455,  1463,  1466, 1475;  1506 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1526,  1538, 

1631,   1655,   1689,   1692,   1725,    1742,   1752 

1936,  1937 
on  the  military  appropriation  bill  -        -  1544,  1556 
on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment   .......  1545 

on  the  naturalization  law    -  1581,  1776,  1778 

on  presents  to  Ministers    -  1592 

on  additional  revenue         -  1597,1601,1616 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company       ...         .1711,1722 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies      1788,  1791, 
1792,  1793,  1973,  1996,  2002,  2026 
on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 
vessels  ......  ig09 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  commerce 

of  the  United  States        -        1820,1831,2079 
on  direct  taxes  1837,   1848,   1893,    1918,  2052, 

2054,  2057,  2172 
on  compensation  to  collectors       ...  1856 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  ......  1861 

on  the  adjournment   .....  1876 

on  letters  of  marque,  Ac   ....  1881 

on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels  1 906,  J  9 1 3, 1 9 15 
on  seditious  practices  ....  1954 

on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  provide 

an  additional  armament  -        -  2033,  3182 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan  2037,  2038,  2039, 

2044 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  linding  of  French 
emigrants      ......  2065 

on  the  increase  of  military  establishment  2089,  2130 
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Gallatin,  Mr ,  of  Pennsylvania— continued.  Page. 

on  the  punishment  of  Crimea        2107,2136,  2156 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        -        -  2126 
Galleys,   resolution  authorizing  the  President  to 

build  and  equip  a  certain  number  of,  reported  1312 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  authorize  the  Presi- 
dent to  provide  a  number  of  small  vessels  or 
galleys,  received    -----  1553 

committed         ------  1550 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         -        -        .  ]  563 

passed 1567 

a  bill  to  amend  said  act,  reported  -        -  1876 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         -         -        -  1917 

passed 1926. 

Gannett,    Deborah,  petition  of,  praying  compen- 
sation for  her  services  as  a  soldier  in  the 
war  of  the  Revolution,  presented  and  com 
mitted  -----..    $44 

Georgia,   a  remonstrance  from  the  Legislature  ef, 
in  relation  to  the  law  regulating  trade  and 
intercourse  with  the  Indian  tribej,  and  in 
relation  to  the  operation  of  the  existing  trea- 
ties with  certain  Indians,  referred  to  a  select 
committee     ------     656 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  for  an  amicable  settle- 
ment of  limits  with  this  State,  committed  1249 
considered         ------  1277 

recommitted      ---...  1284 
reported    -------  ]296 

further  considered      .....  1298 

motion  to  strike  out  a  clause  in  the  bill  provi- 
ding that  slavery  shall  not  be  forbidden  in 
the  Mississippi  Territory  -        -        .  1306 

motion  negatived       -        -        -        -        -  1312 

bill  ordered  to  third  reading         -        -        -  1313 

passed 1318 

Giles,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  stamp  duties       -        •  1079 
on  relations  with  France  1256,  1262,  1323,  1332, 

1338,  1345,  1356,   1358 
on  the  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 

with  Georgia 1308 

Gillespie,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  his  testimony  in 

the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon     -  1051 
Gloucester,  a  bill  establishing  an  annual  salary  for 

the  surveyor  of  the  port  of,  passed    -         -  2129 
Goodrich,   Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  land  titles  in 

Tennessee     ......    816 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      -        -        -    931 

on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon   -  1002 

his  testimony  in  the  above  case  ...  1020 

Gordon,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  on  the  Quaker 

memorial       ......    506 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  cases  of  con  tested  elections  -         -     686 
his  testi  money  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold 
and  Lyon      ......   1054 

on  stamp  duties  .....  1080 

on  the  rules  of  the  House    ....  1293 

on  the  bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia  1305, 

1308 
on  relations  with  France     ....  1362 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1424 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac.  -  1430 
on  the  bill  respecting  alien  enemies       -        -  1983 
on  direct  taxes  ......  2056 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce      -  2062 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        -        -2122 


Page. 
Great  Britain,  resolution  for  abrogating  the  treaties 

with,  presented  and  afterwards  withdrawn  1892 
Greene,  Rev.  Dr.,  elected  Chaplain     ...     635 
Grenadiers,  Capt.  Magnien's  memoiial  from,  pre- 
sented         1707 

debate  on  the  reference  of  the  memorial        -  1708 

referred -  1724 

Griswold,  Mr.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  foreign  inter- 

•    course  bill-        ...            .        .     890 
Griswold  and  Lyon,  Messrs.,  resolution  for  expel- 
ling them  from  the  House  for  disorderly  con- 
duct      1036 

a  resolution  requiring  them  to  pledge  them- 
selves to  commit  no  act  of  violence  during 
the  session  of  the  House,  proposed  and  de- 
bated     1040 

agreed  to 1043 

(See,  also,  Breach  of  Privilege.) 
Grove,  Mr.  of  North  Carolina  on  the  bill  for  the 
defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  Uni- 
ted States      1397 

THIRD  SBSSIOJT. 

Gallatin,  Mr.  of  Pennsylvania  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws  2433, 2801, 2889,  2900, 2957,  2993 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount        -  2486 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2496,  2512, 

2535,  2584,  2586,  2595,  2637,  2681,  2682,  2705 

on  stamp  dude*  2559, 256 1, 2569, 2570,  257 1 ,  2573 

2574,  2803,  2908,  2812,  2814 
on  relations  with  France     -  2571 

on  the  bankrupt  bill 2649 

on  rules  of  the  House        ....  2729 
on  printing  the  despatches  from  the  American 

Envoys  at  Paris     -  -        -        -  2736 

on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France  2746,  1269,  2774,  2782,  2787 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy  -  2823,  2859 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President,  in  certain  cases  -  2910,  3046 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels  -  -  2937 

on  a  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon         -  2969 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  of  the 

militia 2978,  8063 

on  the  increase  of  the  army  -        •  3024,  3033 

Gazzam,  Taylor,  and  Jones,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of, 

reported 2795 

passed -  2798 

Georgia,  report  on  the  remonstrance  of  the  Legis- 
lature ofj  committed       ....  2488 

debated 2547 

report  concurred  in  and  a  bill  ordered  -        -  2816 
(See  Indiana.) 
Goodrich,  Mr. ,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  bill  to  suspend 

commercial  intercourse  with  France  -  2769 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels        .....  2932 
Gordon,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws  -  -  -  2448,  2450,  2799 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  •  2479 
on  impressment  of  seamen  ...  2554 

on  stamp  duties      ...    2560,  2563,  2566 
on  the  bankrupt  bill         -        -        -    2583,  2664 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
the  President  in  certain  cases  -        -         -  2909 
Greene,  Rev.  Dr.,  elected  Chaplain    -        -        -  2425 
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Griswold,  Mr. ,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  usurpation 

of  Executive  authority     2488,  2494,  2592,  2607 

H. 

FIRST  SESSION. 

Harbors.     (See  Port*  and  Harbor*.) 

Harper,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  Speech    108,  136,  142,  169,  206, 

211,217,218^223 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

Ac. 250,  251 

on  defensive  measures      254,  261,  274,  279,  286, 

290,  296 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States      -      .100,  310,  312,  313, 

318,  319 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery -     327 

on  the  bill  to  prohibit  American  citizens  enter- 
ing the  service  of  foreign  Powers      -     352,  354 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 364,382 

on  stamp  duties  398, 899,  402,  406,  415,  416,  424 
on  additional  appropriations        .  435, 439 

on  the  duty  on  salt  .....  442 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan  ...  444 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount    456, 457, 

460,  461 
Hartley,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  appointing  a 

committee  on  unfinished  business  -  60,61,63 
on  the  answer  to  the  President's  Speech  96,  200 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 

bers  of  the  United  States  -  -  -  317 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

.  militia  -  338 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 345,347 

Havens,  Mr.,  of  New  York*  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech  ....    230 

on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  aims, 
Ac      .......    261 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors    «  303,  304,  310,  312,  313 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  citizens  of  the  United 
State*  from  entering  the  service  of  foreign 
Powers         ......    348 

sxcoirn  ssssiok. 

Harper,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  Speech  -  635,  636,  646,  647 
on  the  Rules  of  the  House  -  -        -641 

on  appointing  a  committee  to  report  a  bill  to 
provide  for  a  uniform  system  of  bankrupt. 

cy 643,644 

on  the  reference  of  the  President's  Speech    -     653 
on  the  Quaker  memorial     ....    658 
on  the  bill  respecting  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  cases  of  contested  elections    -        684, 

686,  687 
on  granting  leave  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Protection  of  Commerce,  to  report  by  bill     694 
on  foreign  coins        .....     720 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  post, 
pone  the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 

cases 736, 737 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce   -   765, 

774,  1815,  2071 


Harper,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina— continued. 

on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  Count  de  Grasse         -         -  792,796 

on  Naval  appropriations     -       821,  822,  823,  627 

on  Naval  expenditures        -         -         -         -    831 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      -     852,  869, 1 159 

Harper,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  case  of 

Messrs.  Griswoldand  Lyon  978,981, 1005, 1038, 

1067 
on  stamp  duties  ....  1070. 1074 
on  relations  with  France     1253, 1259,  1322,  1341, 

1353,  1360,  1369 
on  the  bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Geor- 
gia      -         -        1277,  1279,  1281,  1282,  1283, 

1284,  1299,  1306 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery         --.-.-  1421 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  <5tc-    -  1428, 

1431,  1439 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the  United  States  1445,  1461,  1466,  1520 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army      - 1529, 

1646,  1691,  1705,  1747,  1764 
on  the  supplementary  bill   -        1934,  1936, 1940, 

1942, 1945 
on  the  military  appropriation  bill  1543,  1544, 1554 
on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment     1549 

on  the  naturalization  law    -  1567,  1566,  1569 

on  presents  to  Ministers    ....  1591 

on  additional  revenue  1597,  1604,  1616,  1621 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 
dier company         -----  1714 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies      1786,  1989, 

1997,  1998,  2000,  2023 
on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 
vessels  -------  1798 

ondirect  taxes   -        -       1838,  1893,  1894,  1920, 

2052,  2058 
on  compensation  to  collectors      -  1857 

on  the  volunteer  service      -  1872 

on  letters  of  marque,  dec.    -  1879 

on  the  defence  of  merchant  vessels        -  1907,  1915 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1928, 

1931,  1932,  1933 
on.  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan      2037,  3038, 2042, 

2045,  2046 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 
'emigrants      ------  2065 

on  the  increase  of  the  Military  Establishment  2091 
on  the  bill  for  punishment  of  crimes      2106,  2164 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -         -         -  2125 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  sus- 
pend commercial  intercourse  with  France   2178, 

2179 
on  the  bill  to  amend  said  bill  2183 

on  the  bill  to  provide  an  additional  naval  ar- 
mament       -.-.--  8182 
Harrison,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  bill  to  provide 

arms  for  the  militia         ....  1923 

on  relations  with  France     -        -         -  2 1 18,  21 19 
Hartley,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  bill  for  the 

protection  df  commerce  ...    768,  1822 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 
of  Count  de  Grasse        ....     793 

on  relations  with  France    ...  1254,  1369 
on  the  bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Geor- 
gia        1309 


Ixv 


INDEX. 


lxvi 


House  Proceedings  and  Debates. 


Hartley,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania — continued.  Page, 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  porta  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States         -        -        .1398 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery   1403,  1417, 1420 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dec.  -  1437 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1689,  1769 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 
dier company         .....  nig 

on  the  hill  to  authorize  a  loan     ...  2040 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 
emigrants     ......  2064 

Havens,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  foreign  coins  730,  806 
his  testimony  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold 

and  Lyon 1063 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  -        •   1084 

Hill,  Henry,  report  on  the  petition  of,  committed     629 

debated    .......     680 

recommitted      ......     681 

report  agreed  to         .....  1249 

Holmes,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  direct  taxes  -  2060 

Hosmer,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  his  trstimony  in  the 

case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  -  1016 

Hurlbut,  Captain  George,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,  presented        -    746 
debated   -------     768 

recommitted      ......    766 

THIRD  SSSSIOIT. 

Harper,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  alien 

and  sedition  laws  -       2326,  2429,  2432,  2436, 

2447,  2888,  2957,  2958 
on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of 

the  Constitution    .....  2462 
on  the  bankrupt  bill  -  2466,  2469 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  2475,  2487 
on  the  census  bill  -  2492 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2502,  2628, 

2617,  2703 
on  stamp  duties  2568,  2668,  2806,  2806,  281 1 
on  rules  of  the  House        -        -  -2728 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris         -  2733 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 

tercourse  with  France    -        -  2746,  2774 

on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy        -        -  2836 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President  in  certain  cases  -  2909,  2913 

on  increase  of  Executive  officers'  salaries        2922 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels        .....  2940 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  of  the 

militia 2981,  3053 

on  increase  of  the  army     ....  3027 
Harrison,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  usurpation  of  Ex- 
ecutive authority  -        -        -        -  2617 
Hartley,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws  -  -  2452,  2454,  2886 
on  the  bankrupt  bill  ....  2467 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France  -  -  -  -  2771 
on  the  increase  of  the  army  ...  3031 
Haakill,  Jonathan,  a  bill  for  the  relief  o(  reported  2795 
passed 2798 

T. 

FIRST  SSSSIOV. 

Impeachment.     (8ee  Blount,  William.) 

5th  Con.— C 


Page, 

SECOND  SESSION. 

Imlay,  William,  a  bill 'for  the  relief  of,  received 

and  committed       -        -        -        .        -     761 
reported   -------     764 

passed 1630,  1683 

Imlay,  Mr.  J.  H.,  of  New  Jersey,  his  testimony 

in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon    1050 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      ...  1106 
Impeachment,  articles  of,  in  the  case  of  William 

Blount 948 

Imprisonment  for  debt.     (See  Insolvent  Law* ) 
Indians,  resolution  for  making  an  appropriation  to 
defray  the  expente  of  a  treaty  with  the 

Cherokee* 837 

a  Message  on  the  subject  from  the  President     842 
committed        ......    846 

estimate  of  the  Secretary  of  War  of  the 
amount  necessary  to  defray  expenses  of  the 

treaty 847 

a  bill  to  defray  expenses  of  a  treaty  with  the 
Indians  claiming  lands  in  Tennessee,  im- 
ported   980 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...    947 

passed 968 

amended  by  the  Senate      ....  1044 
report  on  the  amendments           ...  1058 
rr port  negatived  and  the  amendments  agreed 
to  -  1060 

Insolvent  law,  report  of  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquire  respecting  the  alterations  neces- 
sary in  the    -        -        -        -        -        -  1068 

report  considered       -        -  •       -        -        -  1242 

agreed  to 1248 

a  bill  supplementary  to  and  in  amendment  of 
the  act  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned 
for  debt,  reported  .....  1266 
amended  -------  1271 

recommitted -  1272 

reported  .......  1642 

recommitted      ......  1660 

reported 1797 

ordered  to  a  third  reading   -  1812 

passed 1814 

amendments  agreed  to  1868 

a  bill  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  lor 

debts  due  the  United  States,  reported        -  1796 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1812 

passed 1814 

resolution  directing  the  Attorney  General  to 
report  a  plan  for  a  general  law  for  the  re- 
lief of  insolvent  debtors,  laid  on  the  table    1813 
K       taken  up  and  agreed  to  1886 

Instructions  to  armed  vessels,  debate  on  the  sub* 

ject  of 1797 

(8ee  French  armed  vessels.) 

Insurrection  of  1794,  report  on  sundry  petitions 
praying  compensation  for  damages  sus- 
tained in  consequence  of  the  -        -        -  1376 

Invalid  pensioners.     (See  Pensioners.) 

THIRD  SXSSIOH. 

Indians,  a  bill  making  an  appropriation  to  defray 
expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  or  treaties 
with  certain,  reported     ....  2821 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  2915 
2916 
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2926 
2956 
2957 


2646 
2554 
2556 


2574 


433 


846 


-    846 


Indians— continued . 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  making  appropriations 

for  carrying  into  effect  certain  treaties  with, 
committed        ------ 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ... 
passed      ------- 

impeachment.     (8ee  Blount,  William.) 
Impressment  of  seamen,  resolution  calling  on  the 

President  for  information  on  the  subject  of, 
laid  on  the  table        - 

taken  up  and  debated         -        -        -        - 
agreed  to  --..-. 

a  Message  and  other  documents  on  the  subject 

of  the  impressment  of  men  from  the  United 

States  sloop-of-war  Baltimore  - 

J. 

FIB8T  8KSSI02T. 

Jails,  a  resolution  for  appropriating  money  for  the 
erection  of  jails  in  such  States  as  have  not 
sufficient  provision  for  the  confinement  of 
prisoners  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  negatived   -        -        -        -        - 

SBCOITO  SESSION . 

Journa's  of  Congress,  resolution  for  appointing  a 
committee  to  report  on  the  expediency  of 
reprinting  the  Journals  of  the  Old  Con- 
gress, and  such  reports,  dec.,  as  are  out  of 
print    ------- 

resolution  instructing  the  committee  to  report 
on  the  expediency  of  altering  the  form  of 
keeping  the  Journals  of  the  House  - 
resolution  from  the  Senate  for  subscribing  for 
400  copies  of  Folweil's  edition  of  the 
Journals  of  the  old  Congress,   postponed 
to  the  next  session  ... 

Judiciary,  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  on  the  alterations  necessary  in  the 
act  establishing  the  Judiciary  Department    757 
a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  establishing 
the  Judicial  courts,  reported    -        -        - 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ... 
rejected   ------- 

resolution  appointing  a  committee  to  report 
what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the  act 
regulating  prooesses  in  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  and  providing  compensation 
for  the  officers  of  said  courts  - 
a  bill  providing  compensation  for  the  officers 
of  said  courts,  and  to  repeal  certain  parts  of 
the  acts  therein  mentioned,  reported 
recommitted      ------  1569 

reported 17071 

passed 1784 

a  bill  from  the  Senate  altering  and  extending 

the  Judicial  Courts,  received    -        -        -r1835_ 
postponed  to  the  next  session      -        -        -.J576P 
a  resolution  directing  the  Attorney  General 
to  report  a  plan  to  regulate  the  process  and 
practice  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States  by 
an  uniform  system,  laid  on  the  table 
agreed  to  ------ 

a  committee  appointed  to  report  on  the  expe- 
diency of  investing  in  the  Judges  of  the 
United  States  and  of  the  several  States  pow- 
er to  bind  to  the  peace,  etc.,  for  offences 
against  the  United  States 


-  2180 


1116 
1265 
1267 


818 


-  1373 


v 


1873 
1877 


-  2172 


THIRD    SKSSIOV.  PlSjC 

Journals  of  Congress,  a  resolution  authorizing  a 
subscription  for  a  certain  number  of  copies 
of  the  Journals  of  Congress,  reports  from 
Heads  of  Departments,  Ac,  laid  on  the 

table     - 2564 

committed        -----.  2572 

resolution  for  subscribing  for  400  copies  of 
Folweil's  edition  of  the  Journals  of  the  Old 
Congress      ---..-  3045 
Judiciary,   committee  appointed  to  report  a  bill 
to  provide  compensation  for  """■**•*■»  ju- 
rors, witnesses,  Ac,  and  to  repeal  the  pre- 
sent law        ------  2470 

bill  reported      --.---  2921 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2019 

passed     -        -       .        -        .        -        .  sou 

K. 

FIRST    SESSION. 

Kittera,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  speech    -        -        -     217,  223 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
artillery         ......    329 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States 307 

on  stamp  duties  -        -         -  -    307 

sxcohii  session. 

Kennebunk  river,  a  bill  in  relation  to  the  erection 

of  piers  in  the,  reported  -  1945 

Kentucky,  a  message  transmitting  the  act  of  this 
State  ratifying  the  amendment  to  the  Con* 
stitution  respecting  the  suability  of  8tates  -    800 
Kittera,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  bill  for  the 

settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia     -        -  1303 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1820 
on  the  bill  providing  arms  for  the  militia      -  1931 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -        -  2016 
on  the  resolution  for  requesting  the  President 
to  instruct  our  remaining  Minister  at  Paris 
to  proceed  with  the  negotiations      -        -  2085 
on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes        -  21 13 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        .        -  2123 
on  the  bill  for  the  increase  of  the  army  2129,  2130 
Kosciusko,  Genera],  debate  on  a  resolution  lor  ap- 
pointing a  committee  to  report  what  meas- 
ures are  necessary  to  enable  him  to  obtain 
payment  of  his  claim      -        -        -        -    761 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  directed  to  re- 
port what  legislative  action  is  necessary    -    763 
his  report  received      -----    776 

debated -     788 

a  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  inter- 
est on  the  certificate  given  him  by  the  Gov- 
ernment, reported  -----    796 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         -        -        -     801 
passed      .......     got 

amendment  of  the  Senate  disagreed  to.-  -  828 
a  conference  appointed  thereon  ...  896 
the  House  recede       .....     945 


FIRST  SESSION*. 

Lands,  petitions  complaining  of  a  deficiency  of 
the  lands  purchased  of  the  United  States, 
and,  also,  of  the  conspiracy  of  land  specula- 
tors, refened  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury      .......     377 
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Laws  of  the  United  States,  report  on  the  subject 

of  laws  about  to  expire   •  377 

a  bill  to  continue  sundry  of  them,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed    .....    387 

passed 391 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -        -        -    431 

Lewis,  Thomas,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  reported    -    448 
passed      .......    458 

postponed  by  the  Senate  to  next  session       -    406 
Live  oak,  resolution  making  provision  to  enable 
the  President  to  procure  a  sufficient  quan- 
tity o£  laid  on  the  table  -         -        -         -     333 

resolution  requesting  the  President  to  furnish, 

at  the  next  session,  information  respecting 

such  live  oak  lands  aa  may  be  purchased 

for  the  use  of  the  Government  -        -    464 

(See,  also,  Timber.) 

Livingston,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  Speech   67,  115,  137,  197,  198, 

319,  232 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation    of 
arms,  dec.     ......    247 

on  defensive  measures        ....    264 

on  the  appointment  of  an  agent  in  relation  to 

British  claims 291 

on  stamp  duties         .....    388 

Loan  :  resolution  authorizing  the  President  to  bor- 
row money  on  the  credit  of  the  United 

States 239 

debate  on  the  bill  for  that  purpose        -        -    444 
bill  passed        ......    445 

Lyon,  Mr. ,  of  Vermont,  on  the  answer  to  the  Pre- 
sident's Speech      -        -        -      194,232,234 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the   exportation  of 

arms,  dec  -        -        -        247,  248,  249,  251 
on  the  duty  on  salt  -        -        -        -       335,  443 

on  the  bill  authorising  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 337,  339 

on  stamp  duties         -       390,  393,  400,  416,  426 

skcokd  sssaioir. 

Land  titles,  report  on  the  subject  of    -        -        -    777 
Lands :  a  bill  for  the  sale  of  lands  in  the  North- 
western Territory,  received      ...  1029 
committed         ......  1021 

reported   -------  1917 

postponed  to  the  next  session        -        -  2030 

a  committee  instructed  to  report  the  progress 

made  in  carrying  into  effect  the  act  for  the 

sale  of  the  lands  northwest  of  the  Ohio,  and 

whether  any  amendments  to  the  said  act  are 

necessary 1031 

report  of  the  committee       ...        -1926 
a  bill  from  the  Senate  granting  certain  lands  to 
S.  Munroe  and  others,  received        -        -  1266 

reported 1917 

passed      ..-----  2033 
a  bill  to  amend  the  act  for  the  sale  of  lands 
northwest  of  the  Ohio,  received        -        .2114 
Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  valuation  o(,  and  for  enumerating  the 
slaves  in  the  United  States,  reported         -  1839 
debated     ....         1893,  1898,  1917 

passed 1925 

amended  by  the  Senate      ....  2087 
amendments  considered     ....  2088 


Page. 
Lapsley,  Samuel,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of,  received  and  committed    1558 
Laws  of  the  United  States,  report  on  such  as  are 

about  to  expire      .....    692 
resolution  proposing  to  publish  them  in  one 
paper  in  each  State        ....  2181 

disagreed  to 2183 

Letters  of  marque,  dec.     (8ee  Armed  vessels.) 

Lewis,  Thomas,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  reported  -  1561 

passed -  1773 

disagreed  to  by  the  8enate  -  -  2139 

Licenses.  (See  Still*  and  Wines  and  Spirits.) 
Light-houses,  dec.  :  report  on  the  subject  of  erect- 
ing a  Iight-hou?e  on  Eaton's  Neck,  and 
erecting  piers  in  the  harbor  of  Newport  -  966 
a  bill  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  placing 
buoys  in  certain  places  therein  mentioned, 
ordered  to  the  third  reading    ...  1088 

passed 1097 

amendments  agreed  to        -        ,  1240 
resolution  respecting  the  expediency  of  erect- 
ing a  light-house  at  Old  Point  Comfort,  Vir- 
ginia      1240 

petition  of  sundry  merchants  of  Norfolk,  pray- 
ing the  erection  of  the  light -house,  and  a 
copy  of  an  act  of  Virginia  ceding  land  for 
the  purpose,  received  and  committed  -        -  1346 
bill  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  placing  buoys 

at  places  therein  mentioned,  reported  -  1376 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1427 

passed 1440 

report  on  the  petition  of  the  Portland  Marine 
Society  praying  for  the  erection  of  buoys  in 
Portland  barbor,  committed    -  1262 

a  bill  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  placing 

buoys  at  places  therein  mentioned,  reported  1376 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1427 

passed 1440 

report  on  the  petition  of  the  Portland  Marine 
Society,  praying  for  the  erection  of  buoy  sin 
Portland  harbor,  committed     ...  1252 
a  bill  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  placing 

buoys  at  places  therein  mentioned,  reported  2061 
a  bill  respecting  light-houses  and  beacons,  re- 
ported   3087 

passed -  3088 

Livermore,  Edward  St.  Loe,  report  on  the  petition 

of,  considered        -----    739 

negatived 740 

Livingston,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  rules  of  the 

House 641 

on  appointing  a  committee  to  report  a  bill  to 

establish  an  uniform  bankrupt  system  -  644 
on  the  answer  to  the  President's  Speech  -  646 
on  the  Quaker  memorial  -  -  -  -  662 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

ofCountDeGrasse  ...  -  794 
on  naval  appropriations      -  824 

on  naval  expenditures         -  832,  834 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  ...  880 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  -  1002 
on  relations  with  France  -  1260,  2359,  1364 
on  the  bill  for  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  seamen  1388 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 

of  the  United  States        -        -        -        -1397 
on  the  bill  to  raise  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery   1422 
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Livingston,  Mr.,  of  N.  York— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon  dec,  -  1433 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 1519 

on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Navy  Department  )  652 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies  -  2005,  2020 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan      ...  2046 

on  direct  lazes 2053 

on  the  resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
direct  our  remaining  Minister  at  Paris  to 
proceed  with  the  negotiations  -  2083,  2085, 2086 
on  the  punishment  of  crimes        2104,  2135,  2 1 52 
on  the  increase  of  the  army         ...  2129 
Loan,  a  resolution  for  making  provision  to  enable 
the  President  to  borrow  certain  sums  of  mo- 
ney for  the  public  service  for  the  year  seven- 
teen hundred  and  ninety-eight         -        -  1899 
agreed  to  and  a  bill  for  that  purpose  ordered  1938 

bill  reported      - 1973 

debated 2037 

passed 2049 

amended  by  the  Senate  ....  2172 
a  conference  appointed  on  the  amendments  -  2173 
amendments  considered  -  -  -  -  2174 
the  8enate  recede  -  -  '  -  -  -  2177 
a  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  obtain  a  loan 
in  anticipation  of  direct  tax,  reported  2 1 75,  2 1 77 

passed 2177,2181 

Loan  Office  and  final  settlement  certificates,  cYc., 
motion  for  suspending,  for  a  limited  time, 
so  much  of  the  act  for  support  of  public 
credit,  and  for  reducing  the  public  debt,  as 
bars  from  settlement,  after  a  limited  time, 
loan  office  an  d  final  settlement  certificates  and 
indents  of  interest-  ....  707 
a  bill  on  the  subject  reported  ...  1522 
ordered  to  the  third  reading,  and  nature  of 
the  bill  explained  .....  1773 

passed 1774 

amendments  of  the  Senate  agreed  to    -        -  1871 
Loan  offices,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the 

expenses  of  the  several,  reported      -        -2171 
considered        ......  2175 

Losses  recovered  under  the  treaty  with  Great  Brit- 
ain, resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
direct  the  proper  officer  to  report  a  state- 
ment of,  laid  on  the  table        ...    946 
taken  up  and  agreed  to  957 

the  report  received    .....  1044 

Lyon,  Mr.,  of  Vermont,  on  the  answer  to  the  Pre- 
sident's Speech      ...  635,  637 
on  amotion  to  excuse  him  from  attending  the 

ceremony  of  presenting  the  answer  -        -     650 
on  the  Quaker  memorial    ....    658 

a  resolution  for  expelling  him  from  the  House 
for  an  assault  upon  Mr.  Griswold,  present- 
ed and  committed  .....     955 

his  defence -    971 

his  narrative     ......  1025 

(8ee  Breach  of  Privilege.) 
on  the  rules  of  the  House  -         -        -  1291, 1293 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dec      1432 
on  presents  to  Ministers     ....  1589 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army       -  1682 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -  1786, 1792 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1824 
on  direct  taxes  .....        .  1925 

en  relations  with  France    -        -        -        -2120 


Page. 
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Lands,  committee  appointed  to  inquire  what  alter- 
ations are  necessary  in  the  act  fur  the  sale 
of  lands  northwest  of  the  Ohio         -        -  2807 
a  bill  from  the  8enate  to  amend  said  act,  com- 
mitted   2914 

an  amendment,  reported  -  291t 

bill  postponed  to  the  next  session        -        -  2927 
a  bill  appropriating  lands  for  military  services, 
reported        ......  2955 

ordered  to  the  third  reading,  and  passed        -  3021 
a  bill  authorizing  the  sale  of  certain  lands  be- 
tween the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers, 
reported        .....  3018 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  3021 

passed 3022 

Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  a  bill  to  amend  the 
act  to  provide  for  the  valuation  o£  and  for 
enumerating  the  slaves  in  the  United  Stales, 

reported -  2725 

debated 2915,2817 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  2820 
passed     .......  2821 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -         -        -  2974 

Laws  of  the  United  States,  a  resolution  respecting 
the  more  general  promulgation  o£  agreed 
to,  and  a  Mil  ordered      ....  3020 

bill  in  addition  to  the  act  for  the  more  general 

promulgation  of,  reported        ...  3022 

Lewis,  Thomas,  a  bill  for  r.  lief  of,  received        -  2807 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  2821 

passed      .......  2832 

Light- houses,  dec,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  erection 

of  a  beacon  on  Boon  Island,  reported        -  2956 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  2974 

passed 2985 

Livingston,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  usurpation  of 

Executive  authority        ....  2686 

on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France     -        -  2724, 2768, 2777 
on  the  alien  snd  sedition  laws     2799,  2801,  2887, 

2892,  2893 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
the  President,  in  certain  cases        -  2907,  2912, 

2914,  8015 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels  -        -         -2941,2951 

on  the  increase  of  the  aimy  3031,  3032,  3036 

Lyon,  Mr.,  of  Vermont,  a  resolution  for  expelling 

him  from  the  House       ....  2954 

debated    .....         .  3959 

rejected,  two-thirds  not  concurring       •        -  2973 
his  remarks  on  the  resolution      ...  2965 

M. 

FIB  ST  SZSSIOH. 

Macon,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  election  of 

Clerk   - 61,  52 

on  appointing  a  committee  on  unfinished  busi- 
ness     -        -        .....      63 

on  defensive  measures        -        -      239,  241,  286 
on  spp  inting  an  agent  in  relation  to  British 
claims .......     291 

on  the  requisiton  for  militia        ...    291 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  8tatee        -  .     300,302 
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Macon,  Mr.,  of  N.  Carolina— continued.  Page, 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 338 

on  the  bill  for  organizing  the  militia    -        -    341 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States        -        -        -      364,  365, 385 
on  stamp  duties  ....     387,  426 

Members,  a  list  of  those  present  at  the  opening  of 

the  session    ------       49 

the  oath  administered  to     -        -        -  52 

further  attendance  of  63,59,  63,  67,  88,  110,  169, 

193,281,298,386 
a  motion  in  relation  to  the  accounts  of,  laid  on 

the  table- 387 

Merchant  Teasels,  a  resolution  making  provision 

for  the  arming  of,  presented    -  239 

Message,  the  President's,  on  the  subject  of  the  Flor- 
ida boundary  .....    305 

transmitting  documents  on  the  subject  of  dep- 
redations on  American  commerce     -        -     357 
a  confidential  message  received    -  377 

reported  on       ......    408 

another  confidential  message  on  the  critical 
situation  of  the  country,  received,  and  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee         -        -  440 
report  thereon  ------    447 

Mileage,  a  bill  allowing  full  mileage  to  members 

of  both  Houses,  passed  ....     441 

Military  Establishment,  a  resolution  for  augment- 
ing the,  presented  .....    239 

(8ee,  also,  Army.) 
Militia,  a  resolution  for  putting  eighty  thousand 

militia  in  a  state  of  requisition         -        -    282 
agreed  to  in  committee      ....    284 

taken  up  in  the  House        ....     292 

agreed  to-        ......    294 

a  bill  directing  a  detachment  from  the  militia, 

reported -    332 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....    330 

a  committee  appointed  to  report  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  militia  laws        -    297 
a  bill  for  organizing  and  disciplining  the  mili- 
tia, reported  ......    340 

Milledge,  Mr.,  of  Georgia,  on  defensive  measures    289 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States        -        -        -        -    308 

Morgan,  General,  of  Virginia,  petition  complain- 
ing of  the  illegality  of  his  election,  present- 
ed and  committed  -  67 
McDowell,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  answer 

to  the  President's  8peech  -      195,  212 

on  defensive  measures        ....    286 

on  the  requisition  of  militia        ...    293 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 
of  the  United  States      -        -         -        -     318 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 327 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 371 

on  stamp  duties  ....  388,  427 
on  additional  appropriations  ...  435 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount     457, 464 

SECOND  8ESS10IT. 

Macon,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  motion 
excusing  Mr.  Lyon,  of  Vermont,  from  at- 
tending the  ceremony  of  presenting  ihe 
answer  to  the  President's  Speech     -        -    650 
on  the  Quaker  memorial     -        -        -    661,  668 


Macon,  Mr.,  of  N.  Carolina — continued.  Page. 

on  the  acts  of  limitation  ...  -  713 
on  foreign  coins  -----  734 
on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives 

of  deceased  officers  ....  812 
on  Tennessee  land  titles  -  -  -  816 
on  (he  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  *  1008 
on  stamp  duties  .....  1076 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  -  -  -  1111 
on  the  bill  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Geor- 
gia        1303 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  8tates        -        -        -  1897 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery  -        -        -         1403,  1405,  1420 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac.     1430 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the  United  States  -         1465,  1474,  1506 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army     -  1537, 

1672,  1698,  1756 
on  the  supplementary  bill  -  1935,  1942,  1945 

on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Navy  Department  1547, 
on  the  naturalization  law    -        -  1571,  1780 

on  presents  to  Ministers     -  1686 

on  additional  revenue         ....  1616 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company       -----  1710 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -        -  1786 
on  the  b  II  for  protection  of  the  commerce  of 

the  United  States  -        -        -  1816,  1826 

on  direct  taxes  ------  1840 

on  the  bill  providing  arms  for  the  militia  -  1930 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan    -  2048 

on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes  2105,  2161 
Magnien,  Captain,  a  memorial  from  his  company 

of  grenadiers  presented  -  1707 

motion  to  commit  it  -        -        -        -        -  1708 

committed -  1724 

Marine  corps,  report  on  the  subject  of  establish- 
ing this  corps        -----  1784 

debate  on  the  report  -----  1835 

a  bill  to  organize  the  corps  reported      -        -  1836 
agreed  to  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading     -  1855 
amendments  of  the  Senate  concurred  in       -  2132 
Maryland,  a  bill  to  continue  the  act  giving  assent 
of  Congress  to  the  act  of  this  State  respect- 
ing the  appointment  of  a  health  officer     -  1116 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1241 
passed      -------  1244 

amended  by  the  Senate      -  1296 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -        -        -  1297 

Massachusetts,  a  bill  declaring  the  assent  of  Con- 
gress to  an  act  of  this  State  in  relation  to 
the  placing  of  piers,  cYc.,  reported  -        -  1097 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         -  1246 

passed 1248 

Members,  list  of,  present  at  the  opening  of  the 

session 625,  626 

further  attendance  of  627,   628,   637,   640,  644, 
656,  671,  692,  715,  735,  775,  788,  830,  890, 

918,  968 
Merchant  vessels,  petitions  against  the  arming  of, 

presented  -  -  1367,  1413,  1416,  1522 
a  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of,  reported  -  1896 
debated    -        -        -        -     .  -        -        -  1899 

passed 1926 

amendments  of  the  Senate,  committed  -  1997 
concurred  in     -----  2032) 
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Menage,  the  President's,  transmitting  a  letter 
from  the  Judges  on  the  subject  of  the  law 
altering  the  time  for  holding  circuit  courts 
in  Delaware-        -----    716 

transmitting  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  relation  to  the  action  of  the  States 
on  the  amendment  to  the  Constitution  re- 
specting the  suability  of  8tates  -        -  784 

transmitting  an  act  of  the  State  of  Kentucky 
ratifying  the  said  amendment  -        -        -    809 

recommending  an  appropriation  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  a  treaty  with  the  Cherokee  In- 
diana   -------    842 

transmitting  a  representation  from  the  Judge 
of  the  Pennsylvania  district,  and  a  report 
from  the  Attorney  General  in  relation  to  the 
act  for  the  relief  of  persons  imprisoned  for 
debt 847 

transmitting  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  respecting  the  state  of  affaire  in  the 
Territory  on  the  Mississippi    -  -    903 

transmitting  two  acts  of  the  British  Parlia- 
liament         ------    960 

on  the  subject  of  outrages  committed  by  a 
French  privateer  in  the  harbor  of  Charles- 
ton        963 

transmitting  an  account  of  expenditures  from 
the  Executive  contingent  fund  -        -  1029 

in  relation  to  the  city  of  Washington  -        -  1063 

transmitting  despatches  from  the  American 
Envoys  at  Paris  1202,  1374,  1594,  1870,  1972 

on  the  subject  of  relations  with  France        -   1276 

transmitting  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gerry  and 
other  documents,  on  the  subject  of  our  re- 
lations with  France        ....  2029 

enclosing  a  letter  from  the  Governor  of  Penn- 
sylvania on  the  subject  of  an  arrival  of 
French  emigrants  from  Port  au-Prince     -  2057 
Messengers  in  Departments,  report  on  the  subject 

of  increase  of  their  salaries,  committed     •    966 

Military  Establishment,  report  on  appropriations 

for  the,  considered          -        -        -        •  1313 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  years 
seventeen  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  re- 
ported   1357 

debated 1542,  1554 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1558 
a  mistake  corrected  and  the  bill  passed  -  1559 

amendments  of  the  Senate  considered  -  1874 

agreed  to  - 1875 

a  resolution  for  increasing  the,  laid  on  the 

table 1611,2088 

debated    -------  2089 

committed         ------  £093 

a  bill  making  an  alteration  in  the  act  fixing 
the,  in  relation  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Brigade  Major  and  Inspector,  received      -  1771 

passed 1773 

(See,  also.  Army.) 

Militia,  a  committee  appointed  to  inquire  what 
amendments  are  necessary  in  the  act  pro- 
viding for  an  uniform  militia  system         -    642 
a  bill  for  organizing,  arming,  and  disciplining 

the  militia,  reported       ....    735 
debated    -  -        -         1384,  1624,  1559 

recommitted     ......  1550 


Militia — continued. 

a  bill  to  repeal  in  part  and  to  amend  the  act 
to  establish  an  uniform  militia  system,  re- 
ported          -  1701 

debated    -------  1772 

recommitted     .        -        -        -        -         -  1773 

a  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia,  reported  1877 

debated 192*1 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1933 

passed -  1938 

Milledge,  Mr.,  of  Georgia,  on  the  bill  for  an  ami- 
cable settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia  -  1277, 

1279,  1281,  1283,  1398 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  raise 
a  provisional  army         ....  1949 

Mint,  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  a 
report  thereon,  respecting  alterations  in  the, 
committed    ------    693 

a  resolution  calling  on  the  Director  for  1 
ment  of  bullion  deposited  since  his  last 
port,  and  on  account  of  the  gold  and 
ver  coin  issued  in  the  same  period    -        -    740 
the  report  received    -        ...        -        .     740 
motion  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means    ------    802 

negatived         ......    993 

Morgan,  General,  of  Virginia,  memorial  contest- 
ing the  election  of,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Elections  ....    649 

report  of  the  committee     ....    671 

the  report  agreed  to  -        -        -  -    688 

Morris,  Mr.,  of  Vermont,  on  the  case  of  Messrs- 

Griswold  and  Lyon         ...  982,  1008 
McDowell,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  bill 

for  the  protection  of  commerce  -  767,  1816 

on  land  titles  in  Tennessee         -        -         -    814 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  &c-     1429, 

1434 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States        .....  1507 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army         1535, 
1644,  1705,  1736,  1740,  1759,  1771 
on  the  supplementary  bill  -        -        -  1934,  1946 
on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Navy  Department   1549 
on  the  naturalization  law    -         1673,1576,1776 
on  presents  to  Ministers    ....  1582 

on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 

vessels 1797,  1800 

on  direct  taxes  ------  1846 

on  the  compensation  to  collectors         -        -  1858 
on  the  bill  for  suspending  commercial  inter- 
course with  France        ....  1859 

on  the  volunteer  service     -        -  1871,1873 

on  the  bill  for  providing  arms  for  the  militia     1927 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -        -  2021 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan     ...  2038 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 
emigrants     ......  2066 

on  the  increase  of  the  military  establishment    2089 
on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes        -  2106 
on  the  bill  for  encouraging  the  capture  of 
French  armed  vessels     ....  2178 

THIRD  81SSIOY. 

Macon,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws  -        -  2432,  2437,  288S 

on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of  the 
Constitution  .....  2464 
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Macon,  Mr.,  of  N.  Carolina— continued.  Page, 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  -  2542, 2592 
on  an  additional  rule  ....  2728 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -  2736 

on  the  bill  farther  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  Prance    -  2767 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels 2985 

on  the  increase  of  the  army         -        -  3087,  3040 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
the  President  in  certain  cases  ...  3051 
Marine  corps,  a  committee  instructed  to  report 

what  augmentation  is  necessary  in  the      -  2792 
a  bill  to  authorize  an  increase  of*  the  corps,  re- 
ported   2973 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -        -        -3017 

passed 3018 

Mathers,  James,  a  bill  making  compensation  to, 

committed 2926 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         -        -        -  2956 

passed 2957 

Members,  a  list  of,  present  at  the  opening  of  the 

session 2417 

further  attendance  of  -      2419,  2420,  2424,  2425, 
2428,  2437,  2441,  2487,    2488,  2521,    2M6, 
2564,  2599,  2648,  2795,  2815,  2934 
Message,    the    President's,   enclosing  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -        -  2725 
enclosing  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  State 

on  the  subject  of  said  despatches      -        -  2726 
debate  on  a  resolution  for  printing  an  extra 

number  of  the  above  documents        -        -  2729 
the  resolution  agreed  to  2740 

message  enclosing  a  copy  of  an  edict  of  the 

French  Directory    -  -  2795 

another,  communicating  certain  information  in 
relation  to  the  said  edict  -        -        -        -2917 

Military  Establishment,  report  from  the  Secretary 
of  War  on  the  subject  of  the,  received  and 
committed    ......  2547 

a  hill  for  the  support  of  the,  reported   -        -  2798 
ordered  to  third  reading      ....  2959 

passed -  2973 

Military  services,  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  making 

grants  of  land  for,  reported  -        -  2955 

passed 3021 

Militia,  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  what  amendments  are  necessary  in 
the  act  to  establish  an  uniform  militia  sys- 
tem       2488 

a  resolution  authorizing  a  detachment  from 

the  militia,  laid  on  the  table    ...  2956 
taken  up  and  debated  ....  2975 

agreed  to,  and  a  bill  pursuant  thereto  reported  2985 
ordered  to  third  reading  and  passed  -3021 

debate  on  the  Senate  amendments        -        -  3052 
disagreed  to  and  further  consideration  of  the 
bill  postponed  to  the  next  session      -        -  3054 
McDowell,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  usur- 
pation of  Executive  authority  -  2705 
on  an  additional  rale         ....  2727 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France 2777 

on  stamp  duties         .....  2806 
on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws      -         2887,  2697 
on-the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels         ...  2927,  2936 
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McDowell,  Mr.,  of  N.  Carolina — continued. 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 2976,  2977 

on  the  increase  of  the  army  3022,  3030,  3037,  3089- 

N. 

FIRST  sassiov* 

National  defence,  resolution  making  provision  for    239 
Naturalization,  resolution  for  appointing  a  commit- 
tee to  report  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  estab- 
lishing an  uniform  rule  of,  laid  on  the  table    421 
Naval  armament,  a  bill  for  the  protection  of  the 

trade  of  the  United  8tates,  received  -        -    324 

debated 859 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....    877 

passed 385 

title  of  the  bill  altered        -        -        -        -    386 
the  8enate  agree  to  some  and  disagree  to  other 

amendments  .....    890 

debate  on  the  amendments  -        -        -        -    391 
committee  of  conference  appointed      -        -     893 
the  Senate  recede  from  the  disagreement  to  all 
the  amendments  except  th«  first,  which  for- 
bids the  use  of  the  frigates  as  convoys        -    407 
the  House  recede  from  said  amendment        •     409 
Naval  Establishment,  a  resolution  for  making  fur- 
ther provision  for  completing  and  manning 
the  frigates  United  8tates,  Constellation, 

and  Constitution 289 

resolution  for  purchasing  a  further  naval  force    289 
resolution  for  empowering  the  President  to 
employ  the  naval  force  of  the  U.  States  as 
convoys  to  protect  the  trade  thereof  -        -    239 
resolution  authorizing  the  President  to  provide 
a  further  naval  force       ....    283 

amended 286 

agreed  to 290 

Navy  yard,  resolution  authorizing  the  President 

to  select  a  proper  site  for  a  Davy  yard  -        -  383 
Newspapers,  order  for  supplying  them  to  members      53 
Nicholas,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  appointing  a  com- 
mittee on  unfinished  business  -        -         61,  63 
on  the  Answer  to  the  President's  8peech  69,  70,  71, 
94,  194,  199,  211,  212,  216,  218,  224 
on  defensive  measures      241,  242,  243,  244,  271, 

285,  287,  289,  290,  295 
on  appointing  an  agent  for  British  claims  -  1 291 
on  appointing  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means 298 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 

of  the  United  States  -     313 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 326 

on  the  bill  to  prevent  American  citizens  from 

entering  the  service  of  foreign  Powers    348,  354 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 

the  United  States  361,  362,  368,  373,  378,  384 
on  stamp  duties      388,  390,  393,  396,  412,  414, 

417,  418,  420 
on  additional  appropriations         -        -     435,  439 
on  the  duty  on  salt    -----    442 
on  the  impeachment  of  Wm.  Blount  450,  466,  461 
Norm  Carolina,  resolution  for  appointing  a  com- 
mittee to  report  a  bill  to  continue  processes 
in  the  Circuit  Court  of  this  State,  agreed  to    410 
a  bill  pursuant  thereto  passed      ...    421 
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SB  CORD  0ZMIO9. 

Natchez  District,  memorial  of  the  inhabitants  of, 
praying  for  the  establishment  of  a  provis- 
ional government  in,  referred  to  a  select 
committee     ......    960 

Naturalization,  resolution  directing  the  committee 
on  defence  to  report  as  to  the  expediency  of 
amending  or  suspending  the  act  to  establish 
an  uniform  rule  of,  laid  on  the  table  -  1427 

amended  and  agreed  to  1453 

report  of  the  committee      ....  1566 

debate  thereon  -        -         -  1567,  1570,  1630 

a  bill  supplementary  to,  and  in  amendment 
of,  the  act  to  establish  an  uniform  rule  of 
naturalization,  reported  -        -  '  -  1707 

considered        ......  1776 

passed      .......  1783 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -        .        -  1926 
Naval  Armament,  a  bill  making  an  additional  ap- 
propriation to  provide  and  support  a  naval 
armament,  reported        ....  1265 

debated 1267 

passed 1270 

a  bill  from  the  8enate  to  provide  an  addition* 
al  naval  armament,  received  and  committed  1384 

debated 1440 

passed 1522 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  to  provide  a 
naval  armament  for  the  protection  of  the 
trade  of  the  United  States,  reported  -         -  2032 

debated 2033 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  and  passed        -  2034 
debate  on  the  Senate  amendments         -'        -2181 
Naval  Establishment,  resolution  making  an  appro- 
priation for  completing  the  frigates  United 
States,  Constellation,  and  Constitution     -     819 
debate  thereon  ------     821 

resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  in- 

2uire  into  the  expenditure  of  the  moneys 
leretofore  appropriated  for  a  naval  arma- 
ment     820 

considered         ......     331 

agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed   -        -    836 
report  of  the  committee       ....  1563 

Navy  Department,  a  bill  for  establishing  this  De  • 

partmcnt,  received  -        -        -        -  1426 

committed         ......  1522 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  -        .  1553 

passed 1554 

Neutral  Rights,  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Presi- 
dent for  information  respecting  the  conduct 
of  the  British  Government  towards  the  neu- 
tral rights  of  commerce  since  the  ratification 
of  the  treaty,  laid  on  the  table  -        -  1874 

negatived 1877 

New  York,  a  petition  from  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce, praying  that  the  fortifications  in  the 
harbor  of,  may  be  completed,  presented  and 
referred  ......  1312 

report  thereon  ......  1372 

Newspapers,  order  for  supplying  them  to  members    626 
a  report  on  the  subject  of  exchange  newspa- 
pers     -        1318 

committed         -        -        -        -        .  •      .  1319 
Nicholas,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  reference  of  the 

President's  Speech  ....    653 

on  the  Quaker  memorial    ....    665 


Nicholas,  Mr.,  of  Virginia — continued. 

on  evidence  in  contested  elections        -        -    685 
on  the  motion  for  leave  to  the  committee  on 
the  protection  of  commerce  to  report  by 

bill 6*3,  697 

on  foreign  coins  719,  720,  727,  740,  751,  805,  807 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 

cases 738 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  768,  2079 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  the  late  Count  De  Grasse    -        -         -     791 
on  land  titles  in  Tennessee  -        -         .816 

on  naval  appropriations       ....    825 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill    849,  856,  866,  926 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon    -    982 

1037,  1042 
on  stamp  duties  .....  1992 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount        -  1144 
on  relations  with  France  1253,  1323,  1356,  1361, 

1368,  1369,2117,  2119 
on  the  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 

with  Georgia  1278, 1280, 1281, 1283, 1301,  1310 
on  the  rules  of  the  House  ....  1288 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery  .      1403,  1417,  1418,  1419,  1425 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac  -  1433 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of 
the  United  States       1440,  1445,   1458,  1469, 

1460,  1494 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1 525, 1540 
on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  certain 
crimes-        -        -        -         2103,2113,2139 

od  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        -         -2121 
on  an  additional  naval  armament  -         -  2182 

North  Carolina,  a  bill  giving  assent  of  Congress  to 

two  acts  of  this  State,  reported  -  1375 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1379 
passed      ------  1380 

North  and  Vesey,  Messrs.,  report  on  the  petition  of    655 
a  committee  appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  for 
their  relief    ......    656 

the  bill  ordered  to  the  third  reading      -        -    745 

passed 758 

amended  by  the  Senate      -        -        -        -    781 
amendments  concurred  in   -        -         -        -    813 
Northwestern  Territory,  a  resolution  proposing  cer- 
tain advantages  to  settlers  in  the,  reported    1045 
a  letter  from  the  Surveyor  General  on  the  sub- 
ject of  surveys  in  said  Territory,  referred      1373 
reported  on       -        -        -        .        .  1926 

a  bill  for  the  sale  of  lands  in  the,  received     •   1 0f9 
(See  Lands,) 
Nourse,  Joseph,  a  bill  for  his  relief;  received  1393,  1560 
passed      ...         ....  1773 

THIBD  SKSSrOff. 

Naval  Establishment,  a  report  on  the  subject  of  the  2682 
committed         ......  2686 

considered         ......  2796 

referred 2798 

Navy,  a  bill  for  the  government  of  the,  reported  -  2753 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  2959 
passed      -        -        -        -  -        -  2985 

a  bill  for  augmenting  the  navy  and  fixing  the 
pay  of  captains  of  ships  or  vessels  of  war, 

reported 2816 

debated 2823, 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        «... 
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Navy — continued.  Page. 

further  debated 2857 

passed 2883 

a  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support 

ofthennvy,  reported  ....  2817 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  3021 

passed      - 3022 

a  bill  filing  the  pay  of  captains  and  command- 
ers of  ships  oi  war,  reported    ...  2883 
ordered  to  the  third  reading,  and  the  motive  of 

the  bill  explained 2916 

passed      -        -        -     '  -                 -        -  2919 
a  message,  stating  the  number  of  ▼easels  in 
commission,  with  their  tonnage  and  num- 
ber of  men    3046 

New* papers,  order  for  supplying  them  to  members  2419 
Nicholas,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion laws  2429,  2431,  2453,  2799,  2884,  2885, 

3002 
on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of  the 

Constitution 2462 

on  the  bankrupt  bill  ...  2465,  2580 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  2471,  2487 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2493,  2495, 
2515,  2584,  2691,  2592,  2600,  2717 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France  2722,  2741,  2759,  2781, 

2782 
on  an  additional  rule  -  -  -  2727,  2728 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy  -  2651 

on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President  in  certain  cases  -  2907,  2908 

on  the  increase  of  salaries  of  Executive  officers  2924 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels  ....  2928  2944 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon  from 

the  House     ■> 2961 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 2981 

Northwestern  Territory,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  for 
establishing  a  supreme  court  for  the,  com- 
mitted   2919 

postponed  to  the  next  session      ...  3045 
(3ee,  also,  Lands.) 

O 

FIRST   8X88105. 

Ohio  lands.     (8ee  Lands. ) 

Otis,  Mr.  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  8peech  103,  197,  198,  214,  224,  232 
on  defensive  measures  -  241,  268,  282,  290 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  harbors 

of  the  United  8tates  -  308,  309,  817,  319 
on  expatriation  .....    355 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 865 

on  stamp  duties  399, 401,  407,  410,  416,  420,  429 

AXC09D    8E8SIOK. 

Oaths,  a  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  on  the  propriety  of  employing  cer- 
tain officers  of  the  8enate  and  House  to  ad- 
minister oaths  Ac.  ...  1069 
a  bill  for  that  purpose  reported     -        -        -  1371 
ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1376 

passed 1380 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -        -        -  1660 


Page. 

Officers  and  soldiers,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 
representatives  of  such,  as  served  during 
the  war  and  died  between  the  months  of 
March  and  November  1783  reported         -    776 

debated 810 

bill  lost 829 

a  report  on  the  subject  of  relief  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  roldiers  -        -  1273 
a  resolution  on  the  subject  negatived    -        -  1274 
Old  Point  Comfort,  Virginia,  a  copy  of  the  act  of 
the  Legislature  of  Virginia  ceding  to  the 
United  States  two  acres  of  land  for  a  light- 
house at,  received  -  1346 
(See  L'gkt-houst*  4*0 
Otis  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  8peech  ....    647 

on  the  motion  to  excuse  Mr.  Lyon  from  at- 
tending the  ceremony  of  presenting  the 
answer  ......    650 

on  granting  leave  to  the  committee  on  the 

protection  of  commerce  to  report  by  bill  •  697 
on  foreign  coins  ...  726,  805,  806 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  765,  773 

1819,  1832 
on  land  titles  in  Tennessee  ...  816 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  987,  1040 

1041 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  -  -  -  1 146 
on  relations  with  France  1255,  1260,  1321,  1880 

1370 
on  the  rules  of  the  House  -        -  1287,  1291 

on  tbe  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 

with  Georgia         ...  1303,  1308 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States        -        -        -  1995 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1424 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac.    -  1428 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  8tates  -        -  1460,  1488 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1 525, 164 1 , 

1732 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  above  -  1949 

on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Navy  Department  1547 
on  the  naturalization  law  1668,  1569,  1670,  1571, 

1675,   1581 
on  presents  to  Ministers     ....  1535 

on  additional  revenue         -        -  1608,  1626 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company       .....  ]7i4 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies  1790,  1986, 

1999,  2016 
on  direct  taxes  -         -       1842,  1894,  2063,  2057 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  ------  igg4 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of  merchant 

vessels 1900 

on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1932 
on  seditious  practices  ....  1959 

on  the  resolution  requesting  the  President  to 
instruct  Mr.  Gerry  to  continue  the  negotia- 
tions with  the  French  Directory       -        -  2086 
on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes  2105,  2146 
on  the  abrogation  of  treaties        -        -        -2126 

third  ssssioir. 
Otis,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  bankrupt  bill  2468 
on  the  impeachment  of  W.  Blount  2473, 2478, 2487 
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Otic,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts— continued.  Page, 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2628,  2587, 

2689,  2674,  2692 
on  impressment  of  seamen  -  2646,  2654 

on  stamp  duties  2557,  2660,  2662,  2567,  2570, 
2571,  2573,  2574,  2803,  2805,  2810,  2814 
on  an  additional  rule  ....  3728 

on  the  motion  for  printing  the  despatches  from 

the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  -        -  2789 

on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  inter- 
course with  France         ....  2742, 

2770,  2781 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy  -  -  2674 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels         -        -  2930,  2933 

on  the  increase  of  the  Army        -  3087 

on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President  in  certain  cases  ...  3049 
on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
authorizing  a  detachment  from  the  militia  8052, 

-  3053 
P. 

FIB.ST  BB88I02T. 

Parker,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  defensive  measures  242, 

289,  290 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  pro- 
vide galleys  for  the  defence  of  the  coast  340 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 
United  States         -      359,  362,  367,  378,  408 
Ports  and  harbors,  a  resolution  for  making  further 
provision  for  the  defence  of,  presented  and 

debated 239 

a  bill  to  provide  for  fortification  of,  reported  292,  297 
debate  on  the  bill       •        -        -        -     298,  306 

bill  passed 324 

Potter,  Mr.,  of  Rhode  Island,  on  the  answer  to 

the  Presidents  Speech    -        -        -    218,  229 
on  defensive  measures        ...     274,  282 
on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors    -        -        -        -        -        -    300,  303 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 347 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade  -        -    369 
on  stamp  duties  -        -      398,  406,  430 

President  of  the  United  States,  his  proclamation 

for  convening  an  extra  session  of  Congress      49 
his  Speech  at  the  opening  of  the  session      -      54 
sundry  documents  referred  to  in  the  Speech 

of,  received  -        -        -  64  to  67 

answer  of  the  House  to  the  Speech  of         -      67 
his  reply  thereto        -  237 

President's  Message.     (See  Message.) 
Prisoners  under  the  laws  of  the  United  States, 
resolution  for  appropriating  money  for  the 
erection  of  jails  for  the  confinement  of, 
negatived      -        -        -        -        -        -    483 

Privateering,  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of,  received    247 
recommitted      ------    252 

reported  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed    -        -    267 

passed 281 

Prizes,  a  committee  appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 

prevent  the  sale  of,  in  certain  cases  -  -     -    267 
a  bill  to  prevent  vessels  taken  from  citizens  of 
the  United  States  by  foreign  Powers  from 
receiving  new  registers,  reported      -        -    310 

passed 333 

Protection  of  trade,  measures  for.  (See  Commerce 
wad  Trade.) 


Provisional  Army.     (8ee  Army.) 

SXCOSD   SESSION. 

Paper,  petition  from  manufacturers  of,  praying  a 
higher  duty  on  the  imported  article,  pre- 
sented and  referred         -  8*0 
Parker,  Isaac,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  Quaker 

memorial      ------     663 

on  the  acts  of  limitation    -        -        -        -    718 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -     767 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  906 

Parker,  Josiah,  of  Virginia,  on  the  Quaker  memo* 

rial 664 

on  the  claim  of  Gen.  Kosciusko         -        -    761 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Messrs.  Gris» 
wold  and  Lyon     .....  1087 

on  relations  with  France    ....  1259 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled 
seamen         .----.  1991 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade  1463,  1832 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gren- 
adier company        -         -         1708,  1709,  1718 
Pensioners,  report  on  the  subject  at  placing  cer- 
tain persons  on  the  pension  list,  committed     677 
a  bill  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  place 

certain  persons  on  the  pension  fist,  repotted    813 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ... 
passed      ------- 

amendments  of  the  Senate,  committed  -    919 

concurred  in     ...        -  930 

a  committee  appointed  lb  inquire  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  act  respecting 
invalid  pensioners  ....     746 

report  of  the  committee     ....  1312 

concurred  in    -----  1393 

report  on  the  petitions  of  sundry,  for  in- 
crease of  pension,  laid  on  the  table  -  I486 
Pennsylvania,  a  memorial  from  sundry  membeia 
of  the  Legislature  of  this  8tate,  on  public 

af&irs  • 1373 

Philadelphia  College  of  Physicians,  a  letter  from 
the  President  of  this  institution  on  the  sub- 
ject of  contagious  diseases,   laid  on  the 

table 957 

Pilots,   resolution  respecting  the  expediency  of 
making  further  provision  for  the  regulation 

of 803 

Pinckney,  Mr.,  of  8outh  Carolina,  on  the  answer 

to  the  President's  Speech   -  645 

on  granting  leave  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Protection  of  Commerce  to  report  by  bill      694» 

700 
on  foreign  coins  .....  726 
on  the  claim  of  General  Kosciusko  -  -  763 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  -  773 
on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  represent- 
atives of  deceased  officers  -  -  -  811 
on  naval  appropriations  ....  337 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill     -  864 

on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon      1001 
on  relations  with  France    -  1255,  1356,  1334 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  skk  and  disabled 

1387 
1398 


on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  - 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1406V 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army 


1419 
1668 


lxxxv 


INDEX. 


lxxxvi 


House  Proceedings  and  Debates. 


Page. 

Pollock,  Oliver,  report  on  the  petition  o£  consid- 

ered  - 958 

a  bill  for  hie  relief  reported         ...     963 
negatived         ....  1030,  1048 

Porte  end  harbors,  debate  on  a  resolution  for  mak- 
ing an  appropriation  for  the  fortification  of  1381 
resolution  agreed  to  and  a  bill  ordered  -  1883 

a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  for  defence  of, 
reported        ......  1384 

debated 1394 

pawed 1402 

Postmasters,  petition  of  sundry  deputy  postmast- 
ers in  relation  to  their  accountability  for 
valuable  papers,  etc.,  lost  in  passing 
through  their  fl^f*",  presented  and  com* 

mitted 796 

report  of  the  committee  laid  on  the  table     -  1068 
Poet  Office,  etc.,  resolution  for  appointing  a  com- 
mittee to  report  what  alterations  are  neces- 
sary in  the  act  establishing  the  Post  Office, 
dtc.      .......     688 

a  bill  to  continue  the  fifth  section  of  the  act 
respecting  the  Post  Office,  dec,  reported  -  1276 

1296 

report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  report 
on  the  alterations  necessary  in  the  act  re- 
specting the  Post  Office,  etc.  -        -  1562. 
disagreed  to  and  the  subject  recommitted      -  1568 
a  bill  in  addition  (o  ssid  act,  reported  -        -  1775 
postponed  to  the  next  session      ...  1836 
a  resolution  directing  the  Postmaster  General 
to  report  a  system  for  comprising  into  one, 
all  the  laws  on  the  subject  of  the  post  offi- 
ces, dec,  heretofore  passed      ...  1926 

Presents  to  Ministers,  a  letter  from  Thos.  Pinck- 
ney  asking  the  consent  of  Congress  to  his 
acceptance  of  certain  presents  offered  him 
by  the  Governments  of  Great  Britain  and 
8pein,  committed  -  1558 

a  resolution  authorizing  him  to  accept  the 

presents,  received  from  the  8enate  -        -  1567 
committed         ......  1570 

debated 1582 

negatived  ......  1598 

observations  of  Mr.  Pinckney  on  the  subject  1612 
resolution  declaring  the   motive  which  in- 
duced the  House  to  reject  the  resolution   -  1775 

adopted 1776 

President  of  the  United  8tates,  his  Speech  at  the 

opening  of  the  session    -  630 

committed        ......    634 

debate  on  the  question  of  reference      -        -    653 
answer  to  his  Speech  ....    642 

his  reply  -        -        -  -        -        -    652 

debate  on  a  resolution  calling  on  him  to  com- 
municate the  despatches  received  from  the 
American  Envoys  at  Paris      ...  1358 
resolution  agreed  to  and  a  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  him  therewith    -        -  1371 
his  Message  in  answer  to  the  resolution        -  1374 
President's  Message.     (See  Mestage.) 
Privileges,  a  Committee  of,  appointed         -        -    955 

(See  Breach  of  Privilege.) 
Protection  of  trade,  etc.     (See  Commerce  and 

Trade.) 
Provisional  army.    (8ee  Army.) 
Publication  of  debates.     (8ee  Debates. ) 
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THUD  SISBIOV. 

farker,  Josish,  of  Virginia,  on  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion lews      ......  2464 

on  the  impressment  of  seamen    ...  2555 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  Navy        -  2832, 2871 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels         ...        -2931,2988 
Parker,  Isaac,  of  Massachusetts,  on  usurpation  of 

Executive  authority        ....  2677 

on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws     ...  2800 
Petitions,  report  respecting  those  pending  in  the 

last  session  -------  2444 

Pinckney,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  impeach- 
ment of  William  Blount    ....  2486 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority    2500,  2586, 

2594,  2608 
on  the  bankrupt  bill  -        -        -        -  2579,  2581 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris         -  2739 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France    -        -        -2764,2768 
on  stamp  duties         .....  2812 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels  -        -        -2988,2949 

on  increase  of  the  Army     -         3023,  3031,  3033 
Post  Office,  dec.,  a  committee  appointed  to  report 
what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the  act  re- 
specting the  Post  Office,  etc  -  -  2488 
a  bill  to  establish  the  Post  Office,  etc.,  report  • 
ed  and  committed  .....  2821 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  3017 

pawed 3018 

a  bfll  to  alter  and  discontinue  certain  routes 
and  to  establish  others,  reported       -        -  2973 
President  of  the  United  8tates,  his  Speech  at  tile 

opening  of  the  session    ....  2420 

committed        ......  2426 

subjects  of  the  Speech  referred  to  appropriate 
committees    ......  2442 

answer  to  the  8peech         ....  2438 

his  reply  - 2442 

a  resolution  calling  upon  him  for  information 
in  relation  to  affiurs  with  France,  laid  on 
the  table      ......  2578 

a  resolution  calling  upon  him  for  information 
in  relation  to  the  decree  of  the  French  Di- 
rectory, respecting  citizens  of  neutral  na- 
tions found  on  board  British  ships,  laid  on 

the  table       - 2914 

taken  up  and  debated         ....  2915 

agreed  to-        ......  2916 

his  message  in  answer  to  the  resolution        -  2917 
President's  Message.     (See  Message. ) 
Prisoners  of  war,  resolution  instructing  the  com- 
mittee on  defence  to  report  what  provision 
is  necessary  to  defray  the  expenses  of  the 
subsistence  end  sale-keeping  of       -        -  2918 


Q. 

sxcoirn  ssssxov. 

Quakers,  a  memorial  from  a  yearly  meeting  o£ 
calling  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the 
oppressed  condition  of  their  African  breth- 
ren, and  the  prevalence  of  general  vice  and 
immorality    ......    666 

debate  on  the  second  reading,  and  reference 
of  the  memorial     -  658 
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Quakers — continued.  Page, 

referred  to  a  select  committee  ...  670 
report  of  the  committee  made  ...  945 
committed        ......    946 

debated 1032 

concurred  in     •  1033 

THUD  SK8SIOX. 

Quarantine,  a  bill  respecting  quarantine  and  health 

laws,  reported        -        -        •        -        -  2753 

taken  up 3792 

debated 2794 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  ...  2795 
passed       -  .....  3796 

amendments  concurred  in  -        *        •        -  2957 

R. 

FIRST  SESSION. 

Return  of  arms,  dec.,  resolution  calling  on  the 

President  for  a      -        -        -        -        -    281 
Revenue,  resolution  for  raising  revenue  adequate 
to  the  reimbursement  of  the  sum  proposed 
to  be  borrowed  for  the  national  defence     -    239 
a  hill  to  provide  more  effectually  for  the  col- 
lection of  the  internal  revenue,  reported    *    334 
committee  discharged  from  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill       447 

Rules,  a  committee  appointed  to  revise  the  -  53 

those  of  the  last  House  adopted  for  the  pre- 
sent    -        -        -        -----      53 

Rutherford,  Robert,  election  of  General  Morgan 

contested  by.    (See  Morgan.) 
Rutledge,  Mr.,  of  8outh  Carolina,  on  the  answer 

to  the  President's  Speech        -        -       98,223 
on  defensive  measures        ....    294 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors       307,  310,  320 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade  -  -  372 
on  stamp  duties  ....  396,  405 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount    456,  464 

BZCOHD  6B8SIOK. 

V 

Reed,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  acts  of  limita- 
tion     -  710 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill     ...  1202 

Refugees,  a  bill  fur  relief  of  the  refugees  from  Can- 
ada and  Nova  Scotia,  committed      -        -    629 
committee  discharged,  and  a  new  bill  ordered    641 

reported  - -    776 

recommitted      ---...    803 
reported   -  ....    818 

ordered  to  the  third  reading,  and  passed       -    836 
amended  by  the  Senate      ....  1029 

amendments  referred  to  a  select  committee    -  1031 
reported  -------  1083 

recommitted     -.----  1244 

the  Senate  insist  on  their  amendments  -  1249 
committee  of  conference  appointed  -  -  1252 
report  of  the  committee       ....  1357 

Registered  debt.  (See  Debt  of  the  United  States.) 

Report  on  sundry  claims   -  640 

on  the  expediency  of  exempting  certain  claims 

from  the  operation  of  the  act  of  limitations  703 
on  foreign  coins  .....  717 
on  land  titles  in  Tennessee  ...    777 

of  the  committee  appointed  to  report  a  bank- 
rupt system  ------    795 


Report  on  the  petitions  of  sundry  holders  of  hills  of 

credit 1249 

on  additional  revenue         ....  1553 

on  a  naturalization  law       ....  1666 

Reporters.    (See  Rules. ) 
Retrenchment.    {See  Expenditures.) 
Revenue,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to  in- 
quire what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the 
act  regulating  the  compensation  of  collectors 
of  duties  on  imports  and  tonnage     -        -     723 
report  on  the  subject  of  additional  revenue  -  1569 
recommitted      ......  1566 

again  reported  --.--.  1567 

debated 1595, 1613 

referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  1 630 
resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to  re- 
port a  bill  for  the  more  effectual  collection 
of  certain  internal  revenue       ...  1771 
a  bill  for  that  purpose  passed      ...  1812 
amended  by  the  Senate      ....  1393 

committed         -----.  1397 

reported  -------  1936 

report  of  a  committee  of  conference      -        -  3087 
revenue  statements  received        ...  1062 
Revenue  cutters,  a  bill  to  continue  the  first  section 
of  the  act  respecting  revenue  cutters,  repott- 
ed         1558 

passed 1567 

Revise!  and  unfinished  business,  a  committee  o£ 

appointed      ......     636 

Rhode  Island,  resolution  of  the  Legislature  of  this 
8tate  in  relation  to  the  stamp  act  and  the 
enactment  of  a  law  to  provide  an  uniform 
system  of  weights  and  measures       -         -     820 

Romulus,  case  of  the  femous  horse,  so  called       -  1046 

Rules,  motion  for  a  committee  to  prepare  standing 

rules  for  the  House         ....     641 

negatived  ......     642 

an  amendment  to  (he  rules  in  relation  to  the 

reconsideration  of  questions  proposed        -  1033 
committed         ......  1043 

reported  .......  1044 

rejected  -  -        -  1285,  1397 

an  amendment  in  relation  to  motions  for  ad- 
journment, proposed      -        -        -        -  1021 

committed         ......  1043 

reported   -------  1044 

disagreed  to 1237 

a  motion  to  amend  the  rules  by  adding  a  pro- 
vision for  the.  accommodation  of  reporters, 
laid  on  the  table    -----  1038 
taken  up  and  referred  to  select  committee       •   1044 
report  of  the  committee      ....  1068 
a  report  on  all  the  above  motions  considered  1385, 

1296 
an  additional  rule  proposed         ...  1753 

agreed  to 1771 

other  motions  to  amend  the  rules  laid  on  the 

table 1854 

a  motion  to  rescind  the  rule  against  speaking 

more  than  once  to  the  same  question         -  1855 
agreed  to  ......  ig66 

Rutherford,  Robert     (8ee  Morgan,  General.)  . 
Rutledge,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  Answer 

to  the  President's  Speech        -  -    645 

on  the  Quaker  memorial    -        -    659,  667,  1033 
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Retledge,  Mr.,  of  8.  Carolina— continued.  Page, 

on  granting  leave  to  the  committee  on  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce  to  report  by  bill        -     965 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  commerce  -        -    766 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  Count  deGrasse  r    793 

on  foreign  coins  .....  805 
on  land  titles  in  Tennessee  ...  814 
on  naval  appropriations  ....  826 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswokl  and  Lyon    -  990, 

1000 
on  relations  with  France  -  1254,  1325,  1365 
on  rules  of  the  House         -        -  1288,  1294 

on  the  bil  I  for  settlement  of  limits  with  Georgia  1 307 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbor*  -  1400 
on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dtc.  -  1431 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army        1534, 

1946 
on  the  naturalixation  law    -         1573,  1590,  1591 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien'a  grena- 
dier company        -        -        -  1716,  1723 
on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with  France 1862 

on  letters  of  marque,  dec.  -  -  -  -  1891 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia  -  1929 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -        -  2001 

THIB.D   SXBSIOir. 

Report  on  the  subject  respecting  the  measures 

known  as  the  alien  and  sedition  laws        -  2985 
Retaliation,  a  bill  from  the  8enate  vesting  the 
power  of  retaliation  in  the  President  of  the 
United  8tates,  in  certain  cases,  received    -  2884 
debate  on  committing  the  bill  -        -  2907 

committed 2914 

debated 3045 

passed 3052 

Rules,*  resolution  for  amending  the  rules,  in  relation 
to  motions  for  adjournment,  laid  on  the 

table 2722 

taken  up  and  debated         ....  2726 

negatived 2729 

Rntledge,  Mr.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  alien 

and  sedition  laws    -        -        -  -  2145 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  2495,  2634 
on  an  additional  rule  -  2726 

on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 

the  President  in  certain  cases  -  2907,  2912 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels         ...  2931,2946 

8. 

nmST   8BS1IOJT. 

Salt.     (8ee  Duties.) 

8ergeant-at-arms  elected  ....      52 

8ewall,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  Answer  to 

the  President's  Speech  -  -  169,207,220 
on  defensive  measures  ....  295 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 336 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  pro- 
vide galleys  for  the  defence  of  the  coast    -    340 
on  expatriation  -        -      349,  350,  355 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade  -      363,  384 

on  stamp  duties        389,  405,  411,  415,  416,  418, 

421,  422,  426 
on  additional  appropriations  ...  438 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount      461,  462 


Page. 

8hepard,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  bill  for  rais- 
ing an  additional  corps  of  artillery  -     326,  343 
on  the  duty  on  salt    .....    442 
8hip's  registers.     (See  Prize&.) 

Sitgreaves,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  appointing  a 

committee  on  unfinished  business  60 

on  the  Answer  to  the  President's  8peech    99,  196, 

211,  212,  216,219 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  807,  312, 

313 
on  expatriation  -        -        -        -351,  355 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade      360,  369,  370, 

371 
on  the  act  of  the  last  session  in  relation  to  the 

time  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress  -  377 
on  stamp  duties  -    388,  389,  395,  399,  430 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount    448,  449, 

453,  469,460,  461,  463 
8kinner,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  bill  for  the 

defence  of  ports  and  harbors  -  -  307,  310 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 

militia  -        -        -  •       -        -    307,  310 

on  the  duties  on  wines,  dec.  ...  390 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount        -    449 

Smith,  Mr.  W.,  of  South  Carolina,  on  the  election 

of  Clerk        ...  -        -      51 

on  the  Answer  to  the  President's  Speech     70,  78, 

96,  151,    193,  194,    198,   199,  207,  209,  211, 

213,  227,  232 
on  defensive  measures      239,  240,  241,  242,  243, 

244,  257,   279,  282,  283,  284,   285,  287  289, 

295 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

dec 249 

on  appointing  an  agent  in  relation  to  British 

claims 291 

on  requisitions  of  militia  ...  292,  293 
on  appointing  a  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means 297 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  299,  300, 

304,  306,  309,  316,  317,  320 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 325,  341 

on  expatriation  .....  350,  354 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade      360,  362,  366, 

368, 372,  376, 393 
on  the  act  of  the  last  session,  fixing  the  time 

for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress  -  -  377 
on  inventing  the  President  with  power  to  lay 

and  regulate  embargoes  ...  386 

on  stamp  duties        869,  393,  394,  397,  401,  412, 

414,415,416,417,420 

on  additional  appropriations        -  -    435 

on  the  duty  on  salt    .....    441 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan     -        -      444, 445 

8mith,  Mr.  N.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  Speech    -        -        -      206,219 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors    -    317 
on  expatriation ......    352 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade    -        -    373 
on  stamp  duties         ....     404,419 

on  additional  appropriations        ...    438 

Smith,  Mr.  8.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  answer  to  tbe 

President's  8peech  -        -        -     213,221 

on  defensive  measures       240,  241,  256,  259,  274, 

276,  289,  296 
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Smith,  Mr.  S.,  of  Maryland-— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

dfcc. 248,249 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors    302, 

803,  304,  307, 310 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery   329,  341,  345 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 
militia .......    337 

oo  the  bill  to  provide  galleys  for  defence  of  the 
coast    ------      339,340 

on  expatriation  .....    348 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade    -    359,  364, 

367,  369 
Speaker  elected        ......      50 

hia  remarks  on  taking  the  Chair  ...      51 
oath  administered  to  him    ....      52 

Spirit*.    (See  Duties,) 

Stamp  duties,  a  bill  laying  a  stamp  duty  on  vellum, 

paper,  Ac,  reported      ....    381 

debated 387 

passed 443 

Stanford,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  bill  for 

the  protection  of  trade    ....    409 

Stock,  a  bill  from  the  8enate  to  revive  and  continue 

the  act  to  authorize  a  transfer  of,  passed  -    447 
8wanwick,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  appointing  a 

committee  on  unfinished  business     -        62,  63 
on  the  answer  to  the  President's  8peech  110,  200, 

219 
on  defensive  measures        -      240,  253,  255,  273, 

286,289 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  31 1,316 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
artillery        ......     344 

on  expatriation  ......    353 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade    -      371,  381 
on  stamp  duties  387, 388,  390,  397, 400, 404, 407, 

413,422,423,430 

8XCOHD  SKSSIOH. 

Salaries,  report  on  the  subject  of  the  salaries  of 

clerks  in  the  public  offices       ...    957 
a  report  on  the  salaries  of  the  messengers  in 
the  Departments    .....    966 

Sands,  Comfort,  a  report  on  the  petition  of,        -    781 
agreed  to  -.--..    784 

a  bill  for  his  relief  reported         ...    785 
recommitted      ......    963 

Seamen,  a  bill  for  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  sea- 
men, reported        .....  1097 

recommitted      ......  1245 

a  new  bill  reported    .....  1876 

amended,  and  ordered  to  the  third  reading   -  1383 

debated 1386 

passed      ------.  1402 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  resolution  directing  him 
to  report  an  account  of  certain  outstanding 
certificates    ......    723 

resolution  calling  on  him  for  information  re- 
specting the  execution  of  the  third  section 
of  the  act  regulating  foreign  coins    -        -    803 
debated    -------    804 

his  report         ......    819 

his  report  on  a  plan  for  regulating  duties  on 

imports  and  tonnage,  received  ...    918 
a  statement  of  the  amount  of  drawbacks  on 
dutiable  articles,  received        ...    980 


Secretary  of  War,  a  report  from  him  on  the  esti- 
mate of  appropriations  necessary  to  defray 
expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  with  the  Cha- 
rokees  ------         -    847 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  a  committee  appointed  to 
report  a  bill  for  granting  him  the  frankiog 
privilege        -----.  1971 

bill  passed 1997 

Sedition,  a  bill  for  the  prevention  of  dangerous 
and  seditious  practices,  reported  and  ex- 
plained .....         .  1868 

debated    -  1954 

recommitted     .....         -  2034 

resolutions  respecting  measures  for  the  punish- 

meot  of  seditious  writers         *        -         -  2115 
committed  -        -        -        -        -2)16 

(See,  also.  Crime*.) 
8ergeant-at-arms,  report  on  the  petition  of  the,  for 

an  increase  of  salary       ....  1274 

8ewall,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  Quaker  me- 
morial .......    $61 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  contested  elections     ...     685 
on  the  motion  for  leave  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Protection  of  Commerce,  to  report  by 

bill 693,694,700 

on  foreign  coins  ...  729, 750,  756 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  commerce  -  769,2081 
on  naval  appropriations  ...  834,  827 
on  naval  expenditures  ....  834 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  -  -  -  941 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon    -  1001, 

1041,  1042 
on  stamp  duties  .....  1076 
on  relations  with  France  1253,  1326,  1366  21 17 
on  the  Rules  of  the  House  -  -  -  .  1289 
on  the  bill  for  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  sea- 
men       1386,1389 

on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  -  1395 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1403, 1417 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac    -  1427, 

1428,  1430,  1433 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade  -        •  1457,  1462 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army         1627, 

1634,  1684,  1703,  1771 
on  supplementary  bill         -  1934,  1941,  1945 

on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart  - 
ment   -------  1546 

on  the  naturalization  law  -         1567,1573,1674, 

1578,  1776,  1778,  1780 
on  additional  revenue         ....   1600 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 
dier company         .....  1713 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies     1786,  1787, 

1788,  1790,  1793 
on  direct  taxes  .......  1853 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  compensation  to 
collectors,  dec.       .....    1857 

on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  ......  i860 

on  letters  of  marque,  dec.    ....   1891 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of  mer- 
chant vessels         ...  1900, 1903,  1912 
on  seditious  practices         -        -        -1957,1971 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 
,         emigrants      ...        -  2064, 3066*  2*67 
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SewaJl,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts — continued.  Page* 

on  abrogation  of  treaties    ....  2120 

on  the  bill  to  provide  an  additional  naval  arma- 
ment   .......  2182 

Shepard,  Mr.,  of  Maaaacbuaetts  on  the  report  on 
tie  petition  of  the  daughters  of  Count  De 

Graaae 705 

on  the  case  of  Griswold  and  Ljon       -   982,  1001 
bis  testimony  in  the  above  case   -  1062 
on  relations  with  France    ....  1341 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of  ar- 
tillery   1406,  1420 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac.  -  1480 
on  the  military  appropriation  bill         -        .  1656 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1818 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1927 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  bill  for  raising 
a  provisional  army          1934,  1935,  1941,  1948 
Shirtdiffe,  Robert,  (See  Gannett,  Deborah.) 
Sitgreaves,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania  on  motion  to  ex- 
cuse Mr.  Lyon  from  attending  the  ceremony 
of  presenting  the  Address  10  the  President    650 
on  the  reference  of  the  President's  8peech  654,  655 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  taking  evi- 
dence in  contested  elections    -        -      688,  687 
on  the  motion  for  granting  leave  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  protection  of  commerce  to  re- 
port by  bill. 696 

on  foreign  coins        718,  724,  740,  746,  749,  754 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      ...    859 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  992, 1005, 

1038,  1041,  1042 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case    ...  1048 
on  stamp  duties         -        -  1074,  1079,  1082 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount,       -  1144 
on  relations  with  France    -  1 330,  2 1 1 7,  2 11 9 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade       1474,  1520 
on  the  naturalization  law  1572,  1577,  1581,  1780, 

1782 
on  additional  revenue         ....  1600 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1686,  1729 

1759 
on  the  supplementary  bill  -        -        -        -  1961 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  gre- 
nadier company    ....  1708,  1715 

on  the  instructions  to  the  commanders  of 
armed  vessels        ....  1797,  1803 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -  1834 
on  direct  taxes  ......  1847 

on  letters  of  marque  dec     ....  1883 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of  merchant 

vessels  -         -         899,  1901,  1909,  1911,  1915 

on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1933 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies    -  1999,  2001 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 

emigrants     ......  2063 

on  the  bill  for  suspending  commercial  inter- 
course with  France         ....  2180 

Blander,  notice  of  a  motion  for  reprimanding  a 

member  for  slandering  the  House    -        -  1415 
Slavery,  (See  Quakers.) 

Slaves,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  enumeration  o£  re- 
ported -  1869 

(8ee  Lands  and  dwelling  houses. ) 
Smith,  Mr.  N.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  motion  to 
excuse  Mr.  Lyon  from  attending  the  cere- 
mony of  presenting  the  Address  to  the  Pres- 
ident   .......    650 


Smith,  Mr.  N.,  of  Connecticut— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  taking  evi 

dence  in  cases  of  contested  elections          -    684 
on  the  motion  for  granting  leave  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  protection  of  commerce  to  re- 
port by  bill 696 

on  the  acta  of  limitation      ....    707 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 
cases    .......    739 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce     -    772 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      ...    867 
on  stamp  duties         .....  1077 

on  relations  with  France    ....  1332 

on  the  naturalization  law   ;  1573 

on  additional  revenue  ....  1699 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army         -  1699 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies      1787,  2000 
on  direct  taxes  .....  1944 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of  merchant 

vessels -  1912 

on  the  bill  for  the  punishment  of  crimes        -  2135 
Smith,  Mr.  8.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  Quaker  me- 
morial -------    669 

on  the  motion  for  granting  leave  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  protection  of  commerce  to  re- 
port by  bill    699 

on  the  acts  of  limitation  -  -  -  -  711 
on  foreign  coins  ...  728,  748,  753 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  -  774 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  993,  1007 
his  testimony  in  the  above  case  ...  1013 
on  stamp  duties  .....  1071 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill  -  -  -  1102 
on  relations  with  France  -  1258,1356,  1358 
on  the  bill  for  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  sea- 
men             -  1890 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  1396 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery  -         -         -        1404,  1417,   1423 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dec.   1430, 

1438 
on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  trade  1461,   1462, 

1494 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1536,  1680 
on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  above  1934,  1938, 
1939,  1941,  1943,  1944,  1948,   1953 
on  the  military  appropriation  bill  1543,  1544 

on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment    -------  1646 

on  the  naturalization  law    ....  1569 

on  additional  revenue         1595,  1598,  1604,  1624 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  defence  of  merchant 
vessels  ....        1901,  1908,  1911 

on  direct  taxes   -        -      1923,  2049,  2058,  2172 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia      -  1928 
on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies  1999,  2000, 

2002,  2022 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan      -         2038,  2041 

on  abrogation  of  treaties      -       2063,  2152,  2125 

on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 

emigrants      ....  2064,  2065 

on  the  bill  fur  the  protection  of  commerce  -  2067, 

2070,  2078 
on  the  increase  of  the  Military  Establish- 
ment   -         -        -         -  2089,  2092 

on  the  bill  to  suspe  d  commercial  intercourse 
with  France 2184 
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8mith,  Reuben,  and  Nathan  Strong,  a  report  on 

the  petition  of       .....  1035 
agreed  to,  and  a  bill  pursuant  thereto  ordered  1384 

bill  reported 1426 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1522 
postponed  by  the  8enate  to  the  next  session    2185 
Snuff.     (See  Duties.) 

Shafford,  John,  report  on  the  petition  of     -        -    836 
Speaker,  absent  on  account  of  indisposition  670,  1062, 

1475,   1835 
8peaker  pro  tempore  elected      ...  1475,  1835 
Spirits,  report  on  the  petition  of  sundry  distillers 
praying  an  increase  of  duties  on  foreign 
spirits  ......  1274 

(See,  also,  Duties.) 
Sprague,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  his  testimony 

in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  1049 
Sprigg,    Mr.,    of   Maryland,    on    relations  with 

France  -        .        -         1319,  1321,  1322 

Stamp  duties,  motion  for  appointing  a  committee 
to  inquire  into  the  alterations  necessary  in 
the  act  laying  a  stamp  duty  on  vellum, 
parchment,  and  paper    -         -  -.    676 

motion  amended  and  agreed  to    -        -        -    677 
report  of  the  committee      ....    692 

a  bill  making  alterations  in  said  act,  reported  1031 

debated  1235 

passed 1240 

amendments  concurred  in  -        -         -         -  1266 
a  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  a  bill  to  repeal  said  act  -        -        -    830 

committed         - 831 

report  against  the  expediency  of  repealing  the 

act  831 

the  resolution  and  report  thereon  referred  to 

Committee  of  the  Whole        -        -        -    847 
the  report  disagreed  to  1070 

debate  on  a  motion  for  instructing  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  a  bill 

to  repeal  the  act 1070 

motion,  agreed  to  1083 

a  bill  for  that  purpose  reported    ...  1083 

debated 1097 

passed  ;  rejected  by  the  Senate    ...  1098 
Stanford,  Mr.,  of  Norm  Carolina,  his  testimony 

in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  1057 
8tate  secrets,  a  petition  praying  that  measures  may 
be  taken   to  prevent  the  publication  o£ 

committed 1312 

Stills,  a  petition  complaining  of  the  act  laying 

a  duty  on,  committed     ....     672 

reported  on       -----  74$ 

a  resolution  directing  Committee  of  Ways 

and  Means  to  report  what  alterations  are 

necessary  in  the  act  respecting  the  entry  of    813 

a  bill  making  alterations  in  the  act,  reported  1031 

debated 1244 

recommitted -  1245 

reported   .......  1275 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1285 

passed      - 1296 

amendments  of  the  Senate,  committed         -  1897 

reported "  -  1917 

committee  of  conference  appointed       -        -  2088 
their  report       ------  2173 

the  report  disagreed  to,  and  the  bill  post- 
poned by  the  Senate  to  the  next  session  -  2175 
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a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  m^irSwy  entry  o& 

passed 2176 

postponed  by  the  Senate  to  the  next  session  -  2184 
Stirling,  General,  report  on  the  petition  of  his  wi- 
dow, committed     -        -        -        -         - 

Suits  between  States,  motion  that  provision  be 
made  by  law,  allowing  the  trial  of  all 
cases  in  which  one  or  more  States  are  in- 
terested, by  a  jury  taken  from  a  State  not 
interested,  laid  on  the  table    - 
committed        ------ 

Sumter,  Mr.,  of  8outh  Carolina,  his  testimony 

in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon  1024 
on  (he  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army     -  1665, 

1704 
Superintendent  of  Fortifications,  a  motion  for  ap- 
pointing a,  laid  on  the  table    -  1393 

negatived 1439 

Supervisors  of  the  revenue,  the  franking  privilege 

granted  to     -----  2057 

Swan  wick,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  the  Quaker 

memorial      ------    659 

on  the  bill  authorising  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 
cases    -------    737 

on  foreign  coins  -        -        -        -    749 


third  ssssioa.  • 
Sands,  Comfort,  a  bill  for  relief  of,  reported         -  2883 
8ayre,  Stephen,  report  on  the  petition  of,  nega- 
tived; a  resolution  authorizing  a  settle- 
ment of  his  accounts,  laid  on  the  table     -  2857 
Seamen,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  reimbursement  of 
money  advanced  by  Consuls  in  foreign 
ports  for  relief  of,  reported       ...  2666 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  S740 

passed 2754 

a  committee  appointed  to  report  what  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  act  for  the  relief 

and  protection  of 2754 

a  bill  to  amend  the  act,  reported  -         -  3017 

passed 3021 

a  committee  appointed  to  report  wbat  altera- 
tions are  necessary  in  the  act  for  the  relief 
of  sick  and  disabled       ....  2817 

a  bill  to  amend  said  act,  reported         -        -  2955 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        -        -        -  3017 
passed      ----...  3018 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  a  resolution  calling  on 
him  for  an  account  of  the  armed  vessels  in 
the  service  of  the  United  3tites,  with  an 
estimate  of  the  expenses  of  their  equip- 
ment, dec.,  laid  on  the  table    ...  2456 
withdrawn  and  a  substitute  agreed  to  -         -  2456 
his  report  received      .....  2488 

Sergeant-at-Arms,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the,  re- 
ported     -------  2815 

ordered  to  the  third  reading  «-  2906 

passed     ---.---  2916 
Bewail,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  resolution 

for  distributing  copies  of  the  Constitution  -  2460 
on  the  bankrupt  bill  -        -        -        -         -  2468 

on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  2472, 

2483,  2486,  2486 

on  stamp  duties         -        ...        -  2571 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority    2684,  2668 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  •  2730 
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Sewall,  Mr. ,  of  Massachusetts— continued.  Page. 

oo  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France     -         -  2754,  2785 
on  the  alien  and  sedition  laws     2884,  2886,  2892 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from 

the  militia 2981 

Smith,  Mr.  N.,  of  Connecticut,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws         ...  -  2437 

on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of 

the  Constitution    .....  2459 
on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority     2519,  2543 
Smith,   Mr.    8.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws  ...         ...  2447 

on  the  bankrupt  bill 2467 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority    2613,  2647 
on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 

from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  2731,  2735 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France    -        2741,  2757,  2786 
on  stamp  duties         .....  2805 
on  the  augmentation  of  the  navy  -        -  2878 

on  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  Executive 

officers 2922 

on  the,  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 

armed  vessels        -         -         -  2929,  2932 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 
militia  ------  2982 

on  the  increase  of  the  army     3023,  3037,  3041, 

3042 
on  the  bill  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation  in 
the  President,  in  certain  cases  -        -  3051 

Speight,  Mr.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  bill  fur- 
ther to  suspend  commercial  intercourse  with 

France  2773 

Speaker,  thanks  of  the  House  voted  to  ;  his  reply  3054 
Special  bail,  a  bill  for  the  security  of,  in  certain 

cases,  received  -        -         -        -  3017 

Spirits,  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  instruct- 
ed to  report  a  bill  to  consolidate  into  one 
act  and  to  amend  the  several  acts  respect- 
ing the  duties  on  domestic  distilled  spirits, 

and  on  stills 2565 

a  plan  for  that  object  received  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury        «...  2655 
Sprague,  Mr.,  of  New  Hampshire,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws          -        -        -        -        -  2453 
on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France      •  2776 
fyrigg,  Mr.,  of  Maryland,  on  the  alien  and  se- 
dition laws 2448 

Stamp  duties,  motion  for  a  committee  to  report  a 
bill  further  to  amend  the  act  laying  a  stamp 
duty  on  parchment,  paper,  dec.         -        -  2428 

committee  appointed 2429 

a  bill  further  to  amend  said  act  reported        -  2470 
recommitted     --..---  2493 

a  new  bill  reported 2522 

debated    -        -      2556,  2565,  2573,  2803,  2807 
passed      .......  2815 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  instructed  to 
inquire  into  the  nett  annual  amount  of  du- 
ties on  stamps,  and  a  proper  compensation 
for  the  supervisors  and  inspectors    -        -  2682 
the  report  thereon      .....  2725 

Sturgeon,  Robert,  a  bill  authorizing  his  discharge 

from  imprisonment  reported  ...  2906 
ordered  to  the  third  reading  -  -  -  2919 
passed 2926 

5th  Con.— D 


T. 
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Thatcher,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  election 

of  Clerk 51,52 

on  appointing  a  committee  on  unfinished  bu  • 

siness 60,  61,  63 

on  the  answer  to  the  President's  Speech  70,  1 95 
on  defensive  measures  -  -  -  240,  284 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of 

arms,  <fec.     ......    250 

on  the  requisition  of  militia  ...     294 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  harbors    303 
on  expatriation  .....     355 

on  stamp  duties  -         -  -     418,426 

on  additional  appropriations  -  -  -  438 
Trade  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the  protection 

of  the,  received      ....        -    324 

debated    .......    359 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      ....     377 

passed 385 

title  of  the  bill  altered  -  ...  386 
(8ee  Naval  Armament.) 

second  ssssioir. 

Taxes,  a  report  recommending  a  direct  tax  upon 

houses,  lands,  and  slaves        ...  1563 
recommitted      ------  1566 

reported -  1567 

a  bill  for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  di- 
rect taxes,  reported  ....  1683 

debated 1837 

recommitted 1866 

a  new  bill  reported  -  -  -  -  -1869 
a  bill  for  laying  a  direct  tax  on  the  United 

States,  reported 1707 

a  bill  for  the  same  object  reported  and  com- 
mitted   2033 

debated 2049 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  2061 

passed 2066 

amended  by  the  Senate  -  -  -  -  2139 
amendments  laid  on  the  table  -  -  -2171 
taken  up  and  debated  -        -        -        -2172 

(See,  also,  Lands  and  Dwelling-houses.) 
Tennessee,  remonstrance  from  the  Legislature  of, 
against  the  extension  of  the  boundary  line 
between  the  United  8tates  and  the  Chero- 
kee Indians,  referred  to  a  select  committee    672 
their  report       ------     757 

debated 777,  814 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  War  in  relation 
to  experimental  lines  from  Clinch  river  to 
the  Chilhowee  mountain,  received  and  com- 
mitted   804 

(See,  also,  Indians.) 
Thatcher,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  motion  to 
excuse  Mr.  Lyon  from  attending  the  cere- 
mony of  presenting  the  address  to  the  Pre- 
sident -------    650 

on  the  Quaker  memorial     -        -    658,  668,  1032 
on  the  motion  for  granting  leave  to  the  com- 
mittee on  the  protection  of  commerce  to  re- 
port by  bill     696 

on  the  acts  of  limitation      -        -        -        -     7 1 1 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  President  to  post- 
pone the  meeting  of  Congress  in  certain 

cases 738 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce      -    771 
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Thatcher,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts — continued.  Page, 

on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Messrs.  Gris- 
wold  and  Lyon      ...  1036,  1038 

on  stamp  duties 1081 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      -        -        .1113 
on  the  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 

with  Georgia         -         -        -  1306,1310 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  1401 
on  the  report  on  the  subject  of  post  offices  and 
post  roads     ......  1562 

on  presents  to  Ministers     ....  1588 

on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 
dier company         ...  1709,  1719 
on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia  1 930,  1931 
on  the  increase  of  the  army         -        -        -2130 
Tonnage,  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  a  statement  of  tonnage  of  the 
shipping  belonging  to  the  several  districts 
of  the  United  States        -        .         -        -1375 
the  statement  received        -        -        -        -  1 377 

Treasurer  TJ.  States,  accounts  received  from  the  758,  830 
Treasury  Department,  account  of  receipts  and  ex- 
penditures received         -         -         .691,  1312 
estimates  for  the  service  of  the  year  seventeen 

hundred  and  ninety-eight  received    -         •     692 
a  communication  in  relation  to  the  loan  for 
the  use  of  the  city  of  Washington,  receiv- 
ed from  the   -         -        -         -         -        -    723 

a  statement  of  imports  received  from  the       -    813 
a  statement  of  exports  received  from  the        -  1234 
(See,  also,  Secretary.} 
Treasury  and  War  Departments,  a  resolution  for 
appointing  a  committee  to  inquire  what  al- 
terations are  necessary  in  the  act  making 
alterations  in  these  departments,  and  into 
the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  the  Revenue,   laid  on  the 

table   - 784 

taken  up,  agreed  to,  and  the  committee  ap- 
pointed   -    -----        -     801 

their  report        ......    841 

agreed  to 842 

THIRD    BE8SIOY. 

Taxes,  motion  directing  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  report  on  the  alterations  ne- 
cessary in  the  set  laying  a  direct  tax  on  the 
/       United  States        -        -        -          2458,  2582 
report  of  the  committee      ....  2726 
(See,  also,  Lands  and  Dwelling-house*.) 
Tazewell,    Henry,   of   Virginia,    his  death  an- 
nounced, resolutions  for  attending  his  fune- 
ral, Ac.         2771 

Tennessee,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  to  amend  the 
act  for  giving  effect  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  in  this  State,  committed      -  2914 
ordered  to  th-i  third  reading        -        -        -  2916 

passed 2919 

Thatcher,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  alien  and 

sedition  laws        2432,  2450,  2454,  2899,  2902 
on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of 

the  Constitution    -  -  2461,2464 

oi  usurpation  of  Executive  authority  -        -  2590 
on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 
from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  2730,  2735 
Timber,  a  bill  authorising  the  purchase  of,  for 

naval  purposes,  reported  ...  2815 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        -        -        •  2632 
passed      .......  2863 


Troops  of  the  United  States,  a  bill  for  the  better 

organizing  of,  received   -  2857 

committed         ------  2884 

debated 30U 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  3019 

U. 

FIRST  SESSION. 

Unfinished  Business,  debate  on  the  motion  for  ap- 
pointing a  committee  on  ...      60 
motion  carried  ------      €3 

SECOND  BZSSIOJT. 

Unfinished  Business,  a  Committee  on,  appointed     626 
Useful  Arts,   a  committee  appointed  to  inquire 
what  alterations  are  necessary  in  the  act  for 
the  encouragement  of    -        -        -         -    628 
a  bill  in  addition  to  said  act  reported    -        -  1029 

debated 1*43 

recommitted      ------  1244 

THIRD  SSBST03T. 

Unfinished  Business,  a  Committee  on,  appointed  2424 
Usurpation  of  Executive  authority,  a  resolution 
for  appointing  a  committee  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  extending  the  penalties 
of  the  act  for  the  punishment  of  certain 
crimes  against  the  United  3tates,  to  per- 
sons usurping    the    Executive   authority 

thereof S488 

laid  on  the  table 2469 

taken  up  and  debated         -        -  2493,  2522 

agreed  to  ------  354s 

the  committee  appointed     -         -         -         -  2546 

a  bill  for  the  punishment  of  certain  crimes 
therein  specified,  reported        -  2565 

debated 2583 

ordered  to  be  engrossed      -  2599 

further  debated        2599,  2626,  2677,  2682,  2686 
passed      -------  2721 

V. 

FIRST  8X8SI02T. 

Van  Alen,  Mr.,  of  New  York,  on  the  bill  for  the 

defence  of  ports  and  harbors    -  314,  319 

Varnum,   Mr.,    of  Massachusetts,  on  defensive 

measures      -----      270,  285 
on  the  requisition  of  militia        ...    293 
on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors      299,  308,  319 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 
artillery        ------    327 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 
militia  ------     3t7,  339 

on  the  bill  for  organizing  the  militia    -        -    340 
on  stamp  duties         -----    388 

Venable,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  answer  to  the 

President's  Speech         196,  211,  214,  218,  219 
on  the  requisition  for  militia       -  292 

on  expatriation         -        -        .        -  353 

on  the  bitl  for  the  protection  of  trade  -      867,  369 
on  stamp  duties       394,  399,  401,  409,  418,  419, 

426,  430 
on  the  impeachment  of  William  Blount  456,  461, 

463,464 

SZCOIfD  sxasioir. 
Varnum,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  motion 
for  leave  to  the  committee  on  the  protection 
of  commerce  to  report  by  bill  -        •        -    6M 


CI 


INDEX. 


en 


House  Proceedings  and  Debates. 


Varnum,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts— continued.  Page. 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  representatives 
of  deceased  officers  and  soldiers       -         •     8#2 

testimony  ofj  in  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold 
and  Lyon     -  ....  1024 

.  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled 


1391 

on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1424 

on  the  bill  for  purchase  of  cannon,  Ac.  1432,  1435 
on  additional  revenue        -        -        -1595,1627 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army      1703, 

1739,   1937 
on  the  naturalization  law  ...  1782 

ou  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce    1833 
on  direct  taxes        ....  1843,  1924 

on  the  bill  to  provide  arms  for  the  militia     -  1930 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan      ...  2047 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  landing  of  French 
emigrants      ------  2064 

Vaughan,  John,  report  on  the  petition  of,  agreed 

to,  and  a  bill  for  his  relief  ordered    -        -  1866 
bill  reported      ......  1867 

ordered  to  the  third  reading         ...  1871 
passed      ----.-.  1873 

Venable,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  unfinished  business    630 
on  the  answer  to  the  President's  Speech  636,  645, 

646 
on  the  Quaker  memorial    -  669 

on  the  motion  for  leave  to  the  committee  on 

the  protection  of  commerce  to  report  by  bill    695 
on  foreign  coins         -        -  718,  762,  805 

on  land  titles  in  Tennesse  -  814 

on  the  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  lim- 
its with  Georgia    -  1278 
on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors    .......  1396 

on  the  naturalization  law    -        -  1570,  1574 

on  presents  to  Ministers     ....  1587 

on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 

vessels 1806 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  commerce    1832,  2062 
on  letters  of  marque,  dec.  -         -  1879,  1890 

on  direct  taxes  -         -  1893,  2054,  2068 

on  the  increase  of  the  Military  Establishment  2090 
Veasels  of  war,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
to  accept  any  vessels  of  war  that  might  be 
offered  for  the  public  service,  received       -  1926 
a  resolution  to  authorize  the  President  to  pro- 
cure a  number  of,  in  addition  to  those  here- 
tofore authorized)  laid  on  the  table  -        -  2084 
(8ee,  also,  Armed  Vessels.) 
Virginia,  a  petition  from  sundry  freeholders  of, 
praying  a  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  presented 

and  referred -    828 

the  amendment  to  the  Constitution  respecting 

the  suability  of  States  ratified  by  -  -  1029 
a  copy  of  the  act  of,  ceding  to  the  United 
States  two  acres  of  ground  for  the  erection 
of  a  light -house  at  Old  Point  Comfort,  re- 
ceived -.----•  1345 
Volunteer  service,  resolution  for  exempting  from 
ordinary  militia  duty  such  volunteer  corps 
as  may  be  accepted  by  the  President,  laid 

on  the  table 1867 

withdrawn,  and  sundry  resolutions  in  rela- 
tion to  the  arming,  equipment,  dec.,  of  vol- 
unteers, laid  on  the  table        ...  1868 


Volunteer  service — continued.  Page. 

taken  up  and  debated         ....  1871 

committed        ......  1873 

(See  Army.) 

THIRD  SESSION. 

Varnum,  Mr.,  of  Massachusetts,  on  the  resolution 
for  printing  the  despatches  from  the  Ameri- 
can Envoys  at  Paris       ....  2734 

on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France     ....  2768 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  capture  of  French 
armed  vessels        .....  2948 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 2977 

Venable,  Mr.,  of  Virginia,  on  the  impeachment  of 

William  Blount 2486 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 
from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  2780,  2740 

on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 
militia.        .....         -  2984 

on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  said  bill  3063 

on  the  increase  of  the  army        ...  3041 
Vermont,  a  bill  to  alter  the  time  for  holding  the 
district  court  in,  received  and  ordered  to  the 
third  reading 3017 

passed      .......  3018 

W. 

FIRST  8ES8IOX. 

Ways  and  Means,  motion  fof  appointing  a  commit- 
tee of  297 

committee  appointed  -  298 
Wheaton,  Joseph,  elected  Sergeant-at-Arms        -      52 
Williams,  Mr.  R.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  the  elec- 
tion of  Clerk         51 

on  appointing  a  committee  on  unfinished  busi- 
ness    -------      63 

on  the  answer  to  the  President's  8peech    193,  195, 

221,  229 
on  defensive  measures  240,  254,  280,  286,  295 
on  the  bill  to  prevent  the  exportation  of  arms, 

Ac -    258 

on  the  bill  for  the  defence  of  ports  and  har- 
bors    -        -        299,301,304,305,311,323 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 325,344 

on  the  duty  on  salt    -        -        -        -        -    335 
on  the  bill  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the 

militia 336,337 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade  -      363,  368,  373 
on  stamp  duties         ...      389,400,426 
Williams,  Mr.  J.,  of  New  York,  on  the  answer  to 

the  President's  Speech  -  -  -  -  219 
on  the  requisition  for  militia  ...  294 
on  appointing    a  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means 298 

on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade         -        .381 
on  stamp  duties         400,  401,  415,  420,  427,  429 
on  additional  appropriations       ...    438 
Wines,  dec.    {Bee  Duties.) 

SXCOVD  SBSSION. 

Warren  river,  (Rhode  Island,)  a  petition  praying 
that  the  said  river  may  be  staked  out  at  the 
expense  of  the  United  States,  presented 
I  and  referred  .----.  1249 
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Washington  City,  a  message  enclosing  a  memorial 
from  the  Commissioners  in  relation  to  the 
situation    and  circumstances  of  the  city, 
committed     ......  1063 

reported  on  -        -        >        -        -  1 245 

report  considered  and  agreed  to    -        -        -  1266 
a  bill  making  appropriations  for  completing 

the  public  buildings  in,  reported       -        -  1266 
ordered  to  the  third  reading        ...  1272 
passed     -  .....  1275 

amendments  of  the  Senate  committed  -        -  1402 
reported,  and  agreed  to  1413 

Ways  and  Means,  a  committee  of,  appointed       -     672 
Weights  and  measures,  resolution  foi  appointing  a 
committee  to  report  a  plan  for  establishing 
a  standard  of,  laid  on  the  table        -         -    820 
agreed  to,  and  a  committee  appointed  -        -    829 
Wells,  Benjamin,  memorial  of,  praying  indemnity 
for  losses  incurred  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
surrection, laid  on  the  table     ...    629 
motion  to  refer  it  to  a  select  committee         -    638 
referred  to  Committee  of  Claims  -        -        -    639 
Welsh,  Anna,  report  on  the  petition  of,  considered     743 
negatived         -....-     745 

(8ee  Hurlbut,  George. ) 
Widows  and  orphans,  a  bill  making  provision  for 

certain,  reported    -----     946 

debated 1030,  1036 

passed      .--.-..  1044 
Williams,  Mr.  J .,  of  New  York,  on  the  motion  to 
excuse  Mr.  Lyon  from  attending  the  cere- 
mony of  presenting  the  address  to  the  Pres- 
ident     650 

on  the  motion  for  leave  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Protection  of  Commerce,  to  report  by 

bill 697 

on  the  acts  of  limitation  -  -  -  -  712 
on  foreign  coins         -        -        -  719,  725 

on  the  bill  for  the  protection  of  commerce  -  772 
on  the  report  on  the  petition  of  the  daughters 

of  Count  de  Grasse  -  -  -  791,795 
on  naval  appropriations  -  -  -821,  826 
on  naval  expenditures  ....  832 
on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Messrs.  Gris- 

wold  and  Lyon  -----  1037 
on  stamp  duties         -        -  1070,  1074,  1078 

on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill    -  1088 

on  th*  bill  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 

with  Georgia  ....  1282,  1302 
on  the  Rules  of  the  House  ....  1292 
on  relations  with  France  -  -  -1333,1367 
on  the  bill  for  organizing  the  militia  •  -  1 385 
on  the  bill  for  defence  of  ports  and  harbors  1397, 

1400 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 1406,  1418 

on  the  bill  for  the  purchase  of  cannon,  dec.  -  1428 
on  the  bill  for  protection  of  trade  -  -  1464 
on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army      -  1537, 

1671,  1767 
on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment     1545,  1551 

on  additional  revenue        -#  -        -  1598 

on  the  naturalization  law  -  -  -  -1781 
on  the  protection  of  commerce  ,  -  -1817,  2076 
on  direct  taxes  -        -         1840,  1896,  1923 

on  letters  of  marque,  &c.  -  1889 


Williams,  Mr.  R,  of  North  Carolina,  on  foreign 
a        coins    ---.---     * 
on  the  case  of  Messrs.  Griswold  and  Lyon    -   976, 

1002,  1003,  1041,  1042,  1065 
on  the  foreign  intercourse  bill      -        -         -  121 1 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery  ...  1422,  1423 

on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment    ------         -   1550 

on  presents  to  Ministers     ....  1588 

on  additional  revenue         ....  1609 

on  the  bill  for  raising  a  provisional  army  1648,  1680, 

1741,  1758,  1760,  1767,  1951 
on  the  memorial  of  Captain  Magnien's  grena- 
dier company         .....  1720 

on  the  bill  concerning  alien  enemies      1793,  1994, 

1998 
on  the  instructions  to  commanders  of  armed 
vessels  -.---_ 

on  letters  of  marque,  dec.  .... 

on  seditious  practices  .... 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan     ... 
Williams,  Elie,  report  on  the  petition  of    - 

a  bill  to  grant  a  certain  lot  of  ground  to,  re- 
ported ------- 

ordered  to  the  third  reading        ... 
passed      ....... 

Wilmington,  North  Carolina,  Committee  on  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures  instructed  to  report 
on  the  expediency  of  passing  a  law  giving 
the  assent  of  Congress  to  the  appointment 
of  an  health  officer  for  the  port  of    - 
Wines  and  spirits,  resolution  instructing  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to  inquire  what 
alterations  are  necessary  in  the  Law  laying 
a  tax  on  the  licenses  for  retailing  wines  and 
spirits   ------- 

agreed  to  - 

report  of  the  committee      .... 

Wolcott,  Captain  Giles,  petition  of,  presented  and 
referred  - 


1807 
1880 
1982 
2040 
1773 


2049 
2055 


-  1249 


091 

692 

1068 


-  701 


the 


THIRD  8S6SIOH. 

Wain,  Mr.,  of  Pennsylvania,  on  stamp  duties  2558, 

on  the  bankrupt  bill  -        -        -        .        - 

on  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  Executive 

officers-        -        -         -        -        - 

Washington,   Lieutenant  General,    attends 
House  to  hear  the  address  cf  the 
dent       - 
Ways  and  Means,  a  committee  o£  appointed 
Western  Reserve.     (See  Connecticut.) 
Wheaton,  Joseph.     (8ee  Sergeant-at-Arm*.) 
Williams,  Mr.  J.,  of  New  York,  on  the  alien  and 
sedition  laws,         -  2432,  2462, 

on  the  resolution  for  distributing  copies  of  the 
Constitution  ------ 

on  usurpation  of  Executive  authority   - 
on  impressment  of  seamen  - 
on  stamp  duties  ...  2557, 

on  an  additional  rule  .... 

on  the  bill  further  to  suspend  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  France    -        -        -        - 

on  the  bill  to  authorize  a  detachment  from  the 
militia  ------- 

Williams,  Mr.  R.,  of  North  Carolina,  on  usurpa- 
tion of  Executive  authority      -  2593, 


2567 
2577 


-  2925 


2420 
2444 


2880 

2464 

2541 
2555 
2568 
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Williams,  Mr.  R.,  of  N.  Carolina — continued.         Page. 

on  the  resolution  for  printing  the  despatches 
from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  .    .     -  2735 

on  the  increase  of  the  salaries  of  Executive 
officers 2925 


Y. 


FIRST  SXSSIOX. 

Yeas  and  Nays,  on  an  amendment  to  the  answer 

to  the  President's  Speech  210,  216,  230,  231,  233 
on  the  bill   to   prevent   the   exportation  of 

arms,  Ac.     -        -  '      -        -        -        -    267 
on  the  resolution  for  authorizing  the  President 
to  provide  galleys  or  other  small  vessels  for 
the  defence  of  the  coast  ....    297 
on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  the  defence  of 

the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States  320 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill  -  -  -  323,  824 
on  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  corps  of 

artillery 347 

on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  rejecting  the  6th  and  7th  sec- 
tions of  the  bill  to  prevent  American  citi- 
zens from  entering  the  service  of  foreign 

Powers 355 

on  postponing  further  consideration  of  the  bill     356 
on  fixing  a  time  for  adjournment  -        -    357 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  the  protection 

of  the  trade  of  the  United  States  374,  375,  376 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill  -  -  -  -  385 
on  a  bill  laying  a  duty  on  licenses  for  the  sale 

of  wines  and  distilled  spirits    -         -        -     391 
on  postponing  consideration  of  amendments  to 
the  bill  for  the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the 

United  States 392 

on  receding  from  an  amendment  to  the  bill   -    409 
on  amendments  to  the  bill  for  laying  a  stamp 

duty  on  parchment,  vellum,  and  paper  431,  432 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill    -  433 

on  agreeing  to  the  limitation  clause  in  the  bill 

laying  an  additional  duty  on  salt  -  -  446 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill    -        -        -  447 

SXCOHD    SX9BIOH. 

Yeas  and  Nays,  on  the  resolution  for  preparing  an 

answer  to  the  President's  Speech      -        -     637 

on  motion  for  leave  to  the  committee  on  mea- 
sures for  the  protection  of  commerce  to  re- 
port by  bill    700 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  to  suspend  the 
2d  section  of  the  act  regulating  foreign  coins    756 

on  the  bill  granting  an  annuity  to  the  daugh- 
ters of  the  late  Count  De  Grasse      -        -    808 

on  committing  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr. 
Lyon,  of  Vermont,  for  assaulting  Mr.  Gris- 
wold,  of  Connecticut       ....     955 

on  other  motions  in  relation  to  the  subject    -    956 

on  agreeing  to  the  resolution       ...  1008 

on  the  motion  to  postpone  the  consideration 
of  tbe  report  of  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
on  the  case  ......   1063 

on  agreeing  to  the  report    ....  1066 

on  the  previous  question  on  a  resolution  for  re- 
primanding the  above-named  members      -  1067 

on  a  resolution  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amy  Darden  -  1047 


Yeas  and  Nays —  Page. 

on  postponing  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
instructing  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  report  a  bill  to  repeal  the  stamp 
act 1080 

on  agreeing  to  the  motion  ....  1083 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  providing  the 
means  of  intercourse  with  foreign  nations  -  1234 

on  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  to  estab- 
lish the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United  States  1267 

on  postponing  consideration  of,  and  on  agree- 
ing to,  the  report  of  a  select  committeemen 
amendments  to  the  rules  of  the  House        -  1295 

on  a  motion  calling  upon  the  President  to 
communicate  to  I  he  House  the  despatches 
received  from  the  American  Envoys  at 
Paris 1371 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  supplementary 
to  the  bill  for  defence  of  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States  -        -        -1402 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  raising  an  ad- 
ditional corps  of  artillery  ...  1425 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  protection  of 
the  trade  of  the  United  8tates  -         -        -  1521 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for  establishing 
the  Navy  Department     ....  1553 

on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  authorizing 
Mr.  Pinckney  to  accept  certain  presents 
offered  him  by  the  Governments-  of  Great 
Britain  and  Spain  ....  1593 

on  the  reference  of  the  memorial  of  Captain 
Magnien's  grenadier  company  -        -        -  1724 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  to  enable  the  Presi- 
dent to  raise  a  provisional  army  1768,  1769,  1770 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill     ....  1772 

on  amendments  to  the  supplementary  bill     -  1950, 

1953 

on  its  passage    ......  1954 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  from  the  Senate 
for  the  more  effectual  protection  of  the  com- 
merce and  coasts  of  the  United  States        -  1828 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill    -        -        -  1831 

on  its  passage    ------  1834 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  ....  2082 

on  the  bill  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 
with  the  Republic  of  France  and  the  depen- 
dencies thereof       .....  1865 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  supplementary  bill  2179 

on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the 
military  establishment    ....  1875 

on  the  bill  for  regulating  the  compensation  of 
collectors  and  providing  for  the  more  effect- 
ual settlement  of  their  accounts        -        -1875 

on  the  motion  for  committing  the  resolutions 
for  granting  letters  of  marque,  cVc.  -         -  1890 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  to  provide  for  the 
valuation  of  lands  and  dwelling-houses, 
and  the  enumeration  of  the  slaves  in  the 
United  8tates 1898 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill    -        -        -        -  1925 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  authorize  the 
defence  of  merchant  vessels    -        -        -  1916 

on  the  bill  to  pr  >vide  arms  for  the  militia     -  1938 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  concerning  alien 
enemies         ......  2028 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  enable  the 
President  to  negotiate  a  loan    ...  2048 
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Yeas  and  Nays — 

on  sundry  motions  relative  to  the  bill  for  lay* 
ing  a  direct  tax  upon  the  United  States    2059, 

2060 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill    ....  2066 

on  the  resolution  for  requesting  the  President 
to  instruct  our  remaining  Envoy  at  Paris, 
(Mr.  Gerry,)  to  continue  the  negotiations 
with  the  French  Directory      -  2086 

on  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  for  increas- 
ing the  military  establishment  -  2092 

on  the  motion  to  reject  the  bill  from  the  Sen- 
ate in  addition  to  the  act  for  punishment  of 
certain  crimes  against  ihe  United  States    -  2113 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  -        -  2187,  2138 

on  its  passage   ------  2171 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  abrogation 
of  the  treaties  between  the  United  States 
and  France 2127 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  augment  the 
army  of  the  United  States        -        -        -2131 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill    -  -2132 

on  the  bill  respecting  the  balances  reported  to 
be  due  by  individual  States      -  -2176 

on  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to  authorize  the 
capture  of  French  armed  vessels      -        -  2178 

on  the  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
report  a  bill  allowing  a  bounty  on  the  cap- 
ture of  French  armed  ships  by  armed  ships 
owned  by  American  citizens    -         -        -  2181 

THIRD  SSSSIOX. 

on  an  amendment  to  the  resolution  for  the 
general  distribution  throughout  the  United 
States  of  copies  of  the  acts  known  as  the 
alien  and  sedition  laws  -         -  2453,  2454 

on  agreeing  to  the  original  resolution  -        -  2455 

on  a  report  from  the  managers  of  the  impeach- 
ment of  William  Blount         ...  2485 

on  the  motion  for  appointing  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extending 
the  penalties  of  the  act  for  the  punishment 
of  certain  crimes  against  the  United  States 
to  persons  usurping  Executive  authority  of 
the  Government     -----  2545 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  for  the  punishment 
of  certain  crimes  therein  specified      2590,  2679, 

2680,  2681 


Yeas  and  Nays —  Pia 

on  a  proviso  to  the  bill        ...        -  255-.- 

on  a  motion  to  recommit  the  bill  -         -  2*4* 

on  its  passage    ------  27*1 

on  the  bill  to  establish  an  uniform  system  of 
bankruptcy    ------  2671 

on  amendments  to  the  bill  further  to  suspend 
commercial  intercourse  with  France   2789,  27St 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill     -        -        -        -  2791 

on  the  amendments  of  the  Senate        *  -        -  2832 

on  the  reference  of  a  petition  praying  a  repeal 
of  the  alien  and  sedition  laws   -  2803 

on  the  question  for  referring  to  a  select  com- 
mittee sundry  other  petitions,  praying  a  re- 
peal of  the  said  laws      ....  2905 

on  a  resolution  declaring  it  inexpedient  to  re- 
peal said  laws 301$ 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  alter  and 
amend  the  act  laying  a  duty  on  stamped 
vellum,  parchment,  dec  ...  2912 

on  striking  out  the  first  section  of  the  bill  to 
amend  the  act  providing  lor  the  valuation 
of  lands  and  dwelling-houses,  and  for  the 
enumeration  of  slaves  in  the  United  States  2819 

on  Senate  amendments  -  -  2974 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  augmentation 
of  the  Navy        ....  2856* 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill     -  -  -  2883 

on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  cap- 
ture of  French  armed  vessels        -  -  29S3 

on  the  resolution  for  expelling  Mr.  Lyon,  of 
Vermont  ....  2973 

on  an  amendment  to  the  bill  for  the  better  or- 
ganizing of  the  troops  of  the  United  8tates  3018 

on  striking  out  so  much  of  the  sixth  section 
as  restricts  the  employment  of  volunteeo 
to  the  State  to  which  they  belong  -  3042 

on  another  amendment  to  the  bill,  and  on  its 
passage  -  -  -  -     8043,3044 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  for  augment- 
ing the  salaries  of  certain  Executive  offi- 
cers       .....  3019 

on  the  bill  for  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation, 
in  certain  cases,  in  the  President  of  the 
United  States      -  -  -  -  3051 
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A.  Pago. 

Adams,  John  Quiney,  his  letters  to  the  Secretary 

of  State  ....      3079,  3082 
to  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Affairs  of  the 

Batavian  Republic  -  -  -  308 1 

American  seamen.    (See  Seamen. ) 
Apportionment  of  direct  taxes,  a  report  on  the 

subject  of  3594 

Appropriations,  a  report  on,  for  the  year  seventeen 

hundred  and  ninety-nine  •  -  -  3609 

Army,  a  report  on  the  organization  of  the  -  3614 

B. 

Batavian  Republic,  a  letter  from  the  Committee  of 
Foreign  Affairs  of  the,  to  John  Quiney 
Adams  -  -  3080 

Bell,  William,  a  report  on  the  petition  of  -  3642 

Bills  of  credit,  a  report  on  the  petitions  of  sundry 

holders  of  ....  3659 

Blount,  William,  his  letter  to  James  Carey         -  3152 
Brevet  rank,  a  report  on  the  subject  of    -  -  8630 

British  Minister,  letters  from  the,  to  the  Secretary 

of  State  ....     8136,  3140 
Bullion,  a  report  on  the  subject  of  losses  sustained 
on  a  deposits  of,  in  the  Mint  of  the  United 
States     .....  8667 

C. 

Certificates,  a  report  on  the  subject  of  outstanding 

certificates  -  -  -  -  3612 

a  report  on  sundry  petitions  for  the  renewal  of 
lost  certificates    ....  3661 

Collectors,  a  report  on  the  compensation  of         -  3586 

Commerce,  report  of  the  Secretary  of  8ute  on  the 
depredations  committed  on  American  com. 
merce  since  October  1,  1796        -  -  3115 

report  of  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred 
that  part  of  the  President's  Speech  relating 
to  measures  for  the  protection  of  commerce  3173 

Contested  elections,  report  on  the  subject  of  evi- 
dence in  cases  of  3640 

D. 

Debtors  of  the  United  States,  a  report  respecting  -  8642 
Depredations  on  commerce.    (See  Commerce* ) 
Despatches,  from  the  American  Envoys  at  Paris  3386 

to  8410,  and  3417 
Direct  taxes,  a  report  oo  the  apportionment  of  -  8694 
Dutch  Minister,  substance  of  a  conference  with 

the         -  ...  3518 

E. 

Elheott,  Andrew,  report  of  his  proceedings  as  Com- 
missioner for  running  the  boundary  line  be- 
tween the  United  8tates  and  the  Florida*  -  3097 
correspondence  o£  with  the  8paniah  authori- 
ties       -             3102  to  3114,  and  31 31  to  3192 
extract  of  a  letter  from,  to  the  Secretary  of. 
Stats 3180 


Page. 

Emigrants  from  the  West  Indies,  documents,  dec., 

on  the  subject  of  an  arrival  of  -  3463 

Envoys  to  France,  instructions  to  the     -  -  3324 

message  nominating  ...  3560 

Evidence.    (See  Contested  Election.) 

Expenditures,  a  report  on  the  expenditures  of  the 

,        Executive  Departments    ...  3597 

F. 

France,  documents,  dec,  on  the  subject  of  our  re- 
lations with      3277  to  3285,  3322  to  3410,  and 

8417  to  3560 
circular  letter  from  the  Minister  of  Marine    -  3530 
France  and  8pain,  documents  relating  to  affairs 

with        ....  3057  to  3094 
French  Executive  Directory,  reply  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the,  to  the  valedictory  of  Mr.  Mon- 
roe 3076,  3347 
the  decree  of  the,  of  March  2,  1 797  -     3076,  3122 
French  privateer,  documents,  dec.,  on  the  subject 
of  outrages  committed   in  the  harbor  of 
Charleston,  South  Carolina,  by  a  -  3277 

G. 

Gerry,  Elbridge,  his  letter  to  the  President  of  the 

United  States      ....  3459 

correspondence  of;  with  M.  Talleyrand        -  3460, 

and  3478  to  3615 

letters  from,  to  the  Secretary  of  State-     3466,  3477 

coirespondsncs  with  M.  Hauteval    -  -  3516 

letter  from,  to  Rums  King  -  -  -  3518 

Great  Britain,  documents,  dec,  on  the  subject  of 

our  relations  with  -  -  3238  to  3276 

copy  of  an  act  of,  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
treaty  with  the  United  States 

copy  of  an  act  for  regulating  trade  with  the 
British  possessions  in  India 

explanatory  article  in  relation  to  the  treaty 
with  the  United  States,  and  other  docu- 
ments, Arc  ,  on  the  subject  of  our  relations 
with       -  -  -  -3411  to  3417 

Greene,  General  N.,  a  report  on  the  subject  of  in- 
demnity to  the  estate  of  - 
Grenville,  Lord,  letter  o£  to  Mr.  King,  on  impress- 
men*  of  American  seamen 

letter  of,  to  Mr.  King,  on  the  subject  of  the 
explanatory  article  in  relation  to  the  treaty 
with  the  United  States    - 

his  despatches  to  Mr.  Liston 


-  3240 


-  3239 


3649 


-  3315 


3414 
3415 


I. 


Imports  and  tonnage,  report  on  the  collection  of 

the  duties  on       -  -  -  -  8570 

Impressment  of  seamen,  report  on  the  subject  of  -  3294 
abstract  of  communications  from  the  agent  for 

procuring  the  release  of    -  -  -  3297 

other  documents  on  the  subject        -  -  3299 
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India,  copy  of  an  act  of  Parliament  for  regulating 

the  trade  with  British  possessions  in  -  3239 

a  report  on  the  equalization  of  the  duties  on 
imports  from        -  -  -  3607 

Insolvent  laws,  documents  in  relation  to  a  revision 
of  the  laws  for  the  relief  of  persons  impris- 
oned for  debt       -  -  -      3645,3648 

Internal  revenues,  report  on  the  subject  of  -  3577 

Invalid  pensions,  report  on  the  subject  of  -  3662 

K. 

King,  Rufus,  extracts  from  his  letters  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State     3082,  3252,  3265,  3309,  3310, 

3311,3417 
letters  to  Lord  Grenvilie    3313,  3321,  3414,  3416 

L. 

Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  report  on  the  valua- 
tion of    -  -  -  -  -  3602 

Loan  Office  and  other  certificates,  report  on  the 

subject  of  3612 

Lost  certificates,  report  on  sundry  petitions  for  the 

renewal  of  3661 

M. 

Message,  the  President's,  on  the  subject  of  depre- 
dations committed  in  the  harbor  of  Charles- 
ton by  a  French  privateer  -  -  3277 
enclosing  the  instructions  to,  and  despatches 

from,  the  Envoys  at  Paris  -  -  3322 

nominating  Wm.  Vans  Murray  as  Minister 

to  France  ....  3558 

nominating  Envoys  Extraordinary,  dec,  to 
France   .....  3560 
Mifflin,  Governor,  of  Pennsylvania,  his  letter  to 
the  President  in  relation  to  an  arrival  of 
emigrants  from  the  West  Indies  -  -  3463 

Mint,  a  report  from  the  Director  of  the    -  -  3606 

extracts  of  his  letters  to  the  same      -     3078,  3074 
Monroe,  James,  the  reply  of  the  President  of  the 

French  Directory  to  his  valedictory  -  3076 

his    correspondence  with    the  Secretary   of 
State      .....  8162 
Mountflorence,  Major,  his  report  to  General  Pinck- 

ney         .....  3066 

O. 
Outstanding  certificates,  a  report  on  the  subject  of  3612 

P. 

Pinckney,  General  Charles  C,  of  South  Carolina, 

his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State     3058,  3069, 

3072,  3073,  3075,  3093,  3142 

Pinckney,  Governor,  of  South  Carolina,  his  letter 
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and  on  wines  and  teas  ...  3717 
an  act  to  suspend,  for  a  further  time,  the  du- 
ties on  the  manufacture  of  snuf£  and  the 
•   drawbacks  on  the  exportation  thereof       -  3790 

thud  sassioir. 

Distillers  of  Geneva,  an  act  respecting     -  -  3989 

Docks,  an  act  to  authorize  the  establishment  of     -  3805 
Duties,  an  act  to  regulate  the  collection  of  the  du- 
ties on  imports  and  tonnage  -  -3813 

E. 

»IH8T  SESSION. 

Expiriog  laws,  an  act  to  continue  sundry  -  3893 

SSCOHD    S1SSIOH. 

Evidence.     (See  Confuted  Election*.) 

THIRD  8ZSSIOH. 

Executive  authority,  a  bill  for  the  punishment  of 
persons  usurping  the  Executive  authority  of 
the  Government     (See  Crimea. ) 

Executive  officers,  an  act  to  augment  the  salaries 

of  certain  ....  3939 

F. 

SXC03TD    SESSION. 

Foreign  coins,  an  act  supplementary  to  the  act  for 

the  regulation  of  -  -  -  -  3707 

Foreign  intercourse,  an  act  providing  the  means  of  3710 
France,  an  act  to  suspend  commercial  intercourse 

with,  and  the  dependencies  thereof  -3737 

an  act  to  amend  said  act  -  -  3794 

an  act  for  abrogation  of  the  treaties  with        •  3754 


third  sxssiov. 

France,  an  act  further  to  suspend  commercial  inter- 
course with         ... 

French  citizen*,  an  act  concerning  such  as  have 
been,  or  may  be,  captured  and  brought  into 
the  United  States 

Frontiers,  an  act  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse 
with  the  Indians  and  to  preserve  peace  00 
the  frontiers        ... 


-  3795 


-  3808 


-  3958 


G. 

SXCOITD  SSS8IOV. 

Galleys,  an  act  to  authorize  the  President  to  purchase 
or  build  a  number  of  small  vessels  to  be 
equipped  as  galleys  -  -  3727 

an  act  to  amend  said  act  -  -  3743 

Gay  Head,  Massachusetts,  an  act  to  authorize  the 

erection  of  a  light-house  on  -  -  3789 

Georgia,  an  act  for  an  amicable  settlement  of  limits 
with  and  to  establish  a  government  in  the 
Mississippi  Territory       -  -  -  3719 

Gloucester,  Massachusetts,  an  act  to  establish  an 

annual  salary  for  the  surveyor  of  the  port  of  3776 

THIBD  sxssioir. 
Geneva,  an  act  repecting  the  distillers  of  -  -  3929 

H. 

THIBD  SESSION. 

Health  laws,  an  act  respecting  quarantine  and 

health  laws         ....  3803 

I. 
bxcohd  sxssioir. 

Indians,  an  act  making  appropriations  to  defray  die 
expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  or  treaties  with 
the  .  -  -  -  -  3708 

Insolvent  laws,  an  act  for  relief  of  persons  impris- 
oned for  debts  due  the  United  8tates  -  3733 
an  act  supplementary  to  the  act  for  relief  of 
persons  imprisoned  for  debt          -            -  3734 

Instructions.     (See  Despatches.) 

third  sxssioir. 

Impost  and  tonnage,  an  act  to  regulate  the  collec- 
tion of  the  duties  on        -  -  -3813 

an  act  to  establish  the  compensation  of  officers 
employed  in  collecting  the  duties  on          -  3909 
Indians,  an  act  making  appropriations  to  defray  the 
expenses  of  holding  a  treaty  or  treaties  with 
the 3800 

an  act  making  appropriations  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  carrying  into  effect  certain  treaties 
with  the  -  -  -  -  3801 

an  act  to  regulate  trade  and  intercourse  with 
the  3956 

J. 

SECOND  SESSIOIT. 

Judiciary,  an  act  in  further  addition  to  the  act  to 
establish  the  Judicial  Courts  of  the  United 
States     .---  -  8791 

third  sesisoit. 

Journals  of  Congress,  joint  resolution  authorizing 
a  subscription  for  400  copies  of  FolwelPs 
edition  of  the      -  -  -  -  3970 


CXV11 


INDEX. 


cxvm 


Appendix — Public  Acts. 


Page. 

Judiciary,  an  set  providing  compensation  for  the 
marshals,  attorneys,  jurors,  dfcc,  of  the 
courts  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other 
purposes  ....  3808 

L. 

FiBST  sxsaiojr. 

Loan,  an  act  authorizing  a  3702 

8xcovs  ssssioir. 

Lands,  an  act  authorising  a  grant  of  to  3.  Monot 

and  other*,  inhabitants  of  Galliopolis        -  8746 
Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  an  act  to  provide  for  the 
valuation  o(  and  for  the  enumeration  of 
slaves  io  the  United  States  -  -  -  3757 

Light-houses,  &c,  an  act  for  the  erection  of  a 
light-house  and  placing  huoys  at  certain 
places  therein  mentioned  -  3709 

an  act  for  erecting  a  light-house  and  placing 
buoys  and  stakes  at  places  therein  men- 
tioned   .....  3724 
an  act  for  erecting  a  light-house  on   Gay 
Head,  in  Martha's  Vineyard,  Mass.  -  3789 

Loan,  an  act  authorizing  a  loan  for  the  use  of  the 

City  of  Washington         -  -  -  3722 

an  act  to  enable  the  President  to  borrow 

money  for  the  public  service         -  -  3789 

an  act  authorizing  the  President  to  obtain  a 
loan  on  the  credit  of  the  direct  tax  -  3791 

Loan  office  and  final  settlement  certificates,  dec., 

an  act  respecting  ...  3734 

THIRD  BZSSIOV. 

Lands,  an  act  to  amend  the  act  regulating  grants 
of,  lor  military,  services,  and  for  the  Society 
of  United  Brethren  ...  3932 

an  act  to  authorize  the  sale  of  certain  lands 
between  the  Great  and  Little  Miami  rivers, 
and  for  granting  a  pre-emption  to  certain 
purchasers  and  settlers     ...  3937 

Lands  and  dwelling-houses,  an  act  to  amend  the  act 
for  the  valuation  o£  and  for  enumeration 
of  the  slaves  in  the  United  States  -  381 1 

Laws  of  the  United  States,  an  act  in  addition  to  the 

act  for  more  general  promulgation  of  the    -3933 
,Light-houses,  &c.,  an  act  for  the  erection  of  a  bea- 
con on  Boon  Island,  Maine  -  -  3939 

M. 

riasT  sBsuoir. 

Mileage,  an  act  allowing  full  mileage  to  members 

of  both  Houses    ....  370 1 
Militia,  an  act  authorizing  a  detachment  from  the  8687 

sscovd  Bzasiox. 

Marine  corps,  an  act  for  organizing  and  establish- 
ing a  -  -  -  -  3774 

Maryland,  an  act  declaring  assent  of  Congress  to 
an  act  of  this  ^tate  respecting  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  health  officer  -  -  -  3718 

Massachusetts,  an  act  declaring  assent  of  Congress 

to  an  act  of  this  State      -  -  -  3716 

Merchant  vessels,  an  act  to  authorize  the  defence 

o£  against  French  depredations      -  -  3747 

Military  Establishment,  an  act  to  amend  the  act  to 
amend  and  repeal  in  part  the  act  to  ascer- 
tain and  fix  the    ...  -3728 


Military  Establishment — continued.  Page, 

an  act  making  appropriations  for  the  -  -  3736 

Militia,  an  act  authorizing  the  payment  of  a  detach- 
ment of,  for  services  in  the  expedition  un- 
der Major  Ore      -  3727 
an  act  providing  arms  for  the             -            -  3752 
Mississippi  Territory,  an  act  establishing  a  govern* 

mentinthe         ...  -  3719 

Monot,  Stephen,  and  others.     (See  Lands.) 

THIBD  SXSSIOV. 

Marine  corps,  an  act  to  authorise  an  augmentation 

of  the 3938 

Medical  Establishment,  an  act  to  regulate  the        -  3929 

N. 

riasr  sisaioir. 

Naval  armament,  an  act  providing  a         -  -3689 

North  Carolina,  an  act  for  reviving  and  continu- 
ing suits  and  processes  in  the  Circuit  Court 
inthe8tate  ....  3692 

0ECOHD  BS8SI02T. 

Naturalization,  an  act  supplementary  to  and  to 

amend  the  act  establishing  an  uniform  rule  of  3739 
Naval  armament,  an  act  making  an  additional  ap 

propriation  for  the  support  of  a     -  -  3717 

an  act  to  provide  an  additional  armament  for 

the  protection  of  the  trade  of  the  U.  States   3722 
an  act  supplementary  to  the  above  -  3751' 

an  act  to  amend  the  act  to  provide  a  naval    - 

armament  ....  3743 

an  act  making  further  appropriations  for  the 
additional  naval  armament  -  -  3791 

Navy  Department,  an  act  establishing  the  -  3724 

THtan  ssssioir. 

Navy,  an  act  fixing  the  pay  of  captains  and  com* 

menders  of  ships  of  war  of  the  United  States  3801 
an  act  for  the  government  of  the  navy  -  3914 

an  act  for  the  augmentation  of  the  navy        -  3804 
an  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  es- 
tablishment        -  -  -  -  3941 

O. 

SBCOITD  8B88IOV. 

Oaths,  an  act  to  authorize  certain  officers  and  other 

persons  to  administer  oaths  -  -  3725 

Old  Point  Comfort,  Virginia,  an  act  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  light-house  at    -  -  -  3724 

P. 

FIBST  StSSlOH 

Ports  and  harbors,  an  act  to  provide  for  the  further 

defence  of  -  -  »  3687 

Privateering,  an  act  for  the  prevention  of,  against 
nations  in  amity  with  the  United  States,  or 
against  the  property  of  American  citizens  -  3685 

SSCOITD  8X881 OY. 

Pensioners,  an  act  directing  the  Secretary  of  War 

to  place  certain  persons  on  the  pension  list  3707 

Ports  and  harbors,  an  act  supplementary  to  the  act 

to  provide  for  the  further  defence  of  -  3725 

Poet  Office,  dec,  an  act  to  continue  the  5th  sec- 
tion of  the  act  in  addition  to  the  act  for 
establishment  of  the         -  -  -3717 
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Page. 
Provisional  Army,  an  act  to  enable  the  President 

to  raise  a  -  -  -  -  3729 

an  act  supplementary  to  said  act      -  -  3743 

THIRD   8KS9I0H. 

Post  Office,  an  act  to  establish  the  3942 

President  of  the  United  States,  an  act  to  vest  in 

him  the  power  of  retaliation  in  certain  cases  3955 

Q. 

THIRD   SESSION. 

Quarantine,  an  act  respecting  quarantine  and  health 

laws        .....  3809 

R. 

SECOND  SESSION. 

Refugees,  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  refugees  from 

Canada  and  Nova  Scotia  -  -  8718 

Revenue.     (See  Collectors.) 

Revenue  cutters,  an  act  to  continue  part  of  an  act 
respecting  the  compensation  of  the  officers 
and  mariners  of  -  -  -  -  3728 

THIRD    SESSION. 

Retaliation,  an  act  vesting  the  power  of  retaliation 

in  the  President,  in  certain  cases  -  -  3955 


FIRST   SESSION. 

Salt.     (See  Duties.) 

Ships  and  veisels,  an  act  concerning  the  register- 
ing and  recording  of  -  -  3688 

Stock,  an  act  to  continue  the  act  authorizing  the 

transfer  of  certain  stock    ...  3700 

sxcohd  sxssion. 

Seamen,  an  act  for  the  relief  of  sick  and  disabled  -  3787 

Secretary  of  the  Navy,  an  act  extending  the  frank- 
ing privilege  to  the  -  -  3743 

Sedition.     (See  Crimes,) 

Slaves,  an  act  to  provide  for  the  enumeration  of 

the  slaves  in  the  United  States     -  -  3757 

8nuff.     (See  Duties.) 

Spirits.     (See  Duties.) 

8tamp  duties,  an  act  to  postpone  the  commence- 
ment of  the  duties  imposed  by  the  act  lay- 
ing a  duty  on  stamped  vellum,  &c  -  3703 
an  act  to  amend  the  act  laying  a  duty  on 


stamped  vellum,  &c, 


-  3715 


THIRD    SESSION. 


Salaries,  an  act  for  the  augmentation  of  the  sala- 
ries of  certain  Executive  and  other  officers    3939 


8eamen,  an  act  to  authorize  the  reimbursement  of 
moneys  advanced  for  the  relief  of  sick  and 
destitute  seamen  in  foreign  countries        -  3799 
an  act  in  addition  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of 

sick  and  disabled  seamen  ...  8938 
an  act  to  revive  and  continue  parts  of  the  act 
for  the  relief  and  protection  of  seamen       -  3941 
Society  of  United  Brethren.     (See  Lands,) 
Stamp  duties,  an  act  to  alter  the  stamp  duties  on 
foreign  bills  of  exchange  and  bills  of  lading 
imposed  by  the  act  laying  a  duty  on  stamp- 
ed vellum,  and  to  amend  the  said  act        -  3806 

T. 

SECOND  session. 
Taxes,  an  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax  -  3777 

Trade  of  the  United  States,  an  act  to  provide  lor 

the  further  protection  of  the  -  -  3722 

an  act  supplementary  to  said  act  -  3751 

Treasury,  War,  and  Navy  Departments*  an  act  to 
alter  and  amend  the  several  acts  for  the  es- 
tablishment and  regulation  of  these  Depart- 
ments    .....  3792 

third  sxssioir. 

Tennessee,  an  act  to  amend  the  act  for  giving  effect 
to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  within  tins 
State       .....  3600 

Timber,  an  act  to  authorize  the  purchase  o£  fin- 
naval  purposes    ....  3805 

Troops  of  the  United  States,  an  act  for  the  better 

organization  of    -  -  -  -  3963 

U. 

THIRD    SXSSIOIf. 

Usurpation  of  Executive  authority.  (8ee  Crimes.) 

V. 

SECOND    S XSSI  ON. 

Vessels,  small.     (8ee  Galleys.) 

THIRD  SXSSIOIT. 

Vermont,  an  act  to  alter  the  time  of  holding  the 

district  court  in  this  8tate  -  -  3811 

Vessels  of  war,  an  act  fixing  the  pay  of  captains 

and  commanders  of  3801 

W. 

SECOND    SESSION. 

Washington  City,  an  act  authorizing  a  loan  for  the 

use  of     -  -  -  -  -  3722 

Widows  and  orphans,  an  act  making  provision  for 

certain    .....  3709 

Williams,  Elie,  an  act  authorizing  the  grant  and 

conveyance  of  a  certain  lot  of  ground  to   -  3749 
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